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SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

SECTION SF 30 - CONTINUATION SHEET

The following have been added by full text:
EVALUATION FACTORS

Evaluation Factors and Subfactors

Factor 1: Past Performance. The Offeror shall provide demonstrated Ocean booking
experience in work effort ssimilar in size and scope relevant to the requirement. The Offeror shall
provide a brief description of similar work effort from projects that are relevant to the tasks
outlined in the Statement of Work. Description should demonstrate comprehensive technical
approach in preparation, facilitating, conducting and documenting ocean cargo execution
application services.

Factor 2: Technical Approach

Demonstrates comprehensive understanding of Ocean booking process and transportation
process for Department of Defense Automated Information Systems. Demonstrate
comprehensive technical and innovative approach in software development, requirements
definitions, implementation, and user training.

Factor 3: Management Approach

Demonstrate a comprehensive management approach in risk management, software
development, and training of ocean cargo booking execution application services.

Factor 4: Cost/Price. N/A

Selection of the successful Offeror will be made based upon the evaluation criteria stated above.
Basisfor Contract Award and Relative Importance of Factorsand Subfactors.

Relative Importance of Factors.

Past Performance is the most important factor in the overall evaluation. The Technical Approach
is more important than Management Approach but less important than Past Performance. The
Cost/Priceisimportant but is lessimportant overall, from Past Performance, Technical

Approach, and Management Approach.

Past Performance is the most important, and all other non-priced factors combined are more
important than price.
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Evaluation Criteria.

The criteriato be used to evaluate the written technical approach and cost proposal as part of the
Fair Opportunity competitive processis:

Adjectives:

EXCELLENT. Proposed offer isexcellent in all respects and demonstrates excellent
understanding of requirements. Offers one or more significant advantage/enhancement that has
been selected as advantageous to the Government. Offeror has avery good probability of
success in completing the contract. In order to receive and overall rating of “excellent,” the
factor designated, as the most important must be rates as “ excellent.” Additionally, al remaining
non--priced factors must receive arating of at least “good” (low risk for past performance) with
no deficiencies of weaknesses for any factor.

GOOD. Proposed offer presents high quality in most areas and demonstrates good
understanding of the requirements. Offeror has a good probability of successin completing the
contract. In order to receive and overal rating of “good,” the factor designated, as the most
important must be rated as “good” (moderate to low risk for past performance) with no more that
two correctable weaknesses for any non-priced factor and no deficiencies.

SATISFACTORY. Proposed offer presents adequate quality and demonstrates acceptable
understanding of the government’ s requirements. Offeror has a moderate probability of success
in completing the contract. In order to receive and overall rating of “satisfactory,” the factor
designated, as the most important must be rated as “good” (moderate risk for past performance)
the factor designated as the most important must be rated “ satisfactory” with no more than four
weaknesses and no deficiencies for any non-priced factor.

UNACCEPTABLE. Proposed offer contains major errors, omissions and deficiencies and does
not demonstrate an acceptable understanding of the government’ s requirements. Offeror has a
high probability of failure to complete the contract. The proposal cannot meet the requirements
of the solicitation without major rewrite of revisions for any non-priced factors. Past
performancerisk is high.

(End of Summary of Changes)



