Boone County Purchasing

613 E. Ash, Room 109
Columbia, MO 65201
Phone: (573) 886-4392

Fax: (573) 886-4390

Liz Palazzolo
Senior Buyer

MEMORANDUM
TO: Boone County Commission
FROM: Liz Palazzolo, CPPO, C.P.M.
DATE: March 21, 2023
RE: Award Contract C000618 from RFP 02-30JAN23 for Law Enforcement Clothing

& Boots for the Boone County Sheriff’s Office — Term and Supply

Request for Proposal 02-30JAN23 solicited competitive proposals for Law Enforcement Clothing
& Boots for the Boone County Sheriff’s Office. Two proposals were received:

1) Gall’'s LLC of Lexington, Kentucky
2) Jonah’s Enterprises Inc. of Brooklyn, New York

A County Evaluation Committee has evaluated the proposals. Evaluation Committee members
are Captain Brian Leer, Leasa Quick (Budget Administrator for the Boone County Sheriff’s
Office), Captain Jenny Atwell (Assistant Jail Administrator), and Jennifer Basham
(Administrative Coordinator for the Boone County Sheriff’s Office). The Evaluation Committee
conducted the subjective evaluation while the Department of Purchasing chaired evaluation
meetings and the cost evaluation. One round of negotiations was conducted involving both
offerors; both offerors submitted a Best and Final Offer that was also considered in the final
evaluation. Evaluation criteria included two subjective areas: Experience/Reliability/Contractor
Support worth a maximum 20 points; and the Proposed Method of Performance worth a
maximum 30 points.

Cost was evaluated using unit pricing multiplied by the estimated annual purchase quantity using
pricing for the initial contract period and all three renewal options.

The Evaluation Committee conducted subjective evaluation scoring without knowledge of cost
point scores. Cost point scores have been added to final subjective scores and the outcome is as
follows:

Offeror Experience/Reliability Proposed | Total Cost Final Overall
/Contractor Support Method of Points Score
Performance
Galls, LLC 17 30 50 97
Jonah’s Enterprises 10 5 37 52




An Evaluation Narrative follows this memo that explains the reasoning for the awarding of
subjective scores.

The Evaluation Committee finds the proposal from Galls, LLC of Lexington, Kentucky to be the
“lowest and best” proposal and the choice for contract award. An award to Galls LLC for Law
Enforcement Uniform Clothing and Boots for the Boone County Sheriff’s office is presented to
the Commission for approval.

The initial contract period will run April 01, 2023 through March 31, 2024; the County will have
three (3) one-year renewal options available to renew the contract subsequent to this initial
period.

This is a Term and Supply contract. Coding for payments will be as follows:

e 1251 — General Fund Sheriff Operations/23300 — Uniforms;

e 1255 — General Fund Detention Operations/23300 — Uniforms;

e 2901 — LEST Sheriff Operations/23300 — Uniforms;

e 2902 - LEST Detention Operations/23300 — Uniforms;

e 1228 — General Fund Sheriff Detention Administration/23300 — Uniforms.
/p
cc: Captain Brian Leer, Sheriff’s Department

Contract File

Attachments: Evaluation Scoring, Evaluation Report, and Cost Totals



EVALUATION SCORING FORM
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT - BOONE COUNTY - MISSOURI
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL 02-30JAN23 - Law Enforcement Uniform Clothing & Boots - Term & Supply

Eor Purchasing Use Only

Experience/Reliabilty/C

Proposed Method of

TOTAL SUBJECTIVE

NAME OF OFFEROR ontractor Support Performance POINTS C(()SSOT Zﬁ\lt': ')I‘S -II\-AOTA:B : 0".‘”;8
(20 Points) (30 points) (50 points) P (Max 100 points)

Galis 17 30

Jonah Enterprises 10 5

We hereby attest that the subjective points assigned to each offeror above were scored pursuant to the established evaluation criteria and

represent our best judgement of the subjective areas of the offerors’ proposals. We have attached a brief narrative which highlights some, but
not necessarily all, of the reasons for our evaluation of the proposals as indicated by the scores above. Our comments represent our opinions
only and do not represent the position of the Purchasing Department of Boone County, Missouri, or any other party.

DocuSigned by
- L L Brian Leer Captain sheriff's office
m%’éﬁ gﬁ%&?éﬁ _ Evaluator Printed Name Title o Dept. )
(Ev’l:““? Man | jenny atwell asst jail administratesheriffs office
kEVé?ﬁ‘ﬁ?B’f’@ 48ed by: Evaluator Printed Name Tile Dept. '
‘[/“(n Lhice Leasa Quick Budget Administrator Sheriff's
BB S 1RiH492658484.. Evaluator Printed Name Title . Dept.
LT ;Iﬁ Y g'm((: " Jennifer Basham Admin. Coordinator BCSO
et @ignature Evaluator Printed Name Title Dept.

Evaluation Scoring Form




Evaluation Report RFP 02-30JAN23 — Law Enforcement Uniform Clothing & Boots - Term & Supply

OFFEROR #1: Galls

The proposal from Galls is deemed responsive to the mandatory terms and conditions of the RFP.

EXPERIENCE, RELIABILITY and CONTRACTOR SUPPORT: SCORE 17 of 20

Strengths:

Incumbent contractor providing law enforcement uniforms and boots for the Boone County Sheriff’s
Office -satisfactory support, good product;

Very helpful providing support on product returns;

Assigned Account Representative — David Ellenberger introduced himself to Sheriff’s Office — good
customer outreach;

Galls stands by its products and updates its products;

Been in the law enforcement uniform and gear business since 1967;

Known in the law enforcement uniform market as being a reliable performer, reputable;

Has over 800 formal contracts for law enforcement uniforms and gear nationwide; over 100 service
locations;

Provided three law enforcement references: Wyandotte County (Kansas) Sheriff’s Department,
Sedgwick County (Kansas) Sherift’s Department, and Platte County (Missouri) Sheriff’s Department.
Galls indicates it is the sole provider of uniforms, footwear, and duty gear to these law enforcement
departments.

Concerns:

Orders are not always packed identifying officer; this is not compliant with the terms of the current
contract the County has with Galls;

Some orders have been received with no packing organization at all, e.g. undershirts and pants. This
requires Boone County Sheriff’s Office (BCSO) personnel to take time to organize the contents for
distribution;

Calls to Galls’ “Team Central” create more confusion because no one-person is assigned to the call; the
BCSO gets to work with whomever answers the call, and if a problem requires more than one call, the
BCSO has to repeat the history before getting the help to advance the problem to its resolution;

The BCSO is still experiencing a lot of backorders on items;

Invoicing always requires extra work for the BCSO because it’s rarely accurate;

The Gall’s ordering web portal sometimes is not updated with most current contract pricing.

METHOD OF PERFORMANCE: SCORE 30 of 30

Strengths:

Gall’s eQuip web-based portal is a huge tool and a proven asset to the BCSO — the BCSO “loves” how it
works making officer ordering very easy and accessible;

The assigned Account Representative/Single Point of Contact — David Ellenberger is a Regional
Account Executive for Galls and the proposal describes him as being available to ensure that all contract
obligations are being executed. He will be available in person for meetings, to ensure the BCSO is “on-
boarded” efficiently, and for sizings;



e Qalls has its own staff to perform alterations and embroidery available at the Galls Lexington, Kentucky
location;

e Qalls took no exception to RFP warranty requirements, i.e., a minimum one-year warranty on trousers
and shirts; Galls additionally offers a one-year warranty on other items like coats, ties, hats and boots;

e QGalls’ delivery is 30-days for most items; Galls indicates that a 60-day delivery is necessary for Propper
1tems;

e QGalls’ return policy has no time-limit. If product is damaged when received, the BCSO notifies Galls
and Galls will send a return label and will replace the item immediately;

e QGalls provides hemming services free of charge.

e QGalls’ on-line catalog at Galls.com provides descriptions and pictures of products to help BCSO make
product selections, etc. The website cart addresses whether an item is in-stock or not, and provides an
estimated delivery time.

Concerns:
e None

| OFFEROR #2: Jonah Enterprises

e The proposal from Jonah Enterprises is deemed responsive to the mandatory terms and conditions of the
RFP.

EXPERIENCE, RELIABILITY and CONTRACTOR SUPPORT: SCORE 10 of 20

Strengths:
e Jonah’s Enterprises indicates that it has been in business for 2+ years;

e Jonah’s Enterprises provided 3 references: El Intl West, Unikue Fashion Inc., and the Washington
Group. The proposal indicates in “Company History” that Jonah’s Enterprises provides materials for the
NYPD and Lancaster, Nebraska;

e Identified Manny Stone as the Single Point of Contact to provide support.

Concerns:

e Limited experience providing law enforcement uniform clothing, boots, and gear;

e (Clarifying information in Jonah Enterprises’ Best and Final Offer about the NYPD experience identifies
the “DCAS” and “DOB” departments of the NYPD. The Evaluation Team wasn’t able to confirm this
looking on-line;

e Manny Stone is also the “Key Principal” of Jonah’s Enterprises as identified on the website; the
proposal provided no detail about how Mr. Stone would divide his responsibilities as “Key Principal”
and Single Point of Contact for the BCSO;

¢ BCSO has no experience with Jonah’s Enterprises; the proposal does not detail what Jonah’s
Enterprises’ place is in the law enforcement uniform and gear market — its market reputation is unknown
to the BCSO and it wasn’t addressed in the proposal.

METHOD OF PERFORMANCE: SCORE 5 of 30

Strengths:
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e Jonah’s Enterprises clarifies in its Best and Final Offer that the identified brands and models of law
enforcement uniform items and boots will be provided.

Concerns:

e Proposed an alternate brand for the name tag (i.e., offering a Smith & Warren which is smaller than the
Blackington name tag);

e In general, Jonah Enterprises’ delivery is 30-60 days compared to Galls’ 30-day delivery for all items
except Propper;

e Jonah Enterprises offers an Excel spreadsheet for ordering instead of the preferred web-based electronic
ordering portal. The Best and Final Ofter (BAFO) from Jonah’s Enterprises provided some detail about
how the spreadsheet will work; the spreadsheet can be updated any time and it will have links to
product. The BAFO failed to explain how the updates are made including link updates;

e Jonah Enterprises’ warranty on trousers and shirts was corrected in its BAFO to meet the one-year
requirement, but its warranty on other items is 6-months, compared to one-year from Galls;

e Regarding warranty coverage and return of damaged items, the Jonah Enterprises BAFO states that it
will fix or replace any defected item that occurred during regular wear, and that the warranty
commences upon “delivery” which is not the same as the terms stated in the RFP of “delivery and
acceptance”;

e Alterations and embroidery would be provided by an unidentified local company.

e No on-line catalog or on-line presence that allows for viewing products and descriptions of products.

SUMMARY:

Galls receives 17 out of 20 points for the subjective evaluation category of Experience, Reliability and
Contractor Support. While not a perfect score, it is higher than Galls” competitor for the following reasons:
Galls has a known and demonstrated presence in the law enforcement uniform, boots and duty gear market
nationwide. Galls has successfully performed as the major provider of law enforcement uniform, boots and
duty gear for the Boone County Sheriff’s Office. Galls has over 53 years’ experience providing law
enforcement uniform, boots and duty gear to a variety of law enforcement departments and offices; it has over
800 formal contracts and over 100 service locations. The three references provided by Galls are law
enforcement offices similar to the BCSO. Galls has identified David Ellenberger, their Regional Account
Manager, as the Account Representative and Single Point of Contact for the BCSO. Mr. Ellenberger’s role is to
ensure customer support and to be on-site as needed. Galls lost points based on the BCSO’s experience with
orders not always being compliant with contract terms requiring the officer’s identification; invoicing is also
often challenging because of inaccuracies. Both deficiencies in Galls’ performance require additional attention
and time for the Boone County Sheriff’s Office to resolve.

In contrast, Jonah’s Enterprises’ is scored 10 out of 20 points for the subjective evaluation category of
Experience, Reliability and Contractor Support. While Jonah’s Enterprises provided three references, none are
law enforcement operations. The reference to provision of items to the NYPD appears to be imprecise because
the Evaluation Team could not find the “DCAS” and “DOB” within the NYPD organizational structure when
looking on-line. In comparison to Galls, Jonah’s Enterprises indicates 2 years’ experience compared to 53+
years, and Jonah’s Enterprises is relatively unknown in the law enforcement uniforms, boots, and duty gear
marketplace. The BCSO has no direct or indirect experience with Jonah’s Enterprises. The Single Point of
Contact is also the “Key Principal” of Jonah’s Enterprises, and the proposal did not address how Mr. Stone
would perform both roles.
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Galls receives 30 out of 30 points for the subjective evaluation category of Proposed Method of Performance.
Galls’ proposal stands-out in comparison to Jonah’s Enterprises proposal for these primary reasons: Galls
provides a true web-based ordering portal with proven ease of use that the BCSO appreciates. Galls offers all
required products, providing products in both a shorter delivery time frame and with a longer warranty. Galls’
has a very customer-friendly returns policy. Galls does not consider hemming as an “alteration” and it will
provide hemming services free of charge. Galls has staff to provide alterations and embroidery. Its identified
Account Representative/Single Point of Contact will provide customer support as needed on-site.

In contrast, Jonah’s Enterprises received 5 out of 30 points for the subjective evaluation category of Proposed
Method of Performance. The Excel spread sheet is an electronic ordering tool, but it is not web-based which
was preferred as stated in the RFP. It is not clear how or who updates the Excel ordering form. The BCSO has
had experience in the past using an Excel ordering form and found it cumbersome and time-consuming.
Additionally, Jonah’s Enterprises appears to have no website of its own; there is no opportunity provided to
view pictures or descriptions of products, or to know if the item is in stock or not. Jonah’s Enterprises indicates
that it will provide required brands/models of uniform clothing and boots, but its warranty is 6 months
compared to 12-months on items other than the trousers and shirts, and its delivery time is 30-60 days on all
items whereas Galls offer 30-day delivery on all items except Propper’s items. The returns policy is not as good
as Galls because Jonah’s Enterprises indicates that it may “fix” some defective items rather than just replace
them. Alterations and embroidery will be performed by a local company, but the proposal has not identified the
company. Jonah’s Enterprises’ substituted item for the nametag is not as large as the one currently used by the
BCSO; its preferred that nametags used by personnel of the BCSO be uniform. The proposal from Jonah’s
Enterprises contained several typos and was vague in many respects; the details provided only reinforced basic
RFP requirements, and there was little added by Jonah’s Enterprises that would help the Evaluation Team score
the proposal higher.
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CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CONFIDENTIALITY
AGREEMENT

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL NUMBER:

01-30JAN23 — Law Enforcement Uniforms and Boots — Term & Supply

Buyer: Liz Palazzolo

Conflict of Interest:

I hereby attest, to the best of my knowledge that I currently have no personal interest or
any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, in the review, evaluation, or approval of the
above referenced Request for Proposal; and that I shall not acquire any personal interest,
or any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, relating to this Request for Proposal. It
should detect or develop any conflict of interest, I shall immediately notify the County
Purchasing Department and withdraw myself from the evaluation committee.

Confidentiality:

It is my understanding that disclosure of an Offeror’s proposal response to a competitor
may result in the competitor’s disqualification from consideration for contract award and
suspension/ debarment from procurement processes.

It is my understanding that information related to the procurement process for the above
referenced Request for Proposal has been provided to me on a need-to-know basis and
that in accordance with 610.021 RSMo such records are closed to public review until
such time as a contract is executed or all proposals are rejected.

I agree to keep all information related to this Request for Proposal in strict confidence
and not to divulge such information in any manner or form to anyone, or to allow others
access to such information (other then my Administrative Authority). In the event that |
should have reason to believe that the confidentiality of this information has been
breached, I will notify the County Purchasing Department immediately.

I attest to the best of my knowledge that my participation in this evaluation process does

not violate any state laws that relate to conflict of interest including applicable Sections
105.452-and-105.454 RSMe.

01/31/23
Evaluator’s Signature Date

Leasa Quick
Print Evaluator’s Name




CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CONFIDENTIALITY
AGREEMENT

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL NUMBFR:

01-30JAN23 — Law Enforcement Uniforms and Boots — Term & Supply

Buyer: Liz Palazzolo

Conflict of Interest:

[ hereby attest. to the best of my knowledge that I currently have no personal interest or
any conflict of interest, directly or indircctly. in the review. evaluation, or approval of the
above referenced Request for Proposal; and that 1 shall not acquire any personal interest.
or any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, relating to this Request for Proposal. If1
should detect or develop any conflict of interest, I shall immediately notity the County
Purchasing Department and withdraw myself from the evaluation committee.

Confidentiality:

It is my understanding that disclosurc of an Offeror’s proposal response to a competitor
may result in the competitor’s disqualification from consideration for contract award and
suspension/ debarment from procurement processes.

It is my understanding that information related to the procurement process for the above
referenced Request for Proposal has been provided to me on a need-to-know basis and
that in accordance with 610.021 RSMo such records are closed to public review until
such time as a contract is executed or all proposals are rejected.

I agree to keep all information related to this Request for Proposal in strict confidence
and not to divulge such information in any manner or form to anyone, or to allow others
access to such information (other then my Administrative Authority). In the event that |
should have reason to believe that the confidentiality of this information has been
breached, I will notify the County Purchasing Department immediately.

I attest to the best of my knowledge that my participation in this evaluation process does
not violate any state laws that relate to conflict of interest including applicable Sections
105.452 and 105.454 RSMo.

//}A,—L’fj‘) (l/h\\}«é (- (/})(/Zg} 7 ’7)?
Datd

Evaldajer' s Kignature

T peider Dt

Print Evaluator’s Name




CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CONFIDENTIALITY
AGREEMENT

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL NUMBER:

01-30JAN23 — Law Enforcement Uniforms and Boots — Term & Supply

Buyer: Liz Palazzolo

Conflict of Interest:

I hereby attest, to the best of my knowledge that I currently have no personal interest or
any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, in the review, evaluation, or approval of the
above referenced Request for Proposal; and that I shall not acquire any personal interest,
or any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, relating to this Request for Proposal. If I
should detect or develop any conflict of interest, I shall immediately notify the County
Purchasing Department and withdraw myself from the evaluation committee.

Confidentiality:

It is my understanding that disclosure of an Offeror’s proposal response to a competitor
may result in the competitor’s disqualification from consideration for contract award and
suspension/ debarment from procurement processes.

It is my understanding that information related to the procurement process for the above
referenced Request for Proposal has been provided to me on a need-to-know basis and
that in accordance with 610.021 RSMo such records are closed to public review until
such time as a contract is executed or all proposals are rejected.

I agree to keep all information related to this Request for Proposal in strict confidence
and not to divulge such information in any manner or form to anyone, or to allow others
access to such information (other then my Administrative Authority). In the event that I
should have reason to believe that the confidentiality of this information has been
breached, I will notify the County Purchasing Department immediately.

I attest to the best of my knowledge that my participation in this evaluation process does

not violate any state laws that relate to conflict of interest including applicable Sections
105.452 and 105.454 RSMo.

ﬁ/ﬂ—- 01/30/2023

Evaluator’s Signature Date

Brian Leer
Print Evaluator’s Name




CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND CONFIDENTIALITY
AGREEMENT

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL NUMBER:

01-30JAN23 — Law Enforcement Uniforms and Boots — Term & Supply

Buyer: Liz Palazzolo

Conflict of Interest:

[ hereby attest, to the best of my knowledge that I currently have no personal interest or
any conflict of interest, directly or indirectly, in the review, evaluation, or approval of the
above referenced Request for Proposal; and that [ shall not acquire any personal interest.
or any contlict of interest, directly or indirectly, relating to this Request for Proposal. If1
should detect or develop any conflict of interest, I shall immediately notify the County
Purchasing Department and withdraw myself from the evaluation committec.

Confidentiality:

[t is my understanding that disclosure of an Offeror’s proposal response to a competitor
may result in the competitor’s disqualification from consideration for contract award and
suspension/ debarment from procurement processes. '

It is my understanding that information related to the procurement process for the above
referenced Request for Proposal has been provided to me on a need-to-know basis and
that in accordance with 610.021 RSMo such records are closed to public review until
such time as a contract is executed or all proposals are rejected.

1 agree to keep all information related to this Request for Proposal in strict confidence
and not to divulge such information in any manner or form to anyone, or to allow others
access to such information (other then my Administrative Authority). In the event that |
should have reason to believe that the confidentiality of this information has been
breached, I will notify the County Purchasing Department immediately.

I attest to the best of my knowledge that my participation in this evaluation process does
not violate any state laws that relate to conflict of interest including applicable Sections
105.452 and 105.454 RSMo.

=, D 1/31/23
Evallator’s Signature Date

Jennifer Basham
Print Evaluator’s Name




Liz Palazzolo

L -
From: Leasa Quick
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2023 9:34 AM
To: Liz Palazzolo
Subject: RE: Coding for Uniforms

1251-23300 $49,640
1255-23300 $39,248
2901-23300 $9,900
2902-23300 $3,400
1228-23300 $9,150

From: Liz Palazzolo <LPalazzolo@boonecountymo.org>
Sent: Tuesday, March 14, 2023 9:10 AM

To: Leasa Quick <LQuick@boonecountymo.org>
Subject: Coding for Uniforms

Good morning —what department and object codes should | use for the award to Galls, and what is the budgeted
amount?

Liz Palazzolo — Senior Buyer

Boone County Missouri Purchasing
613 E. Ash Street

Columbia, MO 65201

Direct Phone: 573-886-4392

Ipelnzcolo@hbooneconntynio.ore




RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Enforcement
Uniform Clothing and
Boots

Cost Evaluation

Galls, LLC

Jonah Enterprises

Trousers

QTY

2.1

22

24

2.5

2.6

2.7

2.8

29

2.10

211

28

Propper Women’s Tactical
Pant Style #F5254-50 Black in
accordance with paragraph

3.2.1(a) ‘
Propper Men’s Tactical Pant Style

#F5252-50 Black in accordance
with paragraph 3.2.1(b)

iPropper BDU Trouser (Button

Fly) Style #F5201-38 Black in
accordance with paragraph 3.2.1 ¢

.Propper BDU Trouser (Zippef

Fly) Style #F5205-38 Black in
accordance with paragraph
3.2.1(d)

Propper TAC.U Pant Style
#F5212-38 Black in accordance
with paragraph 3.2.1¢

'Tru-Spec 24-7 Series Men’s

Tactical Pants Black 65/35
polyester/cotton rip stop in
accordance with paragraph
3.2.1(H

Tru-Spec 24-7 Serics Women''s
Tactical Pants Black 65/35
polyester/cotton rip stop in
accordance with paragraph
32.1(g

‘Elbeco TEK3 Hidden Cargo

Pocket Trouser, Men’s, Mfg.
Code: E§15RNH BRN in
accordance with paragraph
3.2.2(d)

'Elbeco TEK3 Hidden Cargo
‘Pocket Trouser, Women’s, Mfg.

Code: E9619LCN BRN in

accordance with paragraph 3.2.2€

Elbeco TEK 3 Cargo Pants Men’s :

Gall’s Code: TR747BRN

‘Elbeco TEK 3 Cargo Pants

Women’s
Gall’s Code: TR592BRN

Standard Oversize Charge -

‘Applied per trouser for any size in

excess of XXL

50

98

98

48

50

50

50

50

50

50

50

7,669.87

15,032.94

12,794.26

6.266.58

9,434.86

9.100.83 -

927754

11,654.58

13,007.96

1331613
13,007.96

1724

12,528.38

24.,555.62

24.555.62

12,027.24

10.439.93

13.565.64

13,565.64

15,674.98

12.781.31

19.276.39

16,287.59

9.28

Shirts

Totals Side by Side

Page 1



2.13

2.14

2.15

2.16

2.17

2.18

2.19

220

RFP 02-30JAN23

.Law Enforcement

Uniform Clothing and
Boots
Cost Evaluation

bPropper Tactical Short-Sleeve

Dress Shirt Style #F5301-38
Khaki in accordance with

paragraph 3.3.1(a)

Propper Tactical Long-Sleeve
Dress Shirt Style #F5302-38
Khaki in accordance with

paragraph 3.3.1(b)

Propper Tactical Short-Sleeve
Shirt Style #F5311 and F5304
Khaki in accordance with

paragraph 3.3.c

Propper Men’s Tactical Long-
Sleeve Shirt Style F5312 and
F5305 Khaki in accordance with
paragraph 3.3.1(d)

Long Sleeve Shirts-Elbeco Duty
Maxx, Material content to be 65%
Dacron polyester and 35% rayon,
10-ounce one ply tropical weave.

Must furnish shirts in full and half'

sizes (e.g. 17and 17 4.y -

"MEN/WOMEN

in accordance with paragraph
33.1e

‘Short Sleeve Shirts — Elbeco Duty:

Maxx, Material content to be 65%

Dacron polyester and 35% rayon, -
10-ounce one ply tropical weave.
Must furnish shirts in full and half

sizes (e.g. 17 and 17 '4.) -
MEN/WOMEN
in accordance with paragraph

3.3.1(H

:Baselayer Short Sleeve Crew
‘Neck Under Shirt (Comparable to
.Under Armor “Heat Gear” Fitted

style) in accordance with
paragraph 3.3.1(g)

'Blauer Streetgear Turtleneck,

sizes SM-4X, Mfg. Code: 8110X
Gall's Code: ST463 (SM-XK),

ST463 2X, ST463 3X, and ST463 .

4X, in accordance with paragraph
3.3.1(h)

75

75

75

75

70

70

110

110

Galls, LLC Jonah Enterprises
832393 $ 9,394 54
932280 § 10.960.88
10,654.63  $ 12,527.22
10,987.59 * § 14.093.56
23.669.05 $ 26,022.09
18.389.15 . § 18.416.88
589798 . § 13,783.77
14.640.63  $ 23.886.76

Totals Side by Side

Page 2



221

2.22

2.24

225

2.26
227

2.28

2.29

RFP 02-30JAN23

'Law Enforcement

Uniform Clothing and
Boots

Cost E valuation

Blauer Sireetgeér Turtleneck, 2

sizes SX-6X Mfg. Code: 8110X

Gall’s Code: ST463 5X-6X, in
accordance with paragraph
3.3.1(h)

‘Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® 60

Base Shirt Long Sleeve, Style
8371 - Men’s — Sizes XS through
XL in accordance with paragraph
3.3.1()

‘Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® ‘ 20

Base Shirt Long Sleeve, Style
8371 - Men’s — Size 2X in
accordance with paragraph
3.3.10)

‘Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® ‘ 10

Base Shirt Long Sleeve, Style

8371 - Men’s — Size 3X in

accordance with paragraph

3.3.10)

Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® : 4
Base Shirt Long Sleeve, Style

8371 - Men’s — Size 4X in

accordance with paragraph

3.3.16)
Iem Deleted 1
Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® - 60

Base Shirt Short Sleeve, Style
8372 —Men’s Sizes XS-XL in

-accordance with paragraph

3.3.10)

Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® ‘ 20
Base Shirt Short Sleeve, Style

8372 —Men’s - Size 2X in

accordance with paragraph

3.3.10)

‘Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® 10

Base Shirt Short Sleeve, Style
8372 —Men’s - Size 3X in
accordance with paragraph

33.1()

Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® ‘ 2
Base Shirt Short Sleeve, Style

8372 —Men’s - Size 4X in

accordance with paragraph

33.1(0)

‘Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® ‘ 2

Base Shirt Short Sleeve, Style
8372 —Men’s - Size 5X in

.accordance with paragraph

3.3.14)

Galls, LLC

511.78

11,120.12

494458

2.696.85

1,168.73

12,190.76

4,282.54

2.340.40 -

48153

687.21 -

Jonah Enterprises

584.58

15,034.06

7.016.26

3,508.13

1,403.25

13,780.99

5,053.12

2,756.29

597.20

803.91

Totals Side by Side
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2.55

2.56

2.57

258

2.59

2.60

2.61

2.62

2.64

2.65

.RFP 02-30JAN23

Law Enforcement
Uniform Clothing and

.Boots
‘Cost Evaluation

‘Boots: Bates GX-8 GoreTex
‘Insulated Side Zip Boot, Style

#E02488, Women’s Style
#E02788

in accordance with paragraph
3.7.9 and all bullet-points

‘Boots: Bates 8" Tactical Spox{

Side Zip Boot, Style #£02261
in accordance with paragraph
3.7.10 and all bullet-points

‘Boots: 5.11 Skyweight Side Zip

Boot Style #12318 in accordance
with paragraph 3.7.11 and all
bullet-points

‘Boots: Merrell MOAB 2 8”

Tactical WP Boot, J15845:
in accordance with paragraph
3.7.12 and all bullet-points

lBoots: Reebok 8” Dauntless Ultra-

Light Side Zip Duty-Boot in
accordance with paragraph 3.7.13
and all bullet points

‘Boots: Recbok 8” Rapid 'Response‘1

Side Zip Composite Toe Boot in
accordance with paragraph 3.7.14
and all bullet points

‘Boots: Under Armour Valsetz

RTS 1.5 Tactical Boot — Men’s
[tem SKU FT1222

ABoots: Under Armour Valsetz

RTS 1.5 Tactical Boot — Women’s’
Item SKU FT1225

Boots: Merrell Moab 2 Mid
Tactical Waterproof Boot — Men’s
Black, All sizes,

All Widths

Item # SP879

‘Boots: Merrell Moab 2 Mid

Tactical Waterproof Boot —
Women’s —

Black, All sizes

All Widths

Item # FT1091

Mfg. # J45368

‘Boots: Galls 5” Quarter Duty Boot’

— Men’s Black, All sizes
All Widths
Item # FX070

10

10

Galls, LLC

5,638.07

3.504.99

524111

441357

3.879.11

413772

3.846.79

4.267.02

6,032.02

4,137.72

1.513.72

Jonah Enterprises

7.934.25

4,383.89

5,847.20

6,683.04

5.680.12

7.267.34

5.221.13

6,056.51

6,056.51

6,056.51

2.798.06

Totals Side by Side

Page 6



2.66

2.67

2.68

2.69

2.70

RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Enforcement
Uniform Clothing and
Boots

Cost Evaluation

Boots: Galls 57 Quérter Duty Boot:
— Women’s — Black, All sizes
All Widths

JItem # FXO071

‘Boots: Danner Striker Bolt 4.5”

Quarter Boot — Men’s
Black — All sizes

All Widths

Item # FT2044

‘Boots: Danner Striker Bolt 4.5™

Quarter Boot — Women’s

Black — All sizes

All Widths

iItem # FT2043

‘Boots: Bates 4” GX-4 Non-
‘Metallic Waterproof Boot —

Men’s

All sizes, All Widths
Item # SP757

Mfg. # 2266

‘Boots: Bates 47 GX-4 Non-
‘Metallic Waterproof Boot —

Women’s

All sizes, All Widths
Item # SP758

Mfg. # 2766

Galls, LLC

1.513.72

8,360.78

8,360.78

327268

3272.68

Jonah Enterprises

9.606.87

7.517.96

6.681.18

7.098.87

7.098.87

Pins - Nametags - Alterations — Adjustments/Sewing - Embroidery

2.1

2.72

2.74

CE-3FC Seal Insignia Collar Pin —
Style ZA3208

Price per each pin

Blackinton Nametag 2'2” X V2~
in one-line, gold, polished, pin
attachment

Mfg. Code: JIBAR

Gall’s Code: NT095

Price per each name tag

‘Addilion of Velero 17 x 57 sewn

on officer shirts for nainetag as
ordered by the Sheriff’s Office

'Add-on fee, per article of cldthing?

for any alteration/adjustment/
embroidery— one time per specific’
piece of clothing.

60

50

4.499.77

2,607.63

12.93

3858

4,761.67

3,968.06

69.62

Totals Side by Side

Page 7



275

.RFP 02-30JAN23

Law Enforcement

‘Uniform Clothing and

Boots

‘Cos7t Evaluation

' ‘Firm,'Fixéd Discount off current ' 1

contractor catalog price or MSRP,
whichever is less, for other
uniform clothing and footgear
items not specifically identified in
the previous line items. ‘

Galls, LLC

1,831.80

Jonah Enterprises

2,088.45

ADDITIONS - BAFO REQUEST #1

2.77

278

279

2.8

2.82

2.76.1
2.76.2

2.76.3

Cost Points: Lowest Grand Total Price/Compared Grand Total Price X's Maximum Cost Point

First Tactical Men’s V2 Pro Duty
Uniform Pant - No Substitutes
Allowed (#TR2462)

First Tactical Men’s V2 Pro Duty -
6 Pocket Pant — No Substitutes
Allowed (#TR2530)

Salomon XA Forces Mid GTX

~ Quarter-boots (#FT1115)

Salomon Quest 4D GTX Forces 2

‘Waterproof Tactical Boots

(#FT2230)
Salomon Men’s Quest Prime

~|Force GTX Boots (#FT2918)
ESalomon Quest 4D Force 2
Tactical Boots (#FT2228)

GRAND TOTAL for all Contract Periods

‘I'st Renewal Period Increase

Percentage
2nd Renewal Period Incrcase

‘Percentage

3rd Renewal Period Increase

‘ Percentage

Score of 50 Points

11,206.33

12,068.35
732721
8,189.24

793063

7.930.63

13,572.60

14,616.83

8,771.49

10,859.94

9.606.87

10,024.56

5%

5%

5%

50

488,836.10

8%

8%

8%

37

664,140.23

Totals Side by Side

Page 8



RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Enforcement Uniform Clothing and
Boots

Cost Evaluation

3% Increasc

3% Increase

3 Increase

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Galls, LLC

Gals, LLC

Galls, LLC

QrY

Original Unit Priciag

Extended Total

13t Reacw al Unit Price

Extended Total - 1st Renewal

2nd Reaew at Unit Price

Exteaded Tatal - 2nd Reaewal|

3rd Renewal Unit Price

Exteaded Total - 3rd Rencwal

GRAND TOTAL

Trousers

21

Proppcr Women's Tactical Pant Styvle
#F5254-50 Black in accordance with
paragraph 3.2.1(a}

50

T

1.779.30

37.37

$ 1.868.48

39.24

$ La61.90

41.20

$ 105999

7.669.87

Propper Men's Tacuical Pant Styvle #F5232-
50 Black in accordancc with paragraph
3.2.1(b)

98

3339

3.487.82

3737

5 3.662.21

=

39.24

$ 384332

$ 4.037.59

15.032.94

Propper BDU Trouscr (Button Flv) Stvle
#F3201-38 Black tn accordance with
paragraph 3.2.1 ¢

98

30.29

296842

3180

3 31684

]

3339

§ 3.272.68

35.06

$ 3.436.32

12.794.26

Propper BDU Trouscr (Zipper Flv) Style
#F5203-38 Black in accordance with
paragraph 3.2.1(d)

48

3029

143392

3180

3 \.52().()7.A

3339

$ 1.602.95

35.06

3 1.683.0v

6.266.58

Propper TAC.U Pant Style #F5212-38
Black in accordance with paragraph 3.2.1c

4378

2.189.00

4597

$ 2298 45

4827

3 241337

50.68

$ 2.534.04

9.434.80

26

Tru-Spee 24-7 Scrics Men's Tactical Pants
Black 63/35 polvester/cotton rip stop in
accordance with paragraph 3.2.1{[)

4223

2. LI L0

44 34

$ 221708

46.56

$ 232792

48 8y

$ 244433

910083

Tru-Spec 24-7 Series Women's Tactical
Pants Black 65/35 palyester/cotton rip stop
in accordance with paragraph 3.2 1(g

2.152.30

4520

5 2,260.13

=

47.46

$ 237313

4984

$ 249179

9.277.54

28

Men’s. Mfg. Code: EBISRNH BRN in
accordance with paragraph 3.2.2(d)

Elbeco TEK3 Hidden Cargo Pocket Trousef.

5408

2.704.00

56.78

$ 2,839.20

3962

$ 298116

62.60

$ 213022

11654338

Women's. Mlg. Code: E9619LCN BRN in
accordance with paragraph 3.2€

Eibeco TEK3 Hidden Cargo Pocket Trousef.

6036

3.018.00

63.38

$ 3.168.90

66 55

3 332735

69.87

3 3.493.71

13.007.96

Elbceo TEK 3 Cargo Pants Men's
Gall's Code: TR747BRN

30

61.79

3.089.30

64.88

$ 324398

6812

$ 340617

71.53

$ 357648

13316.13

211

Elbceo TEK 3 Cargo Pants Women's
Gali’s Codc: TR392BRN

60.36

3.018.00

6338

$ 3.168.90

66 35

69 87

$ 349371

13.007 96

Standard Oscrsize Charge - Applied per

|trouscr for any sizc in excess of XXL

4.00

4.00

4.20

441

4.63

17.24

Shirts

213

Propper Tactical Short-Sleeve Dress Shirt
Style #F5301-38 Khaki in accordance with
paragraph 3 3.1(a)

1.931.23

27.04

$ 2,027.81

=

2839

$ 2.129.20

981

$ 2.235.66

832393

214

Propper Tactical Long-Slcey ¢ Dress Shirt
Style #F3302-38 Khaki in accordance wilh
aragraph 3.3.1(b)

28.84

2.063.00

3028

3 227115

3180

3 238471

333

$ 25063994

=

932280

™
o

Propper Tactical Short-Slecve Shirt Stvie
#F3311 and F3304 Khaki in accordance
with paragraph 3.3.¢

3296

247200

3461

3 2,595.60

3634

$ 2.72538

38.16

$ 246165

10.654.63

246

Propper Men's Tactical Long-Sleeve Shirt

with paragraph 3.3 1(d)

Style F3312 and F3305 Khak in accordance

33.99

254925

3569

$ 267671

3747

$ 2.810.55

RE RN

3 2951 08

10.987.39

217

Long Slecve Shirts-Elbeco Duty Maxx.
Material content 10 be 63% Dacron polyester
and 35% ravou. 10-ounce one pls tropical
weave. Must furmish shirts in (ull and half
sizes (e, 17 and 17 %4 - MEN/WOMEN
in accordance with paragraph 2.3 4

70

7843

349150

8237

$ 5,766.0%

B6.49

$ [OARIR

90.32

$ 6.357.10

23.669.05

Pags 1 af &






















RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Enforcement Uniform Clothing and

Boots 10% Incrcase 10% Increase 10% Increase

Cost Evaluation tonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises tonah Enterprises Jonah Enterprises

QTY Uit Price Original Contract Peried | Extended Total - Original Contract 15t Renewal Unit Price Extended Total - 15t Renewal 2ad Renewal Uni¢ Price Extended Total - 2nd Renewal

3rd Renewal Unit Price Exteaded Total - 3rd Renewal GRAND TOTAL
Period

218 1Short Sleeve Shirts - Elbeco Duty Plus. 70 $ 5669 |3 3.968.30
Material content to be 65% Dacron pols cster
and 35% ravon. 10-ounce onc ply tropical
weave. Must furnish shirts in [ull and half
sizes (¢.g. 17 and [7 %) - MEN/WOMEN
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(f)

[

6236 | $ 436513 | $ 6859 1% 480164 ( § 75451 8 S2B181 0% 18.416.88

219 |Basclayer Short Sleeve Crew Neck Under 110 $ 2700 | § 297000 | $ 2970 | $ 3.267.00 { § 326718
Shirt (Comparablc to Under Armor “Heat
Gear” Fifted style) in accordance with
paragraph 3.3.1(g)

359370 1 % 3594 |8 39530718 13.783.77

220 |Blauer Streetgear Turtlencek. sizes SM-4X, 1o 5 46791 $ 3146901 $ §147 1% 5661391 %
Mfg. Code: 8110X

Gall's Code: ST463 (SM-XK). ST463 2X.

ST463 3X. and ST463 4X_ in accordance

with paragraph 3.3.1(h)

5662 1% 62277578 6228 | § 6.850.52 | % 23.886.76

221 |Blauer Streetgear Turtlencek. sizes 3X-6X 2 $ 6298 | § 12596 [ $ 6928 | § 13856 | §
Mfg. Code: 8110X

Gall's Code: ST463 5X-6X. in accordance
with paragraph 3.3.1{h)

7621 $ 15241 [ $ 8383 1% 16765 1§ 58458

222 Blaver Polvester Ammorskin ¥ Base Shirt 60 3 53918 323040} % 5939i0% 336334 $
Long Slceve. Style 8371 - Men's — Sizes XS
through XL in accordance with paragraph
33.1()

6333 | % 391967 | $ 718 | $ 431164 | § 15.034.06

223 |Blaucr Polvester Armorskin ® Basc Shirt 20 $ 7559 18 151180 | $ 83158 166298 | § 91461 $
Long Slceve. Stvle 8371 - Men's - Size 2X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1())

1.829.28 | § 10061 | $ 201221 |8 7.016.26

2.24  |Blaucr Polyester Armorskin R Base Shirt 10 $ 7559 | § 75590 | § 811518 831491 %
Long Sleeve. Style 8371 - Men's - Size 3X
in accordance with paragraph 3 3.1())

9t46 | § 91464 | $ o6l 1§ 1.006.10 | § 3.508.13

225 |Blauer Polvester Armorskin & Base Shirt 4 $ 7559 | % 302361 % 8315 |8 33260 | § 9146 | $
Long Slecve. State 8371 - Men's - Size 4X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(}

36386 | fo0.61 | $ 40244 | § 1.403.25

226 (lem Deleted 1 $ - $ - 3 - $ - $

2.27 |Blauer Polvester Armorskin k Basc Shirt 60 $ 4949 | 8 296940 1 % 5444 1 % 3,20634 | §
Short Slecve. Sty le 8372 — Men''s Sizes XS-
XL in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(j)

3988 | 359297 1s 6587 | § 395227 |3 13.780.99

228 |Blaucr Polyester Armorskin k Basc Shirt 20 $ 3444 |3 108880 | $ 5988 | $ 1.197.68 | $ 63.87 | $
Short Sleeve, Stvle 8372 — Men's - Size 2X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(})

131745 1 § 7246 | $ 1449191 % 5.053.12

229 |Blauer Polyvester Amiorskin R Base Shirt 10 $ 39391 % 39390 | § 653318 65229 | § 7186 | $
Short Sleeve. Style 8372 - Men's - Size 3X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(j)

71862 1% 7905 1 $ 79048 [ $ 2.756.29

230 |Btaucr Polyester Anmorskin ® Basc Shirt 2 3 6434 | 8% 12868 | § 7077 % 14155 | % 7785 (%
Short Steeve. Stvle 8372 - Men's - Stze 4X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1(j)

15570 { $ 8564 | 8 17027 | § 397.20

/lo Aoh D

Dama ? ~F &



RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Enforcement Uniform Clothing and
Boots

Cost Evaluation

10% Increasc

0% Increasc

10% Increase

Jonakh Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

lonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Q1Y

Uit Price Origina) Contract Period

Extended Total - Original Contract

Period

15t Rencwal Unit Price

Extended Total - 1st Renewal

2ad Renewat Unit Price

Extended Totat - 2ad Renewal

3rd Renewal Unit Price

Extended Total - 3rd Renewal

GRAND TOTAL

2.3¢

Blaucr Polyester Armorskin R Basce Shirt
Short Stecve. Style 8372 — Men's - Size X
in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1())

$

%6.01

173.22

9327

190.54

104.30

209.60

11528

230.56

80391

Blauer Polyvester Armorskin R Basc Shint
Long Siceve, Styie 8371W - Women's
Sizes XS through XL

(0

3399

33990

5939

593.39

653.28

7186

71861

2,503 .68

233

Blaver Polvesier Armorskin ® Base Shirt
Long Slceve. Style 8371W - Women's -
Size 2X in accordance with paragraph
33D

39

237.56

261.32

71.86

28745

7905

316.19

1.102.52

234

Blauer Polyester Armorskin ® Base Shirt
Long Sleeve. Style 8371W - Women's —
Size 3X in accordance with paragraph
3310y

64.79

12938

7.27

142,54

78.40

156.79

86.24

17247

60138

Blauer Polvesier Armorskin ® Base Shirt
Short Sleeve, Stvle 8372W — Women's Sives
XS-XL in accordance with paragraph
331G)

40

19,49

1.979.60

5434

2.177.56

59.88

2.39532

65 87

2.634.85

9.187.32

Blauer Polvester Armorskin R Base Shirt
Short Siceve. Style 8372W - Women's Sive
2X in accordance with paragraph 3.3.1()

5444

217.76

39.88

239 54

65.87

26349

72.46

289 84

1.010.62

237

fiem Deleted

238

Standard Oversize Charge
Applicd per shirt for any sizc in excess of

2,00

2.00

220

220

242

242

2.66

9.28

Clip-On Ties

2.39

Clip On Tic
Brown. 187
in accordance with paragraphs 3.4.1(a)
through (d)

3

12.76

63.80

1404

70.18

7720

1698

84.92

296.10

240

Ttem Deleted

Coats

241

Spicwak Stylc #51780 WeatherTech
Tactical Responsce Parka in accordance with
paragraphs 3.5.1 (a) through (g).

29018

2911.80

320.30

3.20298

352328

38756

3873 61

13.513.66

242

Spicwak Style #53616 WeatherTech
Systems Duty Jacket

in accordance with paragraphs 3.5.2 (a)
through (g).

199,38

1.995.80

219.54

2,19538

24149

241492

26564

265641

9.262.51

243

Spicwak Styvle #5327 Public Safety
Performance Flecce/Liner

in accordance with paragraphs 3.5.3 (a)
through ().

i37.15

205725

15087

2,262.98

16595

248927

182,55

2.738.20

9.547.70

244

Blaucr 26990 Rain Jacket
in accordance with paragraphs 3.3.4 (a)
through (b)

25198

S

37791

277.18

4,157.67

304.90

437344

338239

5.030.78

17.341.59

Hats

Dags TafR










RFP 02-30JAN23
Law Eaforcement Uriform Clothing and
Boots

Cost Evaluation

10°% Increase

10%% Incrcasc

10% Increase

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

Jonah Enterprises

QTY

Unit Price Original Contract Period

Extended Total - Original Contract
Periad

15t Renewal Unit Price

Extended Totaf - 1st Renewal

2u0d Renewal Uinjt Price

Extended Total - 20d Renewal

3rd Renewal Unit Price

Exteaded Total - 3rd Rencwal

GRAND TOTAL

Pins - Nametags - Alterations — Adjustments/Sewing - Embroidery

271 JCE-3FC Scat Insignia Collar Pin - Stvle 60
ZA3208

Price per cach pin

$ 17.10

1.026.00

18.81

1.128.60

20.69

o

1.241.46

27

1.365.61

4.761.67

272 iBlackinton Namctag 227 X 47 30
in onc-line. gold. polished. pin attachment
Mfg. Code: JIBAR

Gall's Code: NT093

Pricc per each name tag

$ 17.10

$ $35.00

13.31

940.50

20.69

1.034.35

2176

1,138.01

3.968.06

273 [Addition of Velero 17 x 57 sewn on officer t
shirts for namctag as ordered by the Sherifl™s
Office

$ 17.10

$ 17.10

i3 81

13.81

2069

w

2069

2276

22.76

79.36

2.74 |Add-on fee. per article of clothing for any 1
alteration/adjustment/

cmbroiden = onc time per specific picee of
clothing

1500

16 50

16.50

18.15

1813

1997

1997

69.02

275 |Firm, Fixed Discount off current contractor 1
catalog price or MSRP. whichever is Icss. for
other uniform clothing and footgear itcms not
specifically identified in the previous line
items

10%

$ 430.00

495.00

344.50

0%

598.95

2.088.45

2.77 | First Tactical Men’s V2 Pro Duty Uniform 50
Pant - No Substitutes Altowed (#TR2462)

$ 38.49

$ 292450

64 34

3.216.98

0.77

77.85

389251

13.572.60

2.78 |First Tactical Mcn's V2 Pro Duty 6 Pocket 50
Pant — No Substitutes Allowed (#TR2330)

$ 62,99

3 314950

69.29

346445

76.22

3.810.90

8384

4.191.98

14.616.83

2.79  |Salomon XA Forccs Mid GTX Quarter- 10
boots (#FTLILS)

3 £89.00

$ 1.890.00

207.90

2.079.00

22869

2.286.90

251 56

2,515.59

8.771.49

2.8 |Salomon Quest 4D GTX Forees 2 10
Waterprool Tactical Boots (#FT2230)

$ 234.00

$ 234000

257.40

2,574.00

283.14

2.831.40

3148

311454

10.839.94

2.81 |Salomon Men’s Quest Prime Force GTX 10
Boots (4FT2918)

3 207.00

$ 2.070.00

2770

2.277.00

25047

2.504.70

27552

275517

9.606.87

2,82 |Salomon Quest 4D Force 2 Tactical Boots 10
(#FT2228)

$ 216.00

3 2.160.00

237.60

2.376.00

261.36

o

2.613.60

287 50

2.874.96

10.024.56

2.76.t | lst Renewal Period Inerease Pereentage

0%

2.76.2 [2nd Rencwal Period Increase Percentage

102

2763 {3rd Renewal Period Increase Percentage

10%

ALL ITEMS ALL CONTRACT PERIODS GRAND TOTAL

664,140.23

.\/)0/1,'/41\, 47
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