DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY
NAVAL AIR PROPULSION CENTER

P.O. BOX 7176 T

TRENTON, NEW JERSEY 08628-0176
IN REPLY REFER TO:

3900
Ser PE22/El46

Galileo Research
Attn: K. Galitello
P.0O. Box 25
Torrington, CT 06790

Gentlemen:

Our evaluation of your proposal, entitled "Innovative Small
Engine Concepts", is provided in response to your inquiry for
information concerning the technical ratings of your proposal.

The Commanding Officer, Naval Air Propulsion Center, appreciates
your effort in responding to our solicitation and, once again,
urges your participation in future Small Business Innovative
Research solicitations.

Questions or comments should be addressed to Mr. R. Brucato of
this Center at 609-896-5880.

Sincerely,

pmess 77l
AMES F. THALE
Manager
Systems Development and
Evaluation Department
Propulsion Engineering
Directorate
By direction of the
Commanding Officer
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Encl:
(1) Small Business Innovative
Research Evaluation Package




Small Business Innovative Research
Evaluation Package
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SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATION RESEARCH PROGRAM
PHASE 1 SCORE SHEET

NOTE: TWO or MORE EVALAUATORS REQUIRED

Topic # N9C - 27%

Evaluator

offeror GALILEC RESE ARG

NARRATIVE DISCUSSION OF STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES REQUIRED

Criterion

1. The scientific and technical quality of the proposal and its
relevance to the proposal's stated objectives, with special emphasis on
its innovation and originality.

RAW SCORE: 0s

Narrative Justification:
Strengths: DESicw S ANNOCATNICE AND SHDws ER AT

Weaknesses: FRofospl LACKS DETAIL OV OPERATICS) ComPONENTS ) ALY
PREDICTED PERFCRNGAICE .

2. Qualifications of the principal investigator, other key staff, and
consultants, if any, and the adequacy of available or obtainable
jnstrumentation and facilities.

RAW SCORE: DS

Narrative Justification:
Strengths: —

Weaknesses: NO AUSILARLE FAULITES. OALS PRE TNADERCATE R
PROPCSED EFFORT CF DEctLoPMEnT-

3. Anticipated berefits of the research or development to the total DOD
research and development effort.

RAW SCORE: OS5

Narrative Justification:
Strengths: pon €
comieixi- TF PRovin FEASIBLE, L Ser WU CLEAE CUT ADUARTAGE
OOFR Enbines BEIRG CORENTLY DeueceleD.

. e = - Attachment A -
1



COMPETITION SENSITIVE

o emweza maac,ime . RESEAR o mmemn
SMALL SUSINESS INNG AT LN ARSTARLD PRCan~M

SCCAT SHEZT

Topic # NSC- 27%

Evaluator

offeror (LOLILED RESEARCEL

4, Adequacy of the proposed effort to show progress tcward providing the
feasibility of the corcept. "

RAW SCORE: OS

Narrative dustification:

Strengths: —
Weaknesses: NG DETAHL PRCUIDED O Hoce FEASIBILTY ~200ed B8
Procen.

5. Cost to the government, including reasonableness of cost.

=+ NOTE: This item should be looked at and considered, where technical
evaluations are essentially equal in merit, cost to the government will
be considered in determining the successful offeror and comments made

below.

General Comments if required or desired: INTERESTIOG eSiea AUTHTO Gt

THE Pecfolal LACKS T 6e DETAIL T IEED To DETERMNE

RELVEFITS OoUEe CUCREMT ELGinvEs. NO Ex PLasi ATICN OF

oo FEASIAIUTY woulD A FROVEN:

Attachment A
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SMALL BUSINESS INNOVATION RESEARCH PROGRAM
PHASE 1 SCORE SHEET

NOTE: TWO or MORE EVALAUATORS REQUIRED
Topic # N90-378

Evaluator

offeror _(oalileo Res. L

NARRATIVE DISCUSSION OF STRENGTHS AND WEAKNESSES REQUIRED

Criterion

1. The scientific and technical quality of the proposal and its

relevance to the proposal's stated objectives, with special emphasis on

its innovation and originality.

RAW SCORE: s

Narrative Justification: Dmla}/ /acé.‘@

Strengths: S'an/' ~innovalive an&( aa/o//\emw 71/49 7/ecﬁm'ca/

Weaknesses: O‘é) ectrves 4 N‘M(\/)/

Z.acks G/G‘l(cu/ in o nuwléer o‘pou\eag.

2. Qualifications of the principal investigator, other key staff, and

consultants, if any, and the adequacy of available or obtainable

jinstrumentation and facilities.

- RAW SCORE: )

Narrative Justification: /ODM qua/s. cmo(/ no 7451‘/}4'9:

strengths: 4 ;gn;#caa% J%ery%
Weaknesses: }Qr:orlrl@/ (Orl@) /ac/t: Ery,weor,}y

ao{&’qua‘/e 7[;/~ @742:;\/*7[. ﬁc,"/:%‘ps A 10N xS

3, Anticipated berefits of the research or development to the total DOD

research and development effort.
QAW SCORE: S

0/@ ree, Qua/s. are nc)?/
7[0“'17Z at-Fhes 74rﬂ?'

Narrative Justification: M aa/vamgmem/, ap/t)/;‘coozion:

Strengths: /Vo Jzyn;#cqn“/’ 5748'7\7%7&

722225 A avancement over /ore:erﬂl <Hute ot Fhe art is

/l‘/ée//. \jome Q/D/O/‘ca rons /0068;5@.

3

may be /30&5‘; ble.

Attachment A -
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SMALL BUSINLSS TN VATION AESTARIH rhounaM

- SCCRT SHEZT

Topic # N80 -378

£valuator

Of feror Ga/f/go pex.

4, Adequacy of the proposed effort to showr ;Srogress toward providing the
feasibility of the concept. -

RAW SCORE: 2

Narrative Justification: 56&8?57//& ass@s:men?L)s ,éc/cmj
Strengths:d ﬂmw;@s 1[0\//owec/ é)/ com,sw(sr mo%/‘y.

Weaknesses: E#S/ﬁ[ /9av@: /’}’/UCA 7[0 Je o/es)/\eo/ f“n a\s‘s@s&/'@ %e
conce)nl: wléou}é,\/fﬁf
5. Cost to the government, including reasonableness of cost.
#+ NOTE: This item should be looked at and considered, where technical

evaluations are essentially equal in merit, cost to the government will
be considered in determining the successful offeror and comments made

below.

General Comments if required or desired:

R _ Attachment A



Key To SBIR Evaluation Sheets

The narrative description of strengths and weaknesses required was
scored in the following manner:

Criterion Highest Fossible Score
1 40
2 20
3 20
4 20

TOTAL 100



