05 ESCO Expression of Interest Evaluation worksheet
	Date:
	Click here to enter a date.
	Agency Name:
	Click here to enter text.
	Sub Agency:
	Click here to enter text.
	Project Site/Project Name:
	Click here to enter text.
	Evaluator Name:
	Click here to enter text.
	Interested ESCO:
	Click here to enter text.

Evaluation Worksheet

	Suggested Criteria 
(Check These Against the NOO)
	Positives
	Negatives
	Evaluation

	Requirements Met
The ESCO addressed all basic requirements of the NOO.
	Click here to enter text.	Click here to enter text.	Choose an item.
	Experience with IGA
The ESCO’s experience and qualifications are optimal for the required IGA. 
	Click here to enter text.	Click here to enter text.	Choose an item.
	Successfully Addressed Significant Evaluation Factors
The ESCO has addressed NOO required evaluation factors sufficiently.
	Click here to enter text.	Click here to enter text.	Choose an item.
	Other

	Click here to enter text.	Click here to enter text.	Choose an item.
	Other

	Click here to enter text.	Click here to enter text.	Choose an item.

Instructions For Evaluation Worksheet
Each member of the Acquisition Team should evaluate preliminary energy service company (ESCO) submissions using the agency’s proposal evaluation procedures.  Suggested rating criteria and adjectival ratings are included in this form. The evaluation criteria MUST BE COMPATIBLE WITH SELECTION CRITERIA DESCRIBED IN THE NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY (NOO).
For each criterion, briefly summarize for the ESCO the positives and negatives and indicate the appropriate evaluation rating adjective found after this table. This rating need not be the sole basis for your down-selection decision, but documented consistency with your acquisition plan and with selection criteria indications in the NOO is of utmost importance.
IMPORTANT: Please ensure that none of the criteria used are in conflict with the original NOO or otherwise conflict with Federal or agency purchasing standards, rules, or regulations.
Evaluation Rating Values
Significant Strength—The Offeror demonstrates excellent understanding of requirements and approach and meets or exceeds requirement. The Offeror has exceptional strengths and there are no significant weaknesses or deficiencies. The risk of unsuccessful contract performance is extremely low.
Significant Weakness—The Offeror demonstrates a suboptimal understanding of requirements and/or proposes an approach or response that does not meet requirements. 
Unacceptable — The Offeror fails to meet performance or capability standards and the requirements are not likely to be met. There are numerous weaknesses and deficiencies. The risk of unsuccessful performance is high.


Sample Worksheet 
	Date:
	5/1/2011
	Agency Name:
	DOE
	Sub Agency:
	Energy and Efficiency Division
	Project Site/Project Name:
	Ft. Raup
	Evaluator Name:
	Jane DOE
	Interested ESCO:
	Bilditthere


	Criteria 
(Check These Against the NOO)
	Positives
	Negatives
	Evaluation

	Requirements Met
The ESCO addressed all basic requirements of the NOO.
	Most information provided was concise and complete.
	ESCO did not completely answer questions about maintenance approach.
	Significant Weakness
	Experience with IGA
The ESCO’s experience and qualifications are optimal for the required IGA. 
	ESCO has experience with agency’s mission and many of our sites as well as the technologies of interest.
	None
	Significant Strength
	Successfully Addressed Significant Evaluation Factors
The ESCO has addressed NOO required evaluation factors sufficiently.
	ESCO has experience with unique mission requirements set forth in the NOO.
	Note for follow-up: No indication was made that the ESCO has a dedicated customer satisfaction team.
	Significant Strength
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