SECTION L OF NNG0461779R (HDV)

INSTRUCTIONS, CONDITIONS AND NOTICES TO OFFERORS


HDV Supplemental Proposal Instructions and Evaluation Criteria
L. 9
(HDV) PROPOSAL PAGE LIMITATIONS (1852.215-81) (FEB 1998)

(a) The following page limitations are established for each portion of the proposal submitted in response to this solicitation:

	Volumes -  Proposal Section


	Page

Limitations
	Original
	Hard Copies

	I.    Offer Volume  -  

      (SF-33, Fill-ins for Section B, Section K

Representations and Certifications, and additional information to be furnished, all with original signatures and contract attachment H (if proposed)).

II.   Mission Suitability Volume (excl. below) 

a) Mission Assurance Plan (DID 1-1)
b) Small Business Subcontracting Plan

c) Safety and Health Plan

d) Subfactor E – Small Disadvantaged Business (SDB) Participation Program 

e) EVMS Documentation/Plan

III. Business Volume

(a) Past Performance Narrative Summary

(b) Additional Information to be furnished

IV.      Cost Volume 

(a) Cost Proposal General Information, Exhibits (Exhibits 2-11)

(b)  Basis of Estimate Inclusive of Prime and all Subs.

    
	N/A

200 pages

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

No Limit

50 Pages


	1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1
	4

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

15

15 +(2 to DCAA)

15 +(2 to DCAA)


(b)
A page is defined as one side of a sheet, 8-1/2" x 11", with at least one inch margins on all sides, using not smaller than 12 point type.  Line spacing or the amount of vertical space between lines of text shall not be less than single line (Microsoft Word’s default line spacing).  Character spacing shall be “Normal”, not “Expanded” or “Condensed.”  The margins may contain headers and footers, but shall not contain any proposal content to be evaluated.  Foldouts count as an equivalent number of 8-1/2" x 11" pages.  The metric standard format most closely approximating the described standard 8-1/2" x 11" size may also be used.

(c)
Volumes I, II, III and IV shall be submitted in separate three-ring binders. Diagrams, charts, tables, artwork, and photographs may be reduced and, if necessary, run landscape or folded to eliminate oversize pages.  Text in Diagrams, charts, tables, artwork, and photographs shall be no smaller than 8 point.  Diagrams, charts, tables, artwork, and photographs shall not be used to circumvent the text size limitations of the proposal.

(d)
Title pages and tables of contents are excluded from the page counts specified in paragraph (a) of this provision.  In addition, some of the information of the Cost section of your proposal is limited as described in the table above.  This section is to be strictly limited to cost and price information.  Information that can be construed as belonging in one of the other sections of the proposal will be so construed and counted against that section's page limitation.

(e)
The Government intends to evaluate proposals and award contract(s) without discussions with offerors (except clarifications as described in FAR 15.306(a). Therefore, the offeror's initial proposal should contain the offeror's best terms from a cost or price and technical standpoint. The Government reserves the right to conduct discussions if the Contracting Officer later determines them to be necessary.   If discussions are held and final proposal revisions are requested, the Government will specify separate page limitations in its request for that submission.  While it is the intent of the Government to make award without discussions, the Government reserves the right to enter into discussions, either subsequent to a formal determination of Competitive range, or in the event the Contracting Officer determines, based upon the initial evaluations of all proposals, that discussions should be held with all offerors, without such a formal determination.  If discussions are necessary, they may be in the form of written questions and answers (including email), or face to face meetings with offerors.  Offerors are advised that, due to the compressed time schedule of this procurement, discussions may be conducted on short notice.   

(f)  Pages submitted in excess of the limitations specified in this provision will not be evaluated by the Government and will be returned to the offeror.

(End of Provision)

L. 14 (HDV)
MISSION SUITABILILTY VOLUME

This must be a separate volume.

Contents of Mission Suitability Proposal Instructions

1. General Instructions

2. Mission Suitability Proposal Format

3. Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactor

4. Offeror Deviations/Exceptions

1. General Instructions

The Mission Suitability Proposal should be specific, detailed, and provide all the information requested by these instructions.  The Mission Suitability Proposal must demonstrate that the offeror understands the requirements and has the ability to meet the requirements.  General statements such as the "requirements are understood" or "standard procedures will be employed" are not adequate.  Also, restatement or paraphrasing of the requirements should be avoided.  Information previously submitted, if any, will not be considered unless it is resubmitted as part of the proposal.  It must not be incorporated by reference.

The offeror must identify and discuss the risk factors associated with accomplishment of the requirements of the contemplated contract.  This must be done as appropriate 
in the Mission Suitability Proposal.  Risk factors may be those inherent in the work, unique to the offeror's chosen approach, and must include any risk factors that are specifically identified by the Government in this solicitation.  General areas of possible risk that are of concern to NASA are technical, schedule, cost, safety, new technology, occupational health, security (including personnel, information technology), export control and environmental risks.  The identification of risks is the responsibility of the offeror.  However, these instructions may include Government identified risks that the offeror must also address.  The offeror's discussion of a 
risk factor should provide the offeror's approach to managing the risk--the probability of the risk, impact and severity, time frame and risk acceptance or mitigation.  

Proposals will be evaluated against the requirements specified in this solicitation.  Although the Government does not encourage/discourage technical performance or capability innovations/enhancements, offerors may choose to propose innovations/enhancements that are above the basic requirements of the solicitation.  If the proposed innovations/enhancements are valued by the Government (based on the mission suitability instructions and subfactors in this section), and the offeror wants them to potentially be evaluated as strengths in the Mission Suitability evaluation, then the offeror shall complete Contract Attachment H, Contractor Proposed Innovations/Enhancements.  The offeror may receive credit for the proposed innovations/enhancements only to extent of its description on Attachment H, as explained in its proposal.  Inconsistent statements about any innovations/enhancement in the proposal may result in a neutral or negative evaluation by the Government.  Any innovation/enhancements may result in a positive, neutral or negative evaluation in spite of the Government’s rights to waive an innovation/enhancement during contract performance under clause H.16 of the contract.

2. Mission Suitability Volume Format

 The Mission Suitability Proposal must be divided and presented by each Mission Suitability subfactor as follows:

Subfactor A - 
Hubble Disposal Vehicle (HDV) Architecture

Subfactor B - 
Verification Approach/Schedule

Subfactor C - 
Management Approach

Subfactor D - 
Safety and Health

Subfactor E - 
Small Disadvantaged Business (SDB) Participation (FAR 19.12) 

Offeror Deviations/Exceptions

3. Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactor

Subfactor A – Hubble Disposal Vehicle (HDV) Architecture

Offerors shall describe the proposed architecture of the HDV and show how the system will meet the HDV Level 2 requirements and meets Technology Readiness Level (TRL) 6.  The offeror shall describe the Disposal Vehicle design from a system viewpoint, addressing how the subsystems work together. Additionally, offerors shall provide a system block diagram to the subsystem level and identify each subsystem functionally and shall provide mass and power budgets at the subsystem element.   

Offerors shall describe how the performance requirements will be met and describe the principal computer models (structural, thermal, control system, integrated and/or other) used to establish that the proposed HDV design meets requirements.  Discuss the extent to which the models are currently verified.  Discuss how the models have been used to identify critical parameters in the proposed HDV design.  In particular, identify key subsystem and system design parameters that have been studied and refined using the models to predict performance.  Describe how the models will be employed to monitor key design parameters and to further refine the HDV design.  Show how computer models will be validated prior to committing to a design.  

Describe the key HDV trades and applicable independent research and development (IRAD) results that contributed to the current HDV design, material selections, interfaces, integration and test plan, verification plan, resource allocation and degree of risk.  Discuss any manufacturing, assembly or verification issues associated with designs, techniques and hardware that resulted from these trades and IRAD efforts.  

The offeror shall identify areas where the use/reuse of prior proven system or subsystem designs, interfaces and/or software will be employed to minimize technical, cost, and schedule risk.  The offeror shall identify how heritage hardware and software is being qualified for use on the HDV.  The offeror shall identify deviations from the standard life cycle to accommodate the integration of commercially acquired and reuse software.  Offeror shall include a justification for less than thorough testing of COTS software and a justification that the reuse software is applicable and preferable.  The offeror shall describe process for development of flight code from subsystems and algorithms.  Offerors shall describe how the proposed development process and mission architecture enhances probability of success by providing appropriate margins for performance, reliability and lifetime. 

The offeror shall fully describe its disposal method for the HST; i.e., controlled re-entry or disposal to an altitude consistent with NPD 8710.3B (perigee > 2,500 km, apogee < 35,288 km).  This shall include, as a minimum, an analysis of all risks and benefits of the proposed disposal method and the offeror's estimated time duration from the initiation of the disposal process thru the completion of disposal.  
The offeror shall identify the required launch vehicle consistent with their design.

Subfactor B – Verification Approach/Schedule

The offeror shall provide a Mission Assurance Plan for meeting the mission assurance requirements of this solicitation in accordance with DID 1-1 under attachment E.  
The offeror shall describe the verification approach for all subsystems, elements, and segments, and for the overall system.  Describe the verification methods (for example: test, analysis, simulation) will be used at each level of assembly.  Describe the performance levels to be demonstrated at successive stages of verification.  Justify any use of analysis in lieu of test.  Describe the technical and programmatic advantages of the total approach. 

Offerors shall provide a detail schedule, at the subsystem level, which shows the critical path for the development of the HDV from contract award through delivery to GSFC. Offeror shall also define the time duration of all tasks that are presented.  Additionally, offerors shall provide the planned start and completion date for all events and the target date for all milestones and define all slack/float for all major aspects of the schedule.  Offerors shall also indicate scheduling interdependencies among subsystems, elements and segments.   

Subfactor C-- Management Approach
The offeror shall describe the risk management techniques that will be used to manage risks during contract performance.  In addition, offerors shall provide an organization description; an organizational chart, showing the responsibilities and relationships of all key participants and identify, by title; description of all key positions; and plans for interfacing with and facilitating communication with the Government’s management and engineering  teams, including the HST Project team.  Identify major challenges in managing the program, including key risks and plans for their mitigation. Additionally, offerors shall describe how the HDV will receive priority in the event that there is a conflict for resources.

The offeror shall provide a description of the software development organization, including software test facilities and a description of how the software personnel structure is integrated in the overall development organization.  

Offerors shall provide and describe its proposed award and performance incentive fee structure.  

The EVMS Documentation or plan, required by Clause 1852.242-74, shall be included as part of this section.  The EVMS documentation or plan is excluded from the page limitation.

If the offeror is proposing use of subcontractors, teaming arrangements, or other associated contractual arrangements, discuss the functions of these arrangements in meeting the requirements of the SOW and the benefits of these arrangements to the Government.
Small Business Subcontracting Program (Refer to FAR 19.7)

This solicitation contains FAR clause 52.219‑9, "Small Business Subcontracting Plan‑‑Alternate II".  The Subcontracting Plan described and required by the clause, including the associated subcontracting percentage goals and subcontracting dollars, must be submitted with your proposal. This applies ONLY to large businesses.

The Contracting Officer's assessment of appropriate subcontracting goals for this acquisition, expressed as a percent of contract value, are as follows:

Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns



3.0%

Women-Owned Small Business Concerns



2.0%

Historically Black Colleges and Universities



0.5%

HUBZone Small Business Concerns




0.5%

Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns



0.5%

Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns

0.5%

*Other Small Business Concerns




1.0%

Total Small Business Subcontracting




8.0%

*Those Small Business Concerns that are not Small Disadvantaged, Women-Owned, Historically Black Colleges and Universities, HUBZone Small Business Concerns, Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns, or Service Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns.

Offerors are encouraged to propose goals that are equivalent or greater than those recommended by the Contracting Officer.  However, offerors should perform an independent assessment. The goals included in the submitted Subcontracting Plan may be higher, lower, or the same as the recommended goals, depending upon the offeror’s independent assessment.

Offerors are advised that a proposal will not be rejected solely because the submitted Plan does not meet the NASA recommended goals that are expressed above in terms of percent of contract value.

The submitted Small Business Subcontracting Plan and proposed goals shall be submitted in the Business/Cost volume but they will be evaluated within the Management subfactor under the Mission Suitability Factor as discussed in Section M.  Offerors shall discuss the rationale for any goal proposed that is less than the Contracting Officer’s recommended goal in any category.  The offeror shall describe the efforts made to establish a goal for that category and what ongoing efforts, if any, the offeror plans during performance to increase participation in that category.

(NOTE: FOR PURPOSES OF THE SUBCONTRACTING PLAN, THE PROPOSED GOALS MUST BE STATED AS A PERCENT OF TOTAL SUBCONTRACTS, NOT AS A PERCENT OF CONTRACT VALUE.  REFER TO THE BELOW EXAMPLE)

Begin example

Assume a proposed contact value of $20M and proposed goals that equate to the following which are EXPRESSED AS A PERCENT OF CONTRACT VALUE:

Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns

 
      4.5%

Women Owned Small Business Concerns

 
      2.0%

Historically Black Colleges and Universities

  
      0.5%

HUBZone Small Business Concerns

  

      0.5%

Veteran Owned Small Business Concerns

  
      1.0%

Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns
      0.5%

Other Small Business Concerns



    11.0%

Total Small Business Subcontracting



    20%

(as percent of contract value)

Then, the resulting statement of dollars that the offeror would include in the Subcontracting Plan, as required by paragraph (d)(2) of FAR clause 52.219-9, would be as follows:

Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns


$  900,000

Women-Owned Small Business Concerns

    
    400,000

Historically Black Colleges and Universities

    
    100,000

HUBZone Small Business Concerns

    

    100,000

Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns

    
    200,000

Service-Disabled Veteran Owned Small Business Concerns
    100,000

Other Small Business Concerns


 
 2,200,000

Total Small Business Subcontracting



$4,000,000

HOWEVER, the Subcontracting Plan must express goals as a percent of total planned subcontracts.  Assuming total subcontracting of $10M, the resulting percentage goals, expressed as a percent of total subcontract dollars, and which would be stated in the Subcontracting Plan as required by paragraph (d)(1) FAR clause 52.219-9 would be:  

Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns

  
      9%

Women Owned Small Business Concerns

  
      4%

Historically Black Colleges and Universities

  
      1%

HUBZone Small Business Concerns

  

      1%

Veteran Owned Small Business Concerns

  
      2%

Service Disabled Veteran-Owned Small Business Concerns
      1%

Other Small Business Concerns



      22%    

Total Small Business Subcontracting



      40%

(End of example)

The NASA Mentor-Protégé Program is designed to incentive NASA prime contractors to assist small disadvantaged business (SDB) concerns, Historically Black Colleges and Universities (HBCUs), minority institutions (MIs), and women-owned small business (WOSB) concerns in enhancing their capabilities to perform NASA contracts and subcontracts, foster the establishment of long-term business relationships between these entities and NASA prime contractors, and increase the overall number of these entities that receive NASA contract and subcontract awards.  This Request for Proposals contains NFS Clauses 1852.219-77, " NASA Mentor-Protégé Program" and 1852.219-79, "Mentor Requirements and Evaluation".  The offeror shall provide a description of the prime’s planned participation in the NASA Mentor Protégé Program, in addition to the Small Business Subcontracting Plan described above.  Participation in the NASA Mentor-Protégé program is highly encouraged. 

Subfactor D:  Safety and Health

The offeror shall provide a safety and health plan in accordance with NFS Clause 1852.223-73, entitled “Safety and Health Plan”.  The offeror shall discuss its approach to compliance with all applicable NASA policies and procedures relative to safety, occupational health, and NASA Procedures and Guidelines (NPG) 8715.3 “NASA Safety Manual.”  The plan shall address the offeror’s past safety record and accident history subcontractor employee safety and occupational health for those proposed subcontracts.    This plan, as approved by the Government, will be included in any resulting contract.  Offerors are directed to NPG 8715.3, Appendix H instructions regarding the contents of Safety and Health Plan.  NPG 8715.3 can be accessed at the following website:  

http://nodis.hq.nasa.gov/Library/Directives/NASA-WIDE/Procedures/Program_Management/N_PG_8715_3/appendices/appendixh.html.

For the past three years, discuss your health and safety record in the areas of occupational injuries and illness and discuss your accident history.  Describe what methods you have implemented to minimize the occurrence of incidents and accidents.

Describe your approach for handling the hazardous materials identified in Clause 52.223-3 “Hazardous Material Identification and Material Safety Data—Alternate 1”.

Subfactor E-- Small Disadvantaged Business (SDB) Participation Program (Refer to FAR 19.12)

(Notice to offerors:  These instructions apply to BOTH large and small business offerors except SDB offerors.  They apply to SDB offeror(s) ONLY if the SDB offeror has waived the price evaluation adjustment factor by completing paragraph (c.) of FAR clause 52.219-23, “Notice of Price Evaluation Adjustment for Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns” in Section I of this solicitation.  The waiver, if elected, makes the particular SDB offeror INELIGIBLE for the price evaluation factor adjustment but ELIGIBLE for the “evaluation credit” (points) associated with the SDB participation subfactor described in Section M.)

This solicitation is for a requirement within one of the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) Industry Subsectors determined by the Department of Commerce in accordance with FAR 19.201(b) and meets the applicability conditions of FAR 19.12, “Small Disadvantaged Business Participation Program”.  A separate Mission Suitability subfactor for SDB participation is described in Section M. 

Offerors must:

Complete GSFC clause 52.219-91, “Small Disadvantaged Business Participation--Contract Targets”, in Section H of this solicitation

Indicate the total amount of target SDB participation as a percent of contract value.

Briefly describe work that will be performed by SDB subcontractor(s).  Identify any work considered “high technology” in accordance with NFS 1819.  If the subcontractor(s) is known, tie the work to the subcontractor identified by the offeror in GSFC clause 52.219-91.

Provide the offeror’s record of past participation of SDB concerns in subcontracts and the type of work subcontracted such as production, engineering services, research, development, etc. over the past three full years.  Copies of SF 295's can be part of the supporting information submitted.

Identify, by contract number and contracting agency, SDB subcontracting incentives earned under any Government contracts in the last three years.  If incentives were available, but not earned, so state.

Provide a brief description of the offeror’s established or planned procedures and organizational structure for SDB outreach, assistance, counseling, market research and SDB identification, and relevant purchasing procedures. Large businesses may reference applicable portions of the submitted Small Business Subcontracting Plan.

 Deviations\Exceptions (Mission Suitability Proposal)

Identify and explain the reason for any deviations, exceptions, or conditional assumptions taken with respect to these mission suitability proposal instructions or to any of the technical requirements of this solicitation, such as the statement of work and related specifications.

(End of text)

M. 2
(HDV) MISSION SUITABILITY FACTOR

1.  Mission Suitability Subfactors and Description of Each Subfactor

The offeror’s identification of risks, and proposed approach to the mitigation of those risks will be evaluated as appropriate in the mission suitability proposal.  Areas of possible risk to be evaluated are technical, schedule, cost, safety, new technology, occupational health, security (including personnel, information technology), export control and environmental risks.    

Proposals will be evaluated against the requirements specified in this solicitation.  Although the Government does not encourage/discourage technical performance or capability innovations/enhancements, offerors may choose to propose innovations/enhancements that are above the basic requirements of the solicitation.  If the proposed innovations/enhancements are valued by the Government (based on the mission suitability instructions and subfactors in this section), and the offeror wants them to potentially be evaluated as strengths in the Mission Suitability evaluation, then the offeror shall complete Contract Attachment H, Contractor Proposed Innovations/Enhancements.  The offeror may receive credit for the proposed innovations/enhancements only to extent of its description on Attachment H, as explained in its proposal.  Inconsistent statements about any innovation/enhancement in the proposal may result in a neutral or negative evaluation by the Government.  Any innovation/enhancement may result in a positive, neutral or negative evaluation in spite of the Government’s rights to waive an innovation/enhancement during contract performance under clause H.16 of the contract.

Subfactor A – HDV Architecture

The offeror’s proposed HDV architecture will be evaluated for completeness, innovativeness, and capability of the proposed system to meet the HDV level 2 requirements and meet TRL 6. The HDV design will be evaluated for thoroughness in addressing how each subsystem complies with the HDV requirements.  Additionally each subsystem will be evaluated for the overall realism and technical merit and for achieving mass and power budget.  

The offeror’s applicability, scope, depth, detail, maturity and verification of the computer modeling used to substantiate the proposed HDV performance will be evaluated for adequacy and the ability of the modeling effort to mitigate risk.  In addition, the offeror's plans for future computer model refinement and verification will be evaluated for thoroughness.

The offeror’s scope, detail and quality of key trades and IRAD results will be evaluated for soundness and completeness, along with the risk mitigation benefit.  Additionally, the offeror manufacturing, assembly or verification issues will be evaluated for thoroughness and reliability.

The offeror’s use/reuse of prior proven system or subsystem designs, interfaces and/or software will be evaluated for completeness and effectiveness in the reduction of risk. The approach for qualification and heritage will be evaluated for thoroughness. The offeror’s identified deviations from the standard life cycle to accommodate the integration of commercially acquired and reuse software will be evaluated for adequacy.  The offeror’s justification for less than thorough testing of COTS software and reuse software applicability and preferability will also be evaluated for adequacy.  The offeror's capability and approach for the development of flight codes from subsystems and algorithms  will be evaluated for technical merit. The thoroughness of the offeror’s development process and mission architecture will be evaluated for margins of performance, reliability and lifetime, and the associated impact on the probability of success.

The offeror's proposed disposal method shall be evaluated for realism, overall technical merit and risk, and schedule impacts to the mission.

The offeror proposed launch vehicle will be evaluated for realism and appropriateness for the mission. 

Subfactor B – Verification Approach/Schedule

The offeror's Mission Assurance Plan will be evaluated for thoroughness and effectiveness in implementing the Mission Assurance Requirements
The offeror’s proposed verification approach, method and performance levels will be evaluated for effectiveness in accomplishing the HDV requirements and the validity of technical and programmatic advantages offered. 

The offeror’s schedule will be evaluated for completeness, overall credibility and effectiveness.  The offeror’s time allocations, as well as the logic and efficiency of the milestones will be evaluated for adequacy and realism.   The offeror’s identification of scheduling interdependencies and the critical path will be evaluated for reasonableness.

Subfactor C-- Management Approach

The offeror's organizational structure, key positions, interfaces, policies, procedures and techniques will be evaluated for effectiveness, efficiency and thoroughness to determine whether the offeror adequately address the challenges of this effort. In addition, the offeror will be evaluated on the appropriateness and reasonabless of the identified key management risks and the approach for mitigating those management risks.

The offeror’s description of the software development organization, including software test facilities and the description of how the software personnel structure is integrated in the overall development organization will be evaluated for completeness and effectiveness. 
The offeror’s proposed award fee/performance incentive fee will be evaluated for effectiveness.  The Government will assess whether there is an equitable distribution of risk between the offeror and the Government.

The Government will evaluate the EVMS Documentation or plan for compliance with Clause 1852.242-74, Notice of Earned Value Management System.

The offeror’s proposed use of subcontractors, teaming arrangements or other associated contractual arrangements will be evaluated on the effectiveness of managing those arrangements.  

The Offeror’s approach and plan for its Small Business Subcontracting Program will be evaluated for reasonableness and probability of achieving the stated goals.  

The Offerors plan and approach for participation in NASA’s Mentor-Protégé Program will be evaluated for adequacy.
Subfactor D:  Safety and Health Plan

The Government will evaluate scope, soundness and completeness of the safety and health plan in accordance with Clause NFS1852.223-73, entitled “Safety and Health Plan”.  The Government will evaluate the approach to compliance with all applicable NASA policies and procedures relative to safety, occupational health, and NASA Procedures and Guidelines (NPG) 8715.3 “NASA Safety Manual”, the offeror’s past safety record and accident history, and safety and occupational health for subcontractor employees for any proposed subcontract. The Government will evaluate the scope, soundness and completeness of the offeror's approach for handling the items identified under Clause I.5, HAZARDOUS MATERIAL IDENTIFICATION AND MATERIAL SAFETY DATA—ALTERNATE I.   This plan, as approved by the Government, will be included in any resulting contract.   

Subfactor E:  SDB Participation Program

Offerors should refer to FAR provision 52.219-24, "Small Disadvantaged Business Participation Program--Targets" in section L of this solicitation.  This subfactor includes the percent of proposed SDB participation against total contract value with emphasis on complex or high technology work that will enhance the development of  SDBs. Specific identification of SDB contractors and associated work and past performance of the offeror in meeting SDB goals and incentives earned incentives earned will be evaluated.  The offeror’s proposed plans, procedures, and organizational structure associated with ensuring attainment of proposed SDB targets will also be evaluated for effectiveness.

2.  Weights and Scoring

In accordance with NFS 1815.304-70(b)(1), the Mission Suitability factor will be weighted and scored on a 1000 point scale.

The weights (points) associated with each Mission Suitability subfactor are as follows:

                                                   





        Points

 Subfactor A— HDV Architecture






450

 Subfactor B— Verification Approach/Schedule




300



 Subfactor C— Management Approach





150




 Subfactor D—Safety and Health






  50

 Subfactor E— Small Disadvantaged Business Participation   


  50

                                         Total        1000
The Mission Suitability subfactors and the total Mission Suitability factor will be evaluated using the adjectival rating, definitions and percentile ranges at NFS 1815.305(a)(3)(A).  The maximum points available for each subfactor will be multiplied by the assessed percent for each subfactor to derive the score for the particular subfactor.  For example, if a subfactor has possible 200 points and receives a percent rating 80, then the score for that subfactor would be 160 points.

3. Adjustment for Cost Realism

The realism of the proposed costs may significantly affect the offeror’s Mission Suitability Score.  A total of up to 300 points may be deducted from the offeror’s Mission Suitability score to account for any weaknesses associated with a lack of cost realism present in the offeror’s proposal.  This adjustment will be made if the proposed costs are unrealistically high or low according to the guidelines described below.

The adjustment will be determined on the entire contract.  The Government will calculate the point adjustment from the Mission Suitability score based on the percentage difference between the proposed and probable cost as follows:

	Cost Variance
	Point Adjustment

	+/- 0 to 9.99 percent
	0

	+/- 10 to 14.99 percent
	-50

	+/- 15 to 19.99 percent
	-100

	+/- 20 to 24.99 percent
	-150

	+/- 25 to 29.99 percent
	-200

	+/- 30 to 34.99 percent
	-250

	+/- more than 35 percent
	-300


This adjustment is in addition to any finding(s) already reflected under Mission Suitability concerning the inadequacy of resources, cost or otherwise, prior to the formula adjustment.

(End of text)

�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �Page: 55���Not clear to me


�PAGE \# "'Page: '#'�'"  �Page: 55���the rest of this sentence should be rewritten for clarity





PAGE  
LS -1

