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MEMORANDUM F09: Elois Wiggins, Contracting Of ficer
Division of Contracts and

Property Management
Office of Administration

FROM: Pamela G. Kruzic, Director
Division of Computer and Tolecommunications

Se rvices
Of fico of Information Resour ces Management

SUIVECT: FINAL EVALUATION RECOMMENDATION REPORT FOR
PROPOSALS SUBMITTED UNDER SOLICITATION NO.
RFP 90-206, " PURCHASE OF VOICE MAIL SYSTEM"

The Sourco Evaluation Panel (SEP) has completed its evaluation
F

of the Dest and Final cost and technical proposals roccived in
.

responso to RFP No. RS-IRM-90-206, and has developed the attached

recommendations as a result of that evaluation. I have reviewed and

concur with the recommendations provided in the report, and request

the Division of Contracts proceed with contract award.

d] a ~ic, Director

.

.

Pamela Mfuz.

Division of computer and
Tolocommunications

Offico of Information Recource
Management

Attachments:
As stated

! dor:r. stb in thi ree:d wa ddeled
;- r Mw. .Tc N f ro o . of inimmtion
.a,u. . . c. . . .Y E
w.36:1 /L ..-

1

9102210296 910130
'

PDR FOIA
SMAGALA90-312 PDR

{k/
_________ __ ______-___- . . .



_- __ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ - _ _ _ _

Yb, %* ,.

@l
\

,

' -
,. .

i

FORWARD

TilIS REPORT COVERS THE EVALUATIOli BY Tile
SOURCE EVALUATION PANEL-

PURCHASE OF VOICE MAIL SYSTEM

RS-IRM-90-206

Distribution is limited to thoco strictly on a need to know basis
and this material nust be treated as " OFFICIAL USE ONLY". If
transmitted by mail, the report must be cealed in an onvelop as
follows:

"TO BE OPENED BY ADDRESSEE ONLY,
CONTAINS SEP REPORT",

This report submitted by:

Brian D. Brownoll

/bSEP Chairman Dato

/Ju~ <.04~ .a

h1% 5kYi$G Y2.WSo
SEP Member Dato
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SEP Member Dato 5-|23-20
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F]NAL EVALUATION REPORT or THE SOURCE EVALUATION PANEL FOR Tile SELECTION OF
THE NEW VOICE MAIL SYSTEM

FOR THE NRC

RA.cl;ARQ!RtQ
4

In responso to RFP IRM 90-206 (formerly IRM 89-148) the NRC
received proposals f rom the following coven companics:

Rolm. Inc
Wang Laboratories Inc.
Bell South
Bell Atlantic
Tol Plus
Microlog, Inc
Voice Systems & Services / C/g'

,,

~rnw ( p L's
uhe proposal ,submi t.t Q by,df%y[hh #.!f was

,
w

j,c ? found to bo

22n@$ ){e2BfdM,6dsaMEM&dM$nia1@t
SI ! - d

dNone of the remaining six proposals was acceptable as written but '0)*
the panel felt that each could be made acceptabic without a major
rewrito of the proposals. Discussions voro hold with each of the
six. Questions of a general nature woro asked as well as questions
specific to each particular bidder. Each bidder was made aware of
our concerns during face to face discussions and in follow-up
letters requesting best and final offers.

An operational capability demonstration was performed with
each offerors system by dial-up testing of features.

Best and Final technical and cost proposals were submitted by
the following companics:,

Wang Laboratories Inc
Bell South
Bell Atlantic
Microlog, Inc

,

br?E?Ett15:1 heat:H G&iiE!Gm!EEMMP-* h
Voico S stems & Servicon <

'

After receipt of Best and Final offors, enough questions
romained that the panel decided it was proper to rc-open
discussions and cook another round of Best and Final offers.
Discussions woro hold via tolophono since the questions for each<

bidder woro few and straight. forward in nature. Lotters woro sont
to each of the five remaining bidders confirming the questions we
had for each that wo wanted ancworod in the cocond round of best
and final offers.
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The cocond round of best and final of fers submitted by each
of the five of ferors voro all found to be technically acceptablo
by the Sourco Evaluation Panel (SEP).

The Best and Final lito cycle cost (Purchaso Plans) for each
of the five technically acceptable proposale

;/g,ggffnllows:
a

,

Wang IAbore.t ories Inc +gg |gyBell South GF

/'jhp |cak g'g. d@;
'

Bell Atlantic
Microlog i$;q
Voico Systems & Servic{r 9 .s{j1u
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