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- CITY OF GAINESVILLE
GENERAL GOVERNMENT PURCHASING DIVISION

BID#  CMGR-210048-MS | |
BID NAME: State Lobbying | |
DUE DATE: 6/14/21 ' )
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® A minimum of ten (10) years providing professional legislative consulting and \/ / 2 / 4

lobbying services including five (5) years providing such services to local government(s)

Pg. 10 and five (5) years’ experience lobbying on behalf of a publicly owned utility.

®  Each person engaged in lobbying services on behalf of the City of Gainesville mustbe ' v o ! s
Pg. 10 registered as a legislative and executive lobbyist with the State of Florida. |
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