Assessment Worksheet

Entity: Wichita Falls ISD
Funding Year: 2026-2027
Form 470#: 260009662

Close Date: Friday, February 6, 2026

Products/Services A

Evaluator Name and Title:

Date Evaluation Completed:

Network Switching

Total Scoring

Tuesday, February 17, 2026

Lowest E-Rate Eligible Cost: $173,824.70
Vendor Scoring
Arcadian Tech DSI Tech IT Devices Online INC Netsync Network Solutions Red River Technology LLC
Eligible $ $319,402.30 Eligible $ $263,857.63 Eligible $ $447,057.33 Eligible $ $189,444.82 Eligible $ $173,824.70
selection Criteria Weight Raw Weighted Raw Weighted Raw Weighted Raw Weighted Raw Weighted
Score Score Score Score Score Score Score Score Score Score

Cost of E-Rate Eligible Products/Services* 30% 5.44 16.33% 6.59 19.76% 3.89 11.66% 9.18 27.53% 10.00 30.00%
Total Project Cost 20% 5.00 10.00% 6.59 13.18% 3.89 7.78% 9.18 18.36% 10.00 20.00%
Reputation of Vendor 10% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00%
Quality of Vendor Service/Product 15% 10.00 15.00% 10.00 15.00% 10.00 15.00% 10.00 15.00% 10.00 15.00%
Meets District Needs 10% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00%
Ability to perform similar contracts 10% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00% 10.00 10.00%
Past relationship with district 5% 10.00 5.00% 10.00 5.00% 10.00 5.00% 10.00 5.00% 10.00 5.00%

Overall Ranking 100% 100.00%

Assessment Notes:

Arcadian Tech

The proposal met the technical requirements outlined in the RFP and demonstrated an understanding of the project scope. However, the total cost was significantly higher than competing bids, which impacted overall value scoring. Based on price reasonableness and cost-effectiveness
considerations, the proposal was not selected.

DSl Tech

The vendor’s submission was responsive to the RFP requirements and reflected adequate experience with similar implementations. Proposed equipment and services aligned with district needs. However, the overall bid price was substantially higher than other responsive proposals.
When evaluated against the established scoring criteria, the cost difference did not represent the best value to the district, and the proposal was therefore not selected.

IT Devices Online INC |The proposal did not address all mandatory requirements outlined in the RFP. Due to the missing or incomplete elements, the submission was determined to be non-responsive and was not considered further in the evaluation process.

Netsync Network
Solutions

The proposal was compliant with the functional and technical specifications and demonstrated the vendor’s capability to perform the requested services. During evaluation, the cost component scored lower relative to other bidders due to a higher total project price. Based on the
weighted evaluation criteria and overall value to the district, the proposal was not selected for award.

Red River Technology
LLc

The proposal met all technical and functional requirements outlined in the RFP and provided the most cost-effective solution. Based on the established evaluation criteria and overall value to the district, this vendor received the highest score and was selected for award.

Solid IT Networks therefore not selected.

The vendor’s response was reviewed; however, the equipment proposed did not correspond to the models or approved equivalents specified in the RFP. Due to this discrepancy, the district decided that the solution would not meet the stated requirements, and the proposal was

Scoring Notes:

* Cost of E-Rate eligible products/services is the primary consideration.

** Raw score for eligible products is based on the formula ((lowest cost/cost being compared)x10).

*** Raw score for ineligible products based on same formula; however, if a S0 ineligible response exists, the next lowest ineligible vendor receives a score of 9 and the formula is adjusted for all others to a base 9 formula.

**** All other raw scores based on a scale of 0 to 10: O=lowest/worst possible, 5=neutral, 10=highest/best possible.
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