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IFB #01910 
WSCA BREAST PUMPS AND RELATED ACCESSORIES 

Melissa Cox 

Contract Type: 

 New Replacement WSCA Enterprise  Restricted to  

 General Use: 
WSCA Participating Entities, Washington State Purchasing Cooperative (WSPC) including where 
applicable: State Agencies, Institutions of Higher Education, Political Subdivisions, and Non-
Profit Corporations. 

Contract Duration: 

 Initial Term: Two (2) Years 

 Maximum life: Six (6) Years 

 Date: No later than January 17, 2017 

Contract Worth: 

 Estimated Term Worth:  $45 million 

 Estimated Annual Worth:  $7.5 million 

Bidders: 

 Number of WEBS registered businesses notified: 329 

 Bids received: Seven (7)  

 Bids Rejected: Two (2) 

% MWBE Award: 

 WBE:  0%; 

 MBE:  0% 

 Self Identified WBE:  0% 

 Self Identified MBE:  0%  

Executive Summary: 

1. Background: 

This is a rebid of current WSCA Contract 10305 for WIC Breast Pumps and Related Accessories. 
Current WSCA participating states include Alaska, American Samoa, Arizona, Arkansas, 
California, CNMI;  District of Columbia, Hawaii, Idaho, Kansas, Inter Tribal Council of Arizona, 
Nevada, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota, Wyoming, and Utah. The current contract expires on 
January 17, 2011.  A stakeholder group was formed back in March 2010 that included 
participants from California, Arizona, Washington, and Oregon.  Doug Richins, Cooperative 
Development Coordinator for WSCA, also participated in the rebid effort. 
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2. Summary: 

The purpose of this solicitation was to establish a replacement contract for the as-needed 
purchase of personal-use and hospital grade breast pumps for the Women’s, Infants, and 
Children’s (WIC) program in participating WSCA states.  

The current contract 10305 is awarded to a single vendor for state of Washington purposes. 
During the rebid process, many WSCA states voiced their preference for a multi-award contract 
to allow for more options in their breastfeeding programs.  This became a significant challenge 
for Washington as the lead state due to our procurement laws that only allow for a single 
vendor award unless awarding by category, region, hierarchy, etc. 

To remedy the situation, award language was added to the solicitation that allowed the State of 
Washington to act as the agent for WSCA and establish a ranked pool of bidders, allowing 
participating entities to enter into contracts with any of the bidders in the pool, in conformity 
with their respective state laws.  As required by RCW 43.19, language was also added to the bid 
that required State of Washington Cooperative Members to utilize the contract that was 
awarded to the responsive, responsible Bidder receiving the highest evaluation total, after all 
preferences and penalties were applied. 

The bid was posted to WEBS on October 1, 2010, with an initial bid closing date of November 2, 
2010.  The solicitation was amended to extend closing date to November 4, 2010. The 
evaluation consisted of both cost (65%) and non-cost (35%) factors, using a point scored 
evaluation, with the intention of awarding contracts to the Bidders receiving the two highest 
evaluation scores and any Bidder who’s evaluation score fell within 20% of the highest 
evaluation score. 

Seven (7) bids were received, with one Bidder submitting three (3) different bids.  Two bids 
were rejected as non-responsive. The remaining responsive bids were evaluated in accordance 
with the evaluation methodology described in Section 6 of the solicitation document. 

Medela, the incumbent vendor, and EvenFlo received the highest evaluation totals. Hygeia Bid 
#1 received a score that was within 20% of the highest evaluation score.  Hygeia Bid #2 and 
Limerick did not receive scores that fell within 20% of the highest evaluation score and Regimed 
was disqualified on the initial review.    

In accordance with RCW 39.34.030 and based on the evaluation methodology, Medela, 
Ameda/EvenFlo, and Hygeia Bid #1 are the Apparent Successful Bidders for IFB # 01910.  As a 
result, I recommend that an award be made to the three Bidders listed above.  In accordance 
with RCW 43.19.1911, I recommend that the State of Washington limit their utilization to 
Medela, Inc., the responsive, responsible Bidder receiving the highest evaluation point total for 
this solicitation.  
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BID DEVELOPMENT 

Stakeholder Work: 

Significant stakeholder work was performed in preparation of this bid release.  The stakeholder 
group consisted of Doug Richins, WSCA Cooperative Development Coordinator, and 
breastfeeding coordinators from Arizona, California, Oregon, and Washington.  In addition, 
procurement experts from Arizona and Oregon participated in bid development. 
 
The stakeholder group met via conference call every two weeks to work on solicitation 
development.  Subject matter experts were responsible for development of specifications, as 
well as evaluation criteria for the non-cost components of the bid.  In addition to the biweekly 
conference calls, Gwen Marshall, DOH breastfeeding coordinator, and Melissa Cox met every 
other week to work on specification/bid development. 
 
In May 2010, vendors were invited to participate in a product review in Seattle, WA to give 
subject matter experts an opportunity to experience new products/technology that had been 
introduced into the market since the last solicitation in 2005.  Vendors were notified of the 
product review show through the release of an RFI on WEBS (document embedded below).  
 

RFI__Breast Pump 
Vendors.doc

  
 
Four vendors responded to the invitation and came to Seattle to demonstrate the products 
specified in the RFI.  The following vendors participated in the product review: 
 

 Medela Inc. 

 Hygeia Medical Group 

 Ameda/EvenFlo 

 Limerick 
 
At the product review, vendors were asked to answer a series of questions (embedded below) 
related to their products and services, as well as provide product demonstrations to subject 
matter experts. 
 

Vendor Questions- 
Product Review 5-12-10.doc

 
 
The product demonstration proved to be very useful to specification development, as one of the 
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vendors had developed a new product that utilized a negative pressure process to extract breast 
milk.  As a result, specifications were revised to capture new technology and increase 
competition.  On the second day of the product review, stakeholders met to discuss the results 
of the product review and work on the evaluation criteria for the solicitation.   
 
All subject matter experts were very involved in the bid development process and proved to be 
great resources when issues arose.  Once a final draft was completed, the bid document was 
released to WIC directors in participating states for input and finally to WSCA Directors for 
review and approval.   

 
 

Market Research: 

Significant market research was performed by subject matter experts to ensure that all 
specifications were supported by independent research in the breastfeeding community.  Much 
of this research included developing requirements for high and low pump pressure levels and 
the minimum requirements for the establishment of a mother’s initial milk supply.  All lactation 
consultants contributed a significant amount of literature to support these specifications. 

In addition, the product review show held in Seattle on May 12th provided additional product 
literature to aid in the development of bid specifications. 

 

Bid Development: 

OSP generally followed an enterprise contracting plan in that we recognized that this was a high dollar, 
multi-statewide, and complex contracting opportunity. We utilized biweekly stakeholder conference 
calls, vendor product review shows, and a non-cost evaluation team comprised of lactation consultants 
which also doubled as the subject matter experts. 

1. Supplier diversity considerations:  Consideration was given to regional or category awards to 
enhance business diversity opportunities. 

Outreach efforts included: 

 Engagement with the vendor community via the RFI process, telephone conversations, 
and emails with women-owned and minority-owned businesses regarding 
subcontracting opportunities. 

 Notifying the Washington State Office of Minority and Women's Business Enterprises 
(OMWBE) of this bidding opportunity. 

 

The stakeholder group initially agreed on multiple awards by category to allow for the inclusion 
of smaller certified firms in the solicitation process.  After significant discussions and a review of 
current expenditures for accessories such as breast pads, milk collection bottles, etc., it was 
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decided that there was not enough spend on accessories to justify the management of multiple 
contracts.  

Two women-owned businesses (not OMWBE certified) were able to sub-contract with Hygeia to 
provide accessories under the resulting contract. 

The IFB was originally uploaded to WEBS on 10/29/10 (Commodity Code 6515), with 329 WEBS 
registered businesses being notified. Of which three (3) were minority-owned; five (5) were 
woman-owned; and two (2) were minority and woman-owned. 

Seven (7) bids were received.  Of those seven bids, none of the vendors were certified with 
OMWBE.  One vendor was registered as a women-owned business with the state of California. 

Washington procurement law does not allow for a preference or advantage to minority (MBE) or 
women (WBE) businesses.  Accordingly, IFB #01910 did not give any evaluation preferences to 
this group. 

2. Environmental considerations:  Environmental considerations for this commodity were limited 
due to the components of the products involved.  However, the solicitation did allow for 
consideration in the non-cost evaluation section for refurbished equipment as an option for WIC 
programs to purchase in lieu of new equipment.  In addition, the hospital grade pump is a 
reusable pump that can be reissued to new clients once a mother is finished breastfeeding.  

The solicitation also required adherence to the state of California’s more stringent standards for 
toxic materials.  Without this language, the state of California (comprising 2/3 of the purchasing 
volume) would not be able to participate in this contracting opportunity.  ECY was consulted to 
determine how to handle the toxic material language.  OSP was told that ECY is working on 
adopting California standards for the state of Washington and that it was acceptable to use their 
current requirements as the minimum standards for this solicitation. 

 

Peer Review: 

Michael Maverick, Terri Johnson (state of Arizona Contracts Specialist), Tim Jenks (state of 
Oregon Contracts Specialist,  and Doug Richins (WSCA Cooperative Development Coordinator) 
reviewed the draft solicitation and provided feedback that was taken into consideration. 

As mentioned previously, a final draft of the bid document was released to WIC directors in 
participating states for input and finally to WSCA Directors for review and approval prior to bid 
release.  

  

Fee Structure: 

The Contract(s) will be subject to a WSCA Administration Fee. Contractor(s) will include 
this fee in its Bid pricing and not as a separate line item to Purchasers. The Contractor(s) 
will collect the fees and distribute the fees to WSCA. 
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The WSCA Administration Fee will be one half of one percent (0.5%) on all purchases 
made under authority of the Contract. Purchases are defined as total invoice price less 
sales tax. No taxes will be assessed against the WSCA Administration Fee. 

Washington Cooperative Members will not be assessed a PAF fee on this contract (per 
Christine Warnock).  The State of Washington will be receiving an administrative fee from 
WSCA to manage this contract. 

BID PROCESS 

WSCA Notification of Intent to Participate 

Prior to bid release, Doug Richins distributed a draft of the solicitation document, along with an 
Intent to Participate agreement to give states an opportunity to signify their intention to 
participate in the upcoming bid.  The following 24 states and US Territories submitted an Intent 
to Participate, with four states submitting state specific terms and conditions for inclusion in the 
solicitation document: 

 

Arizona District of 
Columbia 

Louisiana New Mexico Vermont 

Alaska Guam Missouri Oklahoma West Virginia  

Intertribal Council 
of Arizona 

Hawaii Nebraska Oregon Wisconsin 

California Idaho Nevada South Dakota Wyoming 

CNMI Kansas New Jersey Utah  

 

Pre-Bid Conference:  10/20/10 

An optional Pre-Bid Conference was held at OSP on October 20, 2010. Representatives from 
Medela, Ameda/EvenFlo, Limerick, and Hygeia attended the conference.  In addition, the entire 
stakeholder group (Gwen Marshall from DOH, Doug Richins from WSCA, Christia Bridges-Jones 
from Arizona, Bonnie Ranno from Oregon, and Anna Girk from California) attended the 
conference. 

Donotreply@ga.wa.
gov_20101201_111653.pdf

 

The Pre-Bid Conference went very well with several of the questions focusing on the packaging 
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and labeling requirements, as well as clarification of specifications. An amendment was released 
on October 22, 2010 to address the questions raised during the Pre-Bid. 

WSCA Pre-Bid 
Meeting Q  A  10-20-10 (2).docx

 

 

Additional Issues: 

WHO Code Compliance- On 10/23/2010, OSP received a letter from Hygeia Medical Group, 
citing concerns with the removal of language from the previous contract that required vendors 
to adhere to the World Health Organizations Code of Conduct for the Marketing of Breast Milk 
Substitutes.  In addition, Hygeia had referred the issue to the Washington State Board of Ethics 
for review.  

OSP consulted with Linda Sullivan-Colglazier at the ATG’s office for input on the matter.  It was 
decided that since the US had not adopted the Code into law, it was not enforceable and 
therefore would not be included as a requirement in the new contract.  In addition, the Ethics 
Board made a determination that this was not within the scope of their responsibility and would 
not be addressing/investigating the issue. 

FDA Approval- During the evaluation process, OSP asked Hygeia for clarification regarding FDA 
approval on two of Hygeia’s pumps (EnRiche and EnJoy).  After reviewing the FDA database for 
approved medical devices, only Hygeia’s hospital grade pump (EnDeare) was listed as being 
approved. 

OSP sought clarification from Hygeia regarding FDA approval for these two pumps.  Hygeia 
responded stating that since they received 510K approval for the EnDeare, the other two pumps 
were cleared because they were considered to be in the same family of devices, with similar 
technology.  OSP and DOH called the FDA on several occasions, seeking clarification on the 
requirements for approval.   

 
I was finally able to get in touch with the head of the Obstetrics/Gynology division of the FDA 
and I was told that once a vendor has followed the 510(k) approval process, it is up to the 
vendor to determine if other pumps within their product line require submittal of an additional 
510(k).  Due to the “self policing” nature of the process, we had to assume that the other pumps 
in the Hygeia product line were in compliance with FDA guidelines and the sourcing team 
decided to move forward with the award. 

 

Amendment(s): 

Six amendments were posted during the solicitation process.  Three of which were to include additional 



 
 

Award Memorandum   
 

 
Contract 01910 – WSCA Breast Pumps and Related Accessories 
Memo to File – Contract Award Summary 1-12-11  Page 8 of 15 
 

WSCA state participation.  

 Amendment No. 1 was posted on 10/22/10 to add an additional state as a participating entity, 
to answer questions posed during the Pre-Bid Conference, and to specify a due date for sample 
submittals. 

 Amendment No. 2 was posted on 10/26/10 to answer additional Bidder questions and to 
require Bidders to sign and return Amendment No. 1 as part of their Bid Submittal. 

 Amendment No. 3 was posted on 10/26/10 to incorporate the state of Oklahoma’s terms and 
conditions into the solicitation process. 

 Amendment No. 4 was posted on 10/26/10 to incorporate terms and conditions for the state of 
New Jersey and the state of Vermont.  System limitations did not allow for inclusion of these 
terms in Amendment No. 3. 

 Amendment No. 5 was posted on 10/28/10 to extend the due date for Bid Submittals from 
11/02/10 to 11/04/10 and to respond to Bidder’s request to include the WHO Code in the 
solicitation. 

 Amendment No. 6 was posted on 10/29/10 to allow for the submittal of pricing on a one or two-
handed pump and to add clarification to the definition of a multi-user pump. 

 

IFB 01910a-1.doc IFB 01910a-2[1].doc 01910a-3 posted to 
WEBS.pdf

01910a-4 posted to 
WEBS.pdf

01910a-5[1].doc

01910a-6[1].doc

 

 

 

BID EVALUATION—RESPONSIVENESS  

Bid Opening:  11/04/10 

Seven (7) Bids were received. All bids were received in sealed containers by the bid opening date 
deadline. 

 

Date Received Time Received  Vendor Name Fed ID # 

11-3-10 9:59 am EvenFlo Company Inc 31-1360477 



 
 

Award Memorandum   
 

 
Contract 01910 – WSCA Breast Pumps and Related Accessories 
Memo to File – Contract Award Summary 1-12-11  Page 9 of 15 
 

11-3-10 10:05 am Medela Inc 36-3098932 

11-3-10 11:32 am Limerick, Inc. 95-4634035 

11-4-10 8:11 am Hygeia II Medical Group 
(Bid #1) 

26-0693691 

11-4-10 8:11 am Hygeia II Medical Group 
(Bid #2) 

26-0693691 

11-4-10 8:11 am Hygeia II Medical Group 
(Bid #3) 

26-0693691 

11-4-10 10:38 am Regimed Medical 43-1610063 
 

 

All Required Submittals:  As a requirement of Section 4.6 Bid Responsiveness, Bidders were required to 
include all submittals listed on the Matrix Summary embedded below.  Upon initial review, Regimed did 
not submit several of the required submittals.  As a result, their Bid was rejected as non-responsive to 
the material requirements of the solicitation.  The remaining Bidders passed this initial determination of 
responsiveness.  Please reference the Responsiveness Checklist embedded below for a summary of 
Bidder responsiveness. 

 

Matrix Summary IFB 
01910.doc

IFB 01910 
Responsiveness Checklistl.doc

 

 
 

Specification Compliance:  Bidders were required to comply with all specifications listed in Section 
6.2.11 Technical Specifications. Upon initial review, all remaining responsive Bidders were in compliance 
with the technical specifications. 

 

final specs 
01910.doc
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Price Sheet Compliance:  The remaining six (6) Bidders submitted a Price Worksheet submittal 
(embedded immediately below).   Hygeia Bid #3 submitted a reconditioned pump for Item No. 1 
Personal-use Pump.  Per Section 5 of the Technical Specifications: 

Bid shall be for new first quality goods, unless specifically stated in Solicitation that Bidder is to supply 
pricing for reconditioned equipment.  

As a result, their bid was rejected as not being in compliance with Section 5 of the Technical 
Specifications.  The remaining five (5) Bidders met all requirements of Section 6.2.12 Price Sheet 
Submittal. 

 

Price sheet submittal 
01910.doc

 

Preferences and Penalties 

Prompt Payment Discount 

The bid states that prompt payment discounts equal to or greater than 30 days will receive price 
evaluation consideration. As shown below, no bids received consideration for prompt payment. 

 Hygeia #1: 0%, Net 30 days 

 Hygeia #2: 0%, Net 30 days 

 Medela:  0%, Net 30 days 

 Ameda/EvenFlo:  0%, Net 45 days 

 Limerick:  0%, Net 30 days 

Reciprocity Penalties 

No reciprocity penalties were applied to Bid Submittals. 

BID EVALUATION—RESPONSIBILITY 

A reference check was conducted on Hygeia and Ameda/EvenFlo.  As the current vendor with favorable 
standing, a reference check was not conducted on Medela. All references indicated that they would 
engage in future business with Medela. 

Authorized Reseller Status:  Evidence of authorized reseller status was required in the bid.  If applicable, 
all bidders complied with this requirement. 

BID EVALUATION—SCORING 
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Description of Scoring:  The scoring phase of the evaluation consisted of both cost (evaluated by the 
Procurement Coordinator and scored by formula) and non-cost (evaluated and scored by sourcing team) 
factors using a point scored evaluation.  A total of 100 points was available.  The allocation between cost 
and non-cost evaluation points was 65/35.  Please see scoring matrix embedded below: 

 

Scoring Matrix 
01910.doc

 

 

1. Cost Evaluation: Pass/Fail & Points Scored: 65 Max.  Price Worksheet submittals were evaluated 
by the Procurement Coordinator and scored by formula.  

Pass/Fail:  Initially, the Procurement Coordinator reviewed the Price Worksheets for 
completeness and compliance with bid requirements on a Pass/Fail basis.  It was at this point 
that Hygeia’s Bid #3 was rejected for non-responsiveness/responsibility as described previously 
in the Price Sheet Compliance section.  The remaining responsive, responsible bidders advanced 
to the scoring phase. 

Scoring:  The unit costs for six (6) line items from the responsive bidders’ Price Worksheets were 
multiplied by their respective estimated quantities to attain Extended Totals for all six line items. 
Extended Totals were summed to attain a Pricing Total.  Preferences and penalties were then 
applied to calculate an Evaluated Price Total. 
Medela’s Evaluated Price Total was lowest and therefore received the maximum number of 
points possible (65). See imbedded bid tabulation below: 
 

01910 Bid Tabulation 
final 12-01-10.xls

 
The matrix below is a snapshot of the cost evaluation results. For expanded detail, see the MS 
Excel file entitled “01910 Bid Tabulation” embedded above. 

Bidder 
Evaluated Price 
Sheet Totals Multiplier Cost Points 

Medela $9,059,948.00 1.000 65.000 

EvenFlo $9,601,044.00 0.944 61.337 

Hygeia #1 $9,509,825.00 0.953 61.925 

Hygeia #2 $10,073,025.00 0.899 58.463 

Limerick $12,596,372.50 0.719 46.751 
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Those Bids with a higher evaluation price received a proportionately fewer number of 
evaluation points based upon the lowest Bid, using the following formula: 

 Lowest total Bid evaluation cost divided by a higher total Bid evaluation cost (Bid that is 
being evaluated) multiplied by number of available points equals the cost factor 
evaluation points.  Points will be rounded to three places to the right of the decimal point 
using standard rounding method. 

2. Non-Cost Evaluation: Points Scored: 35 Max.  Non-cost submittals were evaluated and scored by 
sourcing team in Seattle on November 8, 2010. Evaluation Committee Members are listed below: 

 Gwen Marshall, State of Washington  

 Christia Bridges-Jones, State of Arizona 

 Bonnie Ranno, State of Oregon 

The bidders were required to submit self-authored documents in response to the non-cost 
questions listed in Section 6. The questions and the availability/allocation of points were 
established by the sourcing team committee.  No state form was provided for this submittal.  Each 
submittal was assigned a point total and maximum page allowance.   

Each committee member was instructed to score each question consistent with their values while 
primarily focusing on the considerations stated in the Solicitation utilizing the point system 
identified in the scoring matrix listed above. 

All of the committee members’ scores for each question were averaged [added together and then 
divided by the number of evaluators (3)] to attain a score for each question.  This process repeated 
for all questions. The averages were added together to attain the total non-cost evaluation score 
for each bidder.  Medela received the highest Non-Cost score (31). See bid tabulation embedded 
above. 

3. Overall Evaluation Results:  As stated earlier, seven bids were received and two were rejected.  
The remaining responsive bids were further evaluated in accordance with the evaluation 
methodology described herein. 

The matrix below is a snapshot of the results.  Awards will be made to the two Bidders receiving 
the highest evaluation point totals (award language in the solicitation) and any Bidder within 20% 
of the Bidder with the highest overall point total (96 * 0.80 = 76.8). Bidders highlighted in bold font 
meet the award criteria specified in the solicitation document. For expanded detail, see the MS 
Excel file entitled “Bid Tabulation” embedded at the beginning of this section. 

Bidder 
Evaluated Price 

Sheet Totals Multiplier Cost Points 
Non-Cost 

Points Totals 

Medela $9,059,948.00 1.000 65.000 31.00 96.00 

EvenFlo $9,601,044.00 0.944 61.337 30.33 91.67 

Hygeia #1 $9,509,825.00 0.953 61.925 15.00 76.93 

Hygeia #2 $10,073,025.00 0.899 58.463 15.00 73.46 
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Limerick $12,596,372.50 0.719 46.751 15.33 62.08 

 
In accordance with the award methodology specified in the solicitation document, awards should be 
made to the following ranked pool of Bidders:  Medela, Ameda, and Hygeia #1. 

RESULTS & RECOMMENDATION 

Savings:  Pricing for the personal-use pump came in at $80, versus $87 on the current contract.  
Projected savings based on approximate usage of 64,200 pumps annually is $ 449,400. 

Recommendation:   

Multiple awards of IFB #01910 to Medela Inc, Ameda/EvenFlo, and Hygeia #1, per the evaluation 

summary above is in the best interest of the WSCA Participating Entities, as it will introduce new and 

innovative technology to WIC programs at very competitive prices.  The sourcing team has reviewed the 

award recommendation and is satisfied that the outcome will meet the needs of the WIC program. 

In accordance with RCW 43.19.1911, I recommend that the State of Washington limit their utilization to 

Medela, Inc., the responsive, responsible Bidder receiving the highest evaluation point total for this 

solicitation. Medela has been a great partner over the last six years and has provided quality products 

and customer service to the state of Washington and WSCA Participating Entities.  

Upon supervisory review and approval with my evaluation, I will notify Medela, Ameda/EvenFlo, and 

Hygeia #1 that they are the apparent successful bidders by issuing an intent to award and pursue 

negotiation to see if their bids can be improved and explore whether the ASB’s will be required to meet 

with us to determine if they fully understand the contract. 

In addition, prior to contract execution, all vendors will be required to provide proof of FDA approval for 

all pump models referenced in their bid submittals. 

01910c.doc
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AWARD ACTIVITIES 

 

 
Notice of Intent to Award 
A Notice of Intent to Award was sent out to the following bidders on December 6, 2010: 

 Hygeia Bid # 1* 

 Hygeia Bid # 2 

 Medela* 

 Limerick 

 Evenflo* 
*Apparent Successful Bidders 
 
Simultaneously, rejection letters were sent out to the following bidders: 

 Hygeia Bid #3 

 Regimed 
 
An email was received from Pat Kelly with Limerick on December 6, 2010 stating her intent to 
file a protest on this solicitation.  The Contracts Administrator called Ms. Kelly directly to discuss 
her concerns and it was discovered that she only wanted clarification on why her company did 
not receive an award.   
 
Ms. Kelly was informed that her evaluation score did not fall within 20% of the vendor who 
received the highest evaluation point total (per award criteria stated in solicitation).  She was 
assured that once an award had been made; all bid tabulation information would be made 
available to the public. Ms. Kelly did not pursue her initial intent to protest any further. 
 
During the five day pre-award protest period, no additional protests were received. 
 
Award Notification 
On December 15, 2010 Award Letters were sent out to Medela, Inc., Evenflo, Inc. and Hygeia II 
Medical Group, Inc.  Award Notification letters were also sent out to Hygeia Bid #2 and 
Limerick, announcing the awarded vendors. 
 
On December 16, 2010 GA and DOH hosted a Webinar for all states to give an overview of the 
recently awarded contract.  The Webinar was well attended and is now posted on the WSCA 
website for future reference. 
 
WSCA/GA also hosted a vendor conference call to go over details of the contract such as 
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executing participating addendums, reporting requirements, and administrative fees. 
 
The GA contract administrator has prepared all informational material, including prices sheets 
and current contract information.  Currently waiting for final review from contractors and 
sourcing team before posting. 
 
Final Steps 
Contracts are ready for final review and signature by Unit Manager, Cheral Jones, and Christine 
Warnock (WSCA requires state purchasing directors to sign all WSCA contracts). 
 


