AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION/MODIFICATION OF CONTRACT | L Contract ID Code Page 1 Of4

Fi rm Fi xed-Price

2. Amendment/M odification No. 3. Effective Date 4. Requisition/Pur chase Req No. 5. Project No. (If applicable)

0001 2004APR28 SEE SCHEDULE

6. Issued By Code | Ws6HzV | 7. Administered By (If other than Item 6) Code

TACOM WARREN BLDG 231
AVBTA- AQ- ADBA

SCOTT RYBI CKI (586) 753- 2489
WARREN, M CHI GAN 48397- 5000

HTTP: / / CONTRACTI NG TACOM ARMY. M L

EMAI L: RYBI CKSC@ACOM ARMY. M L
SCD PAS ADP PT

8. Name And Address Of Contractor (No., Street, City, County, State and Zip Code) 9A. Amendment Of Solicitation No.

Ws6HZV- 04- R- S013

9B. Dated (See Item 11)

2004APR27

I:' 10A. Modification Of Contract/Order No.

10B. Dated (See Item 13)

Code | Facility Code

11. THISITEM ONLY APPLIESTO AMENDMENTSOF SOLICITATIONS

The above number ed solicitation is amended as set forth in item 14. The hour and date specified for receipt of Offers

I:' is extended, isnot extended.

Offers must acknowledge receipt of thisamendment prior to the hour and date specified in the solicitation or asamended by one of the following methods:

(a) By completing items 8 and 15, and returning _2 _si gned  copies of the amendments: (b) By acknowledging receipt of thisamendment on each copy of the
offer submitted; or (c) By separate letter or telegram which includes a reference to the solicitation and amendment numbers. FAILURE OF YOUR
ACKNOWLEDGMENT TO BE RECEIVED AT THE PLACE DESIGNATED FOR THE RECEIPT OF OFFERSPRIOR TO THE HOUR AND DATE
SPECIFIED MAY RESULT IN REJECTION OF YOUR OFFER. If by virtue of thisamendment you desire to change an offer already submitted, such
change may be made by telegram or letter, provided each telegram or letter makesreference to the solicitation and thisamendment, and isreceived prior to the
opening hour and date specified.

12. Accounting And Appropriation Data (If required)

13. THISITEM ONLY APPLIESTO MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACTSORDERS
It Modifies The Contract/Order No. As Described In Item 14.

A. ThisChange Order is|ssued Pursuant To: The Changes Set Forth In Item 14 AreMadeIn
The Contract/Order No. In Item 10A.

B. The Above Numbered Contract/Order |s Modified To Reflect The Administrative Changes (such as changesin paying office, appropriation data, etc.)
Set Forth In Item 14, Pursuant To The Authority of FAR 43.103(b).

C. This Supplemental Agreement IsEntered Into Pursuant To Authority Of:

Lot

D. Other (Specify type of modification and authority)

E.IMPORTANT: Contractor I:' isnot, I:' isrequired to sign thisdocument and return copiesto the I ssuing Office.

14. Description Of Amendment/M odification (Organized by UCF section headings, including solicitation/contract subject matter where feasible.)

SEE SECOND PAGE FOR DESCRI PTI ON

Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions of the document referenced in item 9A or 10A, as her etofor e changed, remains unchanged and in full force
and effect.

15A. Name And Title Of Signer (Typeor print) 16A. Name And Title Of Contracting Officer (Typeor print)
15B. Contractor/Offeror 15C. Date Signed 16B. United States Of America 16C. Date Signed
By / S| GNED/
(Signature of person authorized to sign) (Signature of Contracting Officer)
NSN 7540-01-152-8070 30-105-02 STANDARD FORM 30 (REV. 10-83)

PREVIOUSEDITIONSUNUSABLE Prescribed by GSA FAR (48 CFR) 53.243
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SECTI ON A - SUPPLEMENTAL | NFORVATI ON

1. THE PURPCSE OF THI S AMENDMVENT 0001 TO Wb6HZV- 04-R-S013 IS TO MAKE A CHANGE TO THE CLAUSE TI TLE M 1 SOURCE SELECTI ON PROCESS.
2. DELETE THE VERBI AGE AFTER " ADVANTAGEOUS PROPCSAL, (i.e., best value)..."
3. THEREFORE, THE FOURTH PARAGRAPH | S CHANGED TG

Under Phase Il of the evaluation process, those proposals found acceptable under the Phase | evaluation, will be evaluated using a trade
of f process to determ ne which proposal provides the nost advantageous proposal.

4. REVISED M1 SOURCE SELECTI ON PROCESS | S | NCORPORATED BY THI S AMENDMENT.
5. ALL OTHER TERM5 AND CONDI TI ONS OF THE SOLI Cl TATI ON REMAI N UNCHANGED AND I N FULL FORCE AND EFFECT.

6. THE DATE AND CLOSI NG TI ME REMVAI NS UNCHANGED AT 9: 00 AM EST, 12 MAY 2004.

*** END OF NARRATIVE A 002 ***
SECTION M
M1 Source Sel ection Process

Source Sel ection Authority. The Source Selection Authority (SSA) is the official designated to direct the source sel ection process and
sel ect the offeror for the contract award.

Source Sel ection Evaluation Board (SSEB). An SSEB has been established by the Government to eval uate proposals in response to this
solicitation. The SSEB is conprised of technically qualified individuals who have been sel ected to conduct this evaluation in
accordance with the evaluation criteria listed for this solicitation. Careful, full, and inpartial consideration will be given to all
proposal s received pursuant to this solicitation.

Two- step Eval uation Process. The evaluation of proposals in response to this solicitation is structured in two phases. Phase | is an
eval uation of the offerors technical proposal. This evaluation will be on an acceptabl e/ not acceptable basis. Any offerors proposal
assessed as not acceptable in Phase | will no |onger be considered for award.

Under Phase |1 of the evaluation process, those proposals found acceptabl e under the Phase | evaluation, will be evaluated using a trade
of f process to determ ne which proposal provides the npbst advantageous proposal .

The CGovernnent intends to award a contract w thout discussions, but reserves the right to hold discussions, if necessary. Were award
wi |l be made without discussions, exchanges with offerors are limted to Carifications as defined in FAR 15.306(a). Therefore, the
offerors initial proposal should contain the offerors best terns froma technical, delivery and price standpoint.

The anticipated award date is |ate May 2004.
a. Phase | Evaluation.

Phase | will be an acceptabl e/not acceptable evaluation of the Technical proposal neeting the contract specification (Attachment 1). The
determ nation of acceptable will be based on an evaluation of the technical proposal against the follow ng definition:

An "Acceptabl e" Technical proposal is a proposal where there is essentially no doubt, based on the offeror's proposal, that the offered
supplies will nmeet each of the specification requirements. This assessment will be performed using the information contained in the
Techni cal Infornmation Questionnaire, as well other information supplied by the offeror to support conformance of the supplies to each
specification requirenent.(e.g. comercial literature, vendor data, narrative descriptions of confornation to specification
requirements, test data, etc).

NOTE: Techni cal perfornmance beyond the m ni num acceptabl e, as defined above, will not be given extra evaluation credit.
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Under the Technical Area evaluation, the Governnent will also assess the Oferors proposal to have a deal er available to support the
hardware being delivered. This will be done on an acceptabl e/not acceptable basis, and will be based upon the information provided by
the Offeror. To be acceptable, the Offerors submtted information nust denpbnstrate the availability of a dealer neeting the requirenent
stated in the RFP/ Contract Work Statenent.

b. Phase Il Eval uation.

Phase Il of the evaluation is a best value process utilizing source selection trade-off procedures, to select the npbst advantageous
offer fromanong those Phase | proposals assessed as acceptable. Under Phase Il, the SSAwill weigh the nerits in the Delivery Area and
the Small Business Participation Area against the evaluated price to the Governnent to determi ne which proposal, in the SSAs judgnent,
represents the best value. The Technical Area proposal will not be considered in the Phase Il best value award decision. As part of
the trade-off determ nation of best value, the relative advantages, disadvantages, and risks of each proposal will be considered.

The Delivery Area is significantly nore inportant than the Price Area. The Price Area is significantly nore inportant than the Snall
Busi ness Participation Area. The Delivery Area and the Smal|l Business Area conbined are significantly nore inportant than the Price
Ar ea.

c. Delivery Area. The Delivery Area will assess the extent to which contract hardware deliveries satisfy the solicitation's
obj ective delivery schedule for the guaranteed mninmum quantity of |DI Q contract deliverables (the guaranteed m nimum quantity is
identified in the Schedule Section of the RFP). For the purpose of this RFP, the objective delivery date for the guaranteed m ni mum
IDIQ quantity is 30 June 2004. The Delivery Area evaluation will be performed using the information provided in the Delivery
Questionnaire and any other validation information gathered by the Governnent.

d. Small Business Participation Area

This provision applies to every Oferor (U S and non-U. S.), regardl ess of size-status or |ocation of its manufacturing facility or
headquarters.

2. The Governnent will evaluate the extent of small business concern participation in ternms of the percentage of total subcontracted
dollars which the Offeror credibly proposes to subcontract to U S. snall business concerns (Small Business, Snall Disadvantaged

Busi ness, Wman- Omed Smal | Busi ness, Veteran-Omed Smal| Busi ness, Service-Di sabl ed Veteran-Owmed Smal | Busi ness, HUBZone Snal |

Busi ness and/or Historically Black Coll eges and Universities/Mnority Institutions), Coalition Partner Conpanies, and Force Contributing
Nation Conpanies in the perfornmance of this contract. See Attachnent 6, Small Business Participation Eval uation.

3. The evaluation will include the follow ng:

a. The extent to which the proposal identifies participation of small business concerns. The extent of participation of such
concerns shall be evaluated in ternms of the percentage of the total subcontract anount.

b. An assessnment of the probability that the Offeror will satisfy the requirements of FAR 52.219-8 and FAR 52.219-9 and achi eve
the levels of Small Business Participation identified in the proposal. This assessnent will be based upon bot h:

1. a proposal risk assessnment of the Offeror proposed Small Business Participation Approach and;

2. a performance risk assessnment of prior achievenents in satisfying conmitments and requirenments under FAR 52.219-8 and
FAR 52.219-9, if applicable.

c. Oferors are advised that they will be evaluated under the Small Business Participation Area based upon the risk and extent of
the Oferor credibly achieving the Governnments goals for small business concern participation.

The statutory U S. Government goals for small business participation are:
23% Smal | Busi ness

5% Smal | Di sadvant aged Busi ness

5% Woman- Omed SB

3% HUBZone SB

3% Servi ce Di sabl ed Veteran-Oaned SB

Goal s for evaluation include:

1. small business concern participation (including all subcategories of small business concerns) of 10% or nore; and

2. U S small disadvantaged business concern participation of 2.2%or nore.
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d. Price Area

1) The Price Area will be assessed based upon total evaluated price to the Government to include an assessnment of price reasonabl eness,
realismand affordability to the Government. Realism neasures "does the proposal price accurately reflect the offeror's approach in
nmeeting the solicitation requirenents and objectives, as well as an expectation that the solicitation requirenents and objectives wll
be nmet at a price that will not result in a net loss to the offeror?". Reasonabl eness exists when the offered price does not exceed what
woul d be incurred by a prudent person in the conduct of conpetitive business. The Government may reject a proposal which is not
realistic, or not reasonable, as to price.

2) Al vehicles items will be inspection and acceptance FOB Destination.
3) The total evaluated price for each respective CLINw Il equal the CLIN Price nultiplied by the total estimated quantity for of the
two Ordering Periods offered. The Total Evaluated Price equals the sumof the individual Ordering Periods plus the total price of CLIN

2001AA.

3. Affordability. Contract Price can also play a role in the Governments evaluation of the affordability of an Offeror's proposal. An
O feror may not receive an award if its proposal is unaffordable.

4. Per FAR Subpart 9.1, contracts will be placed only with Contractors that the Contracting O ficer determi nes to be responsible (that
is, they neet the standards in FAR 9.104). The PCO may request/require a Pre-Award Survey to help ensure that a selected Contractor is
responsi bl e.

5. Rejection of Ofers. The Government may reject any proposal which:

a. Merely offers to performwork according to the RFP ternms or fails to present nore than a statenment indicating its
capability to conmply with the RFP terns w thout support and el aboration, as specified in the solicitation; or

b. Reflects an inherent |lack of technical conpetence or a failure to conprehend the conplexity and risks required to
perform RFP requirenents due to submission of a proposal that is unrealistically high or lowin price and/or unrealistic in terns of

technical or schedule commitnents; or

c. Cont ai ns any unexpl ai ned, significant inconsistency between the proposed effort and the proposed price, which inplies
the Offeror has (1) an inherent msunderstanding of the scope of work, or (2) an inability to performthe resultant contract; or

d. An offer that is unbalanced, as to prices. An unbal anced offer is one, which is based on prices significantly high or
low for one given ordering period versus another ordering period; or

e. Fails to nmeaningfully respond to the Proposal Preparation Instructions specified in the solicitation.

*** END OF NARRATI VE A 003 ***
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