2. COMPRANG

SUBJECT: Determination of Compstitive Range
RFP xx-3K06-xx for
For __ (Brief Description Title)

TO: PreawadFile

FROM:

Contracting Officer

1 BACKGROUND: (Thisincludes“Type of Contract,” “Period of Performance,”
“Adminidrative Information,” and purpose of the requirement).

2. AUTHORITY:

All proposals were evaluated in accordance with FAR 15.305(a) and the solicitation evaluation
criteria

Section M dates that proposals shall be evauated as follows. (Identify the evauation criteria,
weighing and the government’ s preference for technical merit over price, if gpplicable).

3. TECHNICAL EVALUATION CONSENSUS:

The offerors were ranked/scored as follows by the Technica Evauation Pand (TEP):

a
b.

4, PRICE/COST ANALYSIS:

The offerors were ranked/scored as follows for price:

a
b.



S. STRENGTHSWEAKNESSES/RISK STRADEOFFS:

(Besureto ligt strengths/weaknesses/risks and if any “best value’ any tradeoffs.)

1.
a
b.
2.
a
b.

6. ELIMINATION FROM COMPETITIVE RANGE:

has been diminated from the competition for the following reasons.

7. DETERMINATION:

(Include rationde like “natura bresk in scores,” “the amount of competition remaining,” “Risk
Factors" and whatever ese may be “in the best interest of the government.”)
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