


  

     
     

   

      
     

  

VENDOR REFERENCE VERIFICATION 
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL, REQUEST FOR QUALIFICATION, OR REQUEST FOR LETTER OF INTEREST 

Vendorshouldprovide a minimum ofthree (3) non-BrowardCounty Board of County Commissioners’ references 
or as per Evaluation Criteria instructions.  Vendor should provide the Vendor Reference Verification Form to its 
reference organization/firm to complete and return to the Vendor’s attention. 

Completed Vendor Reference Verification Forms should be submitted with submittal. If not provided with 
submittal, or if reference is not able to be verified, the Vendor must submit form(s) (or a new Vendor Reference 
Verification Form) within three business days after the County's written request. 







   

 
 

Verified via:  Email 
 Verbal 

Verified by: MOHAMMAD 
AHMADPOUR 

Digitally signed by MOHAMMAD 
AHMADPOUR 
Date: 2025.09.25 08:21:30 -04'00' 

Division:  

Date:  

Vendor Reference Verification – RFP/RLI/RFQ 
Form Date 4/1/25 













 
 

       
     

          

     

   

       

    

    

    

   

        
   

           

   

        

          

                

              

       
       

     

    

     

     

     

  

      

     

     

  

     

     

        

  

      

     

      

                      
                              

          

        

         
    

   
**According to Anthony Cammarano of the Hillsborough County 911 Agency, per their County policy, agencies can only 
provide satisfactory rating(s). 









  
  

             
               
            

       

              
            
           
             

         

              
              

             
       

           
               

             
                 

 

             
              

             
               

             
 

                  
               
           

         
             
            
                
             

             
                 

  

 





       

      

        
      

         
        

          
           

   

  

           
        

        
         

           
         

            
           
        

            
        

  

         
         

         
           

               
             
            

       
         

         
           
           
          

            
    

  

          
          

       
 

   

         
       

               
   

     
     

      
        
    

     
     

    
   
    
    
    

        
        

   

   

           
         

         
         

    

      

    

           
         
         

        
           

         
      

      
        

        
         

           
           
          

   

         
           
         

           
            

           
          

         
          
        

  

          
        

        
           

   
            



       

        
    

      
 

        
          

         
          

         
          

      

    

          
         

          
     

          
         

      
          

            
          

          
  

    

         
          
           
   

       
         
        

           
         

         
          

            
             

        
          

           
    

         
            

             
             
       

   

            
            

            
        
         

        
         

          
            

          
            

            
         

   

            
            

           
            

           
     

    

            
          

            
           
           

         
 

 

   

  

    

    

  

   

    

    
            











       
       

 

   

   

 
 

All information provided to Broward County is subject to verification. Vendor acknowledges that inaccurate, untruthful, or incorrect statements made in support of this 
response may be used by the County as a basis for rejection, rescission of the award, or termination of the contract and may also serve as the basis for debarment of 
Vendor pursuant to the Broward County Procurement Code. 

***THE SECTION BELOW IS FOR COUNTY USE ONLY*** 
 EmailVerified via: 
 Verbal 

Verified by: MOHAMMAD Digitally signed by MOHAMMAD 
AHMADPOUR

AHMADPOUR Date: 2025.09.25 08:27:59 -04'00' 

Division:  

Date:  
Vendor Reference Verification – RFP/RLI/RFQ 
Form Date 4/1/25 





 
       

       
 

   

   

 
 

     

 

Regulatory Agency(ies):     

All information provided to Broward County is subject to verification. Vendor acknowledges that inaccurate, untruthful, or incorrect statements made in support of this 
response may be used by the County as a basis for rejection, rescission of the award, or termination of the contract and may also serve as the basis for debarment of 
Vendor pursuant to the Broward County Procurement Code. 

***THE SECTION BELOW IS FOR COUNTY USE ONLY*** 
 EmailVerified via: 
 Verbal 

Verified by: MOHAMMAD Digitally signed by MOHAMMAD 
AHMADPOUR

AHMADPOUR Date: 2025.09.25 08:29:20 -04'00' 

Division: ORCAT 

Date: 09/24/25 

Vendor Reference Verification – RFP/RLI/RFQ 
Form Date 4/1/25 
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Services OE Contract: A1360608A1 - AT&T Network 
Transmission Svcs 
Prime Vendor: AT&T ENTERPRISES LLC AT&T DW HOLDINGS, INC. 

CA:DOMENIC 
DILULLO 

Renewal Service Evaluation (From: 04/15/2025 To: 04/15/2025) - Status: Approved 
Evaluation Rated By Using Agency: ENTERPRISE TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
Start Dt: 4/15/2025 End Dt: 4/15/2025 
Evaluation Score: 4.76 
AT&T ENTERPRISES LLC AT&T DW HOLDINGS, INC. Is RECOMMENDED 
For Future Contracts 
Remarks: 
Rated By: Keith Wolf On 4/15/2025 
Reviewed By: Keith Wolf On 4/15/2025 

Numerical Score : 4.76 
Quality 
How well did the vendor's services meet the contract 
specifications? 
How accurate and timely were any necessary repairs or 
reconfigurations? 
How appropriate were vendor recommended repairs or
upgrades? 
How accurate were vendor reports of services provided? 
How proactive was vendor in self-monitoring to ensure
required service quality was met? 
How well did vendor pass inspections of services on the first 
inspection? 
How complete and timely did the vendor submit warranties,
manuals, etc.? 
How qualified and knowledgeable were the vendor's staff in
the performance of the specified work? 
How would you rate the overall quality of work? 

Comments: 

Quantity 
How accurate were the estimated service hours to the actual 
hours of service provided? 
How accurate were estimated services to those actually 
needed to complete the project? 

Comments: 

Delivery 

Category Average: 5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

N/A 

5 

5 

Category Average: 5 

5 

5 

Category Average: 4.12 
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How well did the vendor comply with the contract 
requirements for delivery and/or scheduling for completion 
of services? 
How timely was the vendor's response to replacing damaged 
goods? 
How timely was the vendor in requesting inspections or
submittal of completion reports? 
How responsive was the vendor to correcting inspection 
failures? 
How clear and understandable were vendor invoices and 
reports? 
How accurate were vendor invoices? 

5 

5 

5 

3 

3 
How prompt and responsive was the vendor when sending 
invoices and resolving any invoice discrepancies? 
How complete and accurate was documentation of pass thrus
for invoices? 
How accurate were close out procedures followed (e.g. 
documents provided at closeout - packing slips, invoices, 
technical manuals, etc.) ? 

Comments: 

3 

N/A 

5 

Customer Service 
How promptly were County staff's communications 
responded to, including requests for information, proposals, 
and quotes? 
How proactive was the vendor in addressing County staff's 
problems or concerns regarding the service? 
How courteous/professional was the vendor in working with 
the County, sub-vendors, County tenants/customers? 
How sensitive/responsive was the vendor to working around 
County operationaal needs? 
How consistent and clear were the vendor communications 
with County staff? 
How responsive and timely was the vendor in providing
emergency services and/or support? 

Comments: 

Support 
How close was the level of vendor technical expertise to 
what was needed to support the service? 
How timely was the vendor response compared to the 
contract requirements? 
How clear was the vendor information regarding the 
warranty or replacement policy? 
How well did the vendor respond to warranty service 
requests? 
How timely were repairs completed? 
How well did the vendor coordinate any sub vendors? 

Comments: 

Living Wage Compliance 
How prominent was the Living Wage rate provision poster 
displayed in workplace? 

Category Average: 5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

N/A 

Category Average: 5 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 
5 

Category Average: N/A 

N/A 

N/A 
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How timely was the vendor in providing the three language 
statement with each covered employee in the first paycheck 
or direct deposit slip and every six months thereafter in 
accordance with the Living Wage Ordinance? 
How timely and complete were the required compliance 
payroll reports submitted? N/A 

How proactive was the vendor in ensuring Living Wage 
compliance, including inserting into subcontracts, by any
subcontractor with the Living Wage Ordinance as it applies 
to the subcontract? 

N/A 

If applicable, how cooperative was the vendor in responding
to and resolving any employee complaints regarding alleged
violations of Living Wage contract requirements? 

N/A 

Comments: 
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Professional Services (Non Construction) OE Contract: 
R1373502P1 - Countywide Data Circuits 
Prime Vendor: AT&T ENTERPRISES LLC AT&T DW HOLDINGS, INC. 

CA:DOMENIC 
DILULLO 

Renewal Service Evaluation (From: 11/16/2022 To: 11/16/2022) - Status: Approved 
Evaluation Rated By Using Agency: ENTERPRISE TECHNOLOGY SERVICES 
Start Dt: 11/16/2022 End Dt: 11/16/2022 
Evaluation Score: 4.77 
AT&T ENTERPRISES LLC AT&T DW HOLDINGS, INC. Is RECOMMENDED 
For Future Contracts 
Remarks: Recommended for Renewal. 
Rated By: Walter Ocampo On 11/16/2022 
Reviewed By: Walter Ocampo On 11/16/2022 

Numerical Score : 4.77 

https://mrapps6/ContractsCentral/EvaluationDetails_Public.aspx?intEvaluationID=14867... 

Quality 
How well did the vendor's services meet the contract 
specifications? 
How accurate and timely were any necessary repairs or 
reconfigurations? 
How appropriate were vendor recommended repairs or
upgrades? 
How accurate were vendor reports of services provided? 
How proactive was vendor in self-monitoring to ensure
required service quality was met? 
How well did vendor pass inspections of services on the first 
inspection? 
How complete and timely did the vendor submit warranties,
manuals, etc.? 
How qualified and knowledgeable were the vendor's staff in
the performance of the specified work? 
How would you rate the overall quality of work? 

Comments: 

Quantity 
How accurate were the estimated service hours to the actual 
hours of service provided? 
How accurate were estimated services to those actually 
needed to complete the project? 

Comments: 

Delivery 

Category Average: 4.78 

5 

4 

5 

5 

4 

5 

5 

5 

5 

Category Average: 5 

5 

5 

Category Average: 4.89 
5 

9/29/2025 

https://mrapps6/ContractsCentral/EvaluationDetails_Public.aspx?intEvaluationID=14867
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How well did the vendor comply with the contract 
requirements for delivery and/or scheduling for completion 
of services? 
How timely was the vendor's response to replacing damaged 
goods? 
How timely was the vendor in requesting inspections or
submittal of completion reports? 
How responsive was the vendor to correcting inspection 
failures? 
How clear and understandable were vendor invoices and 
reports? 
How accurate were vendor invoices? 

5 

5 

5 

5 

5 
How prompt and responsive was the vendor when sending 
invoices and resolving any invoice discrepancies? 
How complete and accurate was documentation of pass thrus
for invoices? 
How accurate were close out procedures followed (e.g. 
documents provided at closeout - packing slips, invoices, 
technical manuals, etc.) ? 

Comments: 

4 

5 

5 

Customer Service 
How promptly were County staff's communications 
responded to, including requests for information, proposals, 
and quotes? 
How proactive was the vendor in addressing County staff's 
problems or concerns regarding the service? 
How courteous/professional was the vendor in working with 
the County, sub-vendors, County tenants/customers? 
How sensitive/responsive was the vendor to working around 
County operationaal needs? 
How consistent and clear were the vendor communications 
with County staff? 
How responsive and timely was the vendor in providing
emergency services and/or support? 

Comments: 

Support 
How close was the level of vendor technical expertise to 
what was needed to support the service? 
How timely was the vendor response compared to the 
contract requirements? 
How clear was the vendor information regarding the 
warranty or replacement policy? 
How well did the vendor respond to warranty service 
requests? 
How timely were repairs completed? 
How well did the vendor coordinate any sub vendors? 

Comments: 

Living Wage Compliance 
How prominent was the Living Wage rate provision poster 
displayed in workplace? 

Category Average: 4.5 

5 

5 

4 

4 

5 

4 

Category Average: 4.8 

5 

5 

5 

5 

4 
N/A 

Category Average: N/A 

N/A 

N/A 

https://mrapps6/ContractsCentral/EvaluationDetails_Public.aspx?intEvaluationID=14867... 9/29/2025 

https://mrapps6/ContractsCentral/EvaluationDetails_Public.aspx?intEvaluationID=14867
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How timely was the vendor in providing the three language 
statement with each covered employee in the first paycheck 
or direct deposit slip and every six months thereafter in 
accordance with the Living Wage Ordinance? 
How timely and complete were the required compliance 
payroll reports submitted? N/A 

How proactive was the vendor in ensuring Living Wage 
compliance, including inserting into subcontracts, by any
subcontractor with the Living Wage Ordinance as it applies 
to the subcontract? 

N/A 

If applicable, how cooperative was the vendor in responding
to and resolving any employee complaints regarding alleged
violations of Living Wage contract requirements? 

N/A 

Comments: 



AT&T Enterprises, LLC dba AT&T Enterprises Florida, LLC listed Affiliate 

Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard 

Enter Vendor Name (or a portion of) Then Click Search: - Wilcards Are Permitted (ie. wa*, 
*wa*,wa*inc) 
Bellsouth Telecommunications LLC 

Search Reset Finish 

No Vendors Found For Your Search. Try Again 



 

 

AT&T Enterprises, LLC dba AT&T Enterprises Florida, LLC listed Affiliate 

Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard - AT&T FLORIDA 

VC0000019005 / VC00019005 - AT&T FLORIDA Prime Vendor Summary 
2 OE: Expired
Thres: Adv: $3,437,323.06  PS: $9,381,481.25  Total: $12,818,804.31  Used: $37,121,035.95  Remain: ($24,302,231.64) 
No Fixed Contracts 

No Final/Completed/Renewal Performance Evaluations Over Past 5 Years 
From Begining Of Advantage: First PO Issued Date: 11/01/2004 
Purchase Orders: 266 POs With A Total Amt Of: $37,239,540.88 Paid To Dt: ($37,234,410.56) Balance: $0.00 

Contracts Purchase Orders Documents Finish 

Vendor Performance Evaluations 
Archived Final/Complete/Renew (1) Avg: 4.98 

https://37,234,410.56
https://37,239,540.88
https://24,302,231.64
https://37,121,035.95
https://12,818,804.31
https://9,381,481.25
https://3,437,323.06


Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard 

Enter Vendor Name (or a portion of) Then Click Search: - Wilcards Are Permitted (ie. wa*, 
*wa*,wa*inc) 
INdigital 

Search Reset Finish 

No Vendors Found For Your Search. Try Again 



Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard 

Enter Vendor Name (or a portion of) Then Click Search: - Wilcards Are Permitted (ie. wa*, 
*wa*,wa*inc) 
Communications Venture Corp 

Search Reset Finish 

No Vendors Found For Your Search. Try Again 



     

  

Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard - MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS CONNECTIVITY, INC. 

NEW PS / 0000010118 - MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS CONNECTIVITY, INC. Prime 
Vendor Summary 

1 OE: Open Thres: PS: $1,540,000.00 Used: $1,057,909.76 Remain: $482,090.24 
No Fixed Contracts 

No Final/Completed/Renewal Performance Evaluations Over Past 5 Years 
From Begining Of Advantage: First PO Issued Date: 06/24/2021 
Purchase Orders: 9 POs With A Total Amt Of: $1,057,909.76 Paid To Dt: ($1,009,561.76) 
Balance: $48,348.00 

Contracts Purchase Orders Documents Finish 

No Vendor Performance Evaluations 

https://48,348.00
https://1,009,561.76
https://1,057,909.76
https://482,090.24
https://1,057,909.76
https://1,540,000.00


 

Motorola Solutions Connectivity, Inc. dba Motorola listed Affiliate 

Contracts Central 
Broward County Purchasing Division 

Prime Vendor Dashboard - MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS INC 

VC0000012750 / VC00012750 - MOTOROLA SOLUTIONS INC Prime Vendor Summary 
4 OE: Open
Thres: Adv: $856,253.20  PS: $122,997,012.80  Total $123,853,266.00  Used: $79,870,370.62  Remain: $43,982,895.38 
10 OE: Expired
Thres: Adv: $11,333,157.68  PS: $15,834,228.76  Total: $27,167,386.44  Used: $23,058,973.72  Remain: $4,108,412.72 
14 OE: Total: Thres: $151,020,652.44  Used: $102,929,344.34  Remain: $48,091,308.10 
No Fixed Contracts 

No Final/Completed/Renewal Performance Evaluations Over Past 5 Years 
From Begining Of Advantage: First PO Issued Date: 11/05/2004 
Purchase Orders: 439 POs With A Total Amt Of: $104,274,577.10 Paid To Dt: ($94,073,095.16) Balance: 
$10,084,043.67 

Contracts Purchase Orders Documents Finish 

Vendor Performance Evaluations 
Archived Final/Complete/Renew (1) Avg: 4.95 Periodic (3) Avg: 4.48 

https://10,084,043.67
https://94,073,095.16
https://104,274,577.10
https://48,091,308.10
https://102,929,344.34
https://151,020,652.44
https://4,108,412.72
https://23,058,973.72
https://27,167,386.44
https://15,834,228.76
https://11,333,157.68
https://43,982,895.38
https://79,870,370.62
https://123,853,266.00
https://122,997,012.80
https://856,253.20
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