ATTACHMENT 2

PAST PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE

METALLIC TEST ARTICLE DEVELOPMENT AND 

GENERAL AND PRECISION MACHINING SERVICES

Send the completed form directly to the address or fax number listed at the top of page 3.

Description
This competition is a public-private competition conducted pursuant to OMB Circular A-76.  The contract is for the performance of metallic test article development and general and precision machining services on-site at Langley Research Center.  The service provider will be required to fabricate, assemble, and integrate a wide range of hardware, including but not limited to:  wind tunnel models such as force and moment models, cryogenic models, acoustic models, propulsion simulation models, and aeroelastic models; free flight models; model modifications; model components; models support systems; aircraft flight test hardware; space-flight hardware; repair of wind tunnel support hardware; fixtures; test facility modifications and hardware; and modifications and repairs to existing research hardware.

Work disciplines include conventional and specialized machining processes inclusive of, but not limited to:  milling, turning, boring, electrical discharge machining, drilling, fitting, polishing, sanding, filing and sawing, precision grinding, precision lapping, precision assembly and integration of systems, numerically controlled wire electrical discharge machining, numerically controlled turning, numerically controlled milling, numerically controlled high-speed milling, and CAD/CAM programming.  The service provider shall be capable of performing precision machining of hardware to stringent tolerances and dimensional requirements.  

Sections I through III   Provide for contractually related descriptive information and identification of the evaluator. 

Section IV   Please provide your assessment of the extent of relevant experience associated with our contract requirements evidenced within the contract for which you are a reference.  The following definitions are offered for your use in assigning your assessment of the extent of relevant experience.

"Significant Experience" means a full range of experience was routinely performed by the contractor. 

"Moderate Experience" describes a contractor who has experience in several aspects of a work element, even though the experience may not have been on a continuous basis. 

"Minimal Experience" means that, although at least some aspects of the work may have been performed, such performance was limited in scope or frequency. 

"Did Not Perform" is to be indicated if the work element was not performed under the contract. 

Section V  The following definitions are offered for your use in completing Section V.

Excellent (E) - Of exceptional merit; exemplary performance in a timely, efficient, and economical manner; very minor (if any) deficiencies with no adverse effect on overall performance.

Very Good (VG) - Very effective performance; fully responsive to contract requirements; contract requirements accomplished in a timely, efficient, and economical manner for the most part; only minor deficiencies with minimal effect on overall performance; and experience is very relevant to this procurement. 

Good (G) - Effective performance; fully responsive to contract requirements; reportable deficiencies, but with little identifiable effect on overall performance.

Satisfactory (S) - Meets or slightly exceeds minimum acceptable standards; adequate results; reportable deficiencies with identifiable, but not substantial, effects on overall performance. 

Poor/Unsatisfactory (P/U) - Does not meet minimum acceptable standards in one or more areas; remedial action required in one or more areas; deficiencies in one or more areas, which adversely affect overall performance.       

Neutral (N) - No record of relevant past performance, or past performance information is not available. 

Section VI.  Your comments are requested in specific areas of contract performance with space at the end for comments relevant to other sections of the Past Performance Questionnaire.

This form contains Source Selection Information when completed.

See FAR 3.104

ATTN:  Rosemary C. Froehlich

TO BE OPENED BY ADDRESSEE ONLY

NASA LANGLEY RESEARCH CENTER

9A LANGLEY BOULEVARD

HAMPTON VA  23681-0001

TELEPHONE: 757-864-2423

FAX:(757) 757-864-9043

E-mail:  mtagpm@nasa.gov

This form contains Source Selection Information when completed.  

See FAR 3.104. 

EVALUATION OF PAST PERFORMANCE

                       Solicitation No. NNL04062412R

I. CONTRACT INFORMATION: 

A. Name of Company Being Evaluated: 

B. Address:

C. Contract Number: 


D. Contract Type: 


E. Contract Value: 


F. Period of Performance:  From: 

To: 


II. DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT:

During the contract performance being evaluated, this firm was 

the: _____  Prime Contractor; ____ Significant Subcontractor; 

_____ Team Member; _____  Other (describe)

Does a corporate or business relationship exist between the firm 

being evaluated and your organization? 

___ No, ___ Yes.  If Yes, please describe.

III. EVALUATOR

Name: 


Title: 


Organization: 


Address: 


E-mail address: 


Telephone No.: 


Fax No.: 


SEND TO: 


IV. TECHNICAL INPUT                                                       

Instruction 1 for the offeror:  Identify all work elements by number to be evaluated that are relevant to MTAGPM procurement (e.g., 1 - 3 Metallic Test Article Development and General and Precision Machining Work).

Work Elements ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___, ___,

___, ___, ___, ___:

Instruction 2 for the offeror:  Identify the relevance of the work elements identified in Instruction 1 for this procurement to sufficient detail so that the evaluator can correlate the relevance.  

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________

______________________________________________________________________
	
	

	WORK ELEMENT
	Significant
	Moderate
	Minimal
	N/A

	Metallic Test Article Development and General and Precision Machining Services
	
	
	
	

	Metallic Test Article Work
	
	
	
	

	1.
Force and Moment Models
	
	
	
	

	2.
Propulsion Simulation Models
	
	
	
	

	3.
Free Flight Models
	
	
	
	

	4.
Aeroelastic Models
	
	
	
	

	5.
Model Modifications and Components
	
	
	
	

	6.
Acoustic Models
	
	
	
	

	7.  Cryogenic Force and Moment Models
	
	
	
	

	8.  Integration of Test Article into a System
	
	
	
	

	General and Precision Machining
	
	
	
	

	9.  Aircraft Flight Test Hardware 
	
	
	
	

	10. Space Flight Hardware
	
	
	
	

	11. Test Facility Hardware
	
	
	
	

	12.
Instrumentation 
	
	
	
	

	13. Repairs to test facilities and research hardware
	
	
	
	

	14. Fixtures
	
	
	
	

	15. Integration of General and Precision Metallic Hardware into a System
	
	
	
	


V. OVERALL PERFORMANCE

Please rate the contractor’s performance in the following areas, using the adjective ratings defined above:

	TECHNICAL
	E
	VG
	G
	S
	P/U
	N

	1. Quality of services and products delivered
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Compliance with contract technical requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Timeliness/Meeting Schedules
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Handling of Fluctuating Workloads
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Prevention and Resolution of Technical Problems
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Responsiveness to technical direction
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Innovativeness
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Quality and Timeliness of Technical Documentation
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Communications/Cooperation with the customer


	
	
	
	
	
	

	10. Overall Rating of Contractor’s technical performance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	MANAGEMENT
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1. Cost Control
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Subcontract Management
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Qualifications of Staff
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Compliance with contract terms and conditions
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Meeting Small Business Goals
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Meeting Small Disadvantaged Business Goals
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Smooth Transitions/Phase-ins
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Planning, Estimating, Scheduling
	
	
	
	
	
	

	9. Labor Relations
	
	
	
	
	
	

	10. Prevention and Resolution of Management and Cost Problems
	
	
	
	
	
	

	11. Retention of Key Personnel
	
	
	
	
	
	

	12. Quality and Timeliness of Management and Cost Documentation 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	13. Cooperation/Flexibility
	
	
	
	
	
	

	14. Safety Performance Record
	
	
	
	
	
	

	15. Protection of Sensitive Data
	
	
	
	
	
	

	16. Compliance with Security Requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	17. Compliance with Safety and Occupational Health Requirements
	
	
	
	
	
	

	18. Overall Cost Performance
	
	
	
	
	
	

	19. Overall Management Performance
	
	
	
	
	
	


VIII. CONCLUSIONS

1.  Would you recommend this Contractor for another contract?  

Yes ___  No___  Why?  

2.  Additional Comments (Are there any elements not identified by the offeror that you feel are relevant and should be evaluated, and what would be your evaluation?)

Thank you for providing comments to help us in our Source Selection Process!
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