CI-FSS-151 ADDITIONAL EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD
(MAR 2008)

(a) The Government will consider award for a responsible Offeror, whose offer conformsto all
solicitation requirements, is determined technically acceptable, has acceptable past performance, and
whose prices are determined fair and reasonable.

(2) Section I Administrative/Contract Data: Section | Administrative/Contract Datawill be
evaluated for its successful completion of all requirements outlined in the Instructions to Offerors
in Part 11 of the Solicitation Document. The firm must be determined financially responsible
based on the financial information provided.

(2) Section Il Technica Proposal:

(i) Section Il Technical Proposal will be reviewed, evaluated and rated acceptable or
unacceptable (Go/No Go) based on the four technical evaluation factors described in the
Specific Proposal Submission Instructions to Offerorsin the Cover Page of the
Solicitation document. Award will be made on a SIN-by-SIN basis. A rating of
“unacceptable” under any evaluation factor will result in an “unacceptable’ rating overall
for that SIN. Offers determined technically unacceptable for all proposed SINs will be
rejected.

(ii) Factor One — Corporate Experience: Failure to provide the information as described
in the Specific Proposal Submission Instructions for Factor One will result in an
“unacceptable’ rating for that SIN. The Offeror shall have demonstrated that the firm can
successfully perform, administer and complete ordering activity tasks that may be
awarded against a contract awarded under this solicitation. They must also demonstrate
that the services proposed for each SIN are within the Scope of Work in Part | of this
solicitation.

(iii) Factor Two — Relevant Project Experience: The Offeror must submit the information
described in Factor Two of the Specific Proposal Submission Instructions located on the
Cover Page of the solicitation, and must also demonstrate the successful completion of
orders which are of asimilar or greater complexity to the orders described in the
statement of work in Part | of the solicitation.

(iv) Factor Three — Past Performance: Failure to provide information as described in
Factor Three of the Specific Proposal Submission Instructions may result in an
“unacceptable” rating for the Technical Proposal. The results of the Open Ratings Past
Performance Evaluation will be considered, along with other information available to the
Contracting Officer in determining the past performance rating of the Offeror. The
Government reserves the right to consider any other pertinent information which comes
to the attention of the Government regarding the Offeror’s past performance. The
Government will consider the Offeror’s performance in the following key areas: Overall
Performance, Reliability, Cost, Order Accuracy, Delivery/Timeliness, Quality, Business
Relations, Personnel, Customer Support, and Responsiveness. Those Offerors
demonstrating a pattern of consistent acceptable performance will receive an acceptable
rating.

(v) Factor Four — Quality Control Plan: Failure to provide the required information as
described in Factor Four of the Specific Proposal Submission Instructions to Offerors
may result in an “unacceptable” rating for the Technical Proposal.

(vi) Offerors are on notice that proposals that are unrealistic in terms of technical
commitment, lack technical competence, or are indicative of failure to comprehend the
complexities and risks of solicitation requirements will be rejected.

(3) Section |11 Price Proposal:
(i) Section I11 Price Proposal will be evaluated for its successful completion of all

requirements outlined in the Specific Proposal Submission Instructions in the Cover Page
of the solicitation document. In order for the Section 111 Pricing proposal to be rated



acceptable, the Contracting Officer must determine that the proposed pricing isfair,
reasonable, and supportable, based on the submission of sufficient pricing information as
outlined in the Proposal Submission Special Instructions.

(i) The proposed pricing must be advantageous to the Government, and inclusive of the
Industrial Funding Fee (IFF). If the rates offered are not “equal to or lower than” the
MFC, an acceptable justification must be provided.

Note: The Government reserves the right to award without discussions. Therefore, the
Offeror'sinitial proposal should contain the best terms from a price and technical
standpoint.



