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THIS REPORT COVERS THE EVALUATION BY THE
COURCE EVALUATION PANEL

“ACQUISITION OF YOICE MAIL SYSIEM (VvOMS)*
RS NC. IRM-89-148
COMPETITIVE RANGE RECOMMPEKDATION
Distribution is Timited to those strictly on a need«to-know basis end this
material must be treated as "OFFICIAL USE ONLY.," If transmitted by rar), the
report myust be sealed in an envelupe addressed to the appropriate indivicual
with the notation on the envelope as follows:
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Competitive Range Recormendation Report
RFP-No, ~RS-]RM-88-148
"Acquisition of Vofce Mail System (VOMS)®

The Source Evaluation Panel (f€P) has completed the technical evaluation of the
seven proposals received in response to this KFP, The results of the fnitia)
cost proposals are:

60 MONTH EVALUATED

T compaNy PURCHASE PRICE _

1. Weng % '3 ?

2, V§SI \x
3, Rolm w\ i

§. el South L\()

-

5. Tel Plus
6. Microlog
7. Bell Atlantic

The offerors 8150 proviced Yease prices which were evaluated higher compared

to the offerors purchase price,

The proposals were evalusted 1n accordance with the evaluaticn criterie stated ) °
in Section M, 2 and M.2.4 of the RFP, I~

M.2 EVALUATION OF PPOPOSALS |, ,
rl‘,"'. —

To be acceptable and o\i?iblc for evaluation, proposals rost (1) be prepared in
sccordance with and comply with the instructions given in this solicitetion
document, (&) meet al)l the mandatory requirerents . forth in Section €, and
{3) meet the recufrements of the evaluated cotic .. feature (tee Section C), if
propoied, Based on the recomendations of the Government's technical staff,
the Contracting Officer shall adjust, as spprepriate, the offeror's cost pro-
posal to reflect the Governent's assessment of value of the evaluated optional
features, Propotals meeting the mandatory require~ents will be further eveluated
and eward made to that responsible offerc: whese proposal s determined to be
the Towest overall cost to the Government. price and other factors censidered,
for the system(s) Vife, and for which funds are avatlable, Cost to the Govern-
ment includes the offeror's prices (equipment, software and support) over the
systems life, assessments for evaluated optional features not satisfactorily
s;gpoiﬁd. and any predetermined fn-house expences for VOM fnstallatfon and

rations,
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