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Evaluation—Commercial Items (Jan 1999) 
The Government will award a Firm Fixed price contract resulting from this request to the responsible offeror whose offer conforming to this request will be most advantageous to the Government, price and other factors considered.  The following factors shall be used to evaluate offers: Technical, Past Performance and Price.

Technical and past performance, when combined, are significantly more important than  price.  As individual factors, Technical is less important than Past Performance, but more important than Price.  Offerors are advised that a proposal meeting the objectives and requirements with the lowest price may not be selected if award to a higher priced offeror is determined to be most advantageous to the Government.  Also, offeror information provided for one factor may be used to assess other factors if the Government deems appropriate.

A written notice of award or acceptance of an offer, mailed or otherwise furnished to the successful offeror within the time for acceptance specified in the offer, shall result in a binding contract without further action by either party. Before the offer’s specified expiration time, the Government may accept an offer (or part of an offer), whether or not there are negotiations after its receipt, unless a written notice of withdrawal is received before award.

(End of provision) 
The following factors shall be used to evaluate offers:
(a )
TECHNICAL MERIT:
The Offeror’s overall technical proposal will be evaluated using adjectival ratings.  The Offeror’s technical approach will be evaluated on its efficiency, effectiveness, and completeness in fulfilling all of the requirements contained in the Statement of Work.   One of the following adjectival ratings will be assigned:
	ADJECTIVAL RATING
	DEFINITIONS

	Excellent
	A comprehensive and thorough proposal of exceptional merit with one or more significant strengths. No deficiency or significant weakness exists.



	Very Good
	A proposal having no deficiency and which demonstrates over-all competence.  One or more significant strengths have been found, and strengths outbalance any weaknesses that exist.



	Good
	A proposal having no deficiency and which shows a reasonably sound response.  There may be strengths or weaknesses, or both.  As a whole, weaknesses not off-set by strengths do not significantly detract from the offeror’s response. 



	Fair
	A proposal having no deficiency and which has one or more weaknesses. Weaknesses outbalance any strength.

	Poor
	A proposal that has one or more deficiencies or significant weaknesses that demonstrate a lack of overall competence or would require a major proposal revision to correct.


This factor will be evaluated for completeness, reasonableness, likelihood for successful performance, and the ability to collect and research information.  In particular, the evaluators will assess whether the proposals demonstrate a logical, thorough, analytical approach to the historical issues in the statement of work.  This factor will also evaluate the offeror’s approach, style and steps (if any) that will be used in preparing an academic style manuscript. 

(b)
PAST PERFORMANCE:
This factor will be used to evaluate the depth and relevance of the work to be performed under this solicitation.  This factor also evaluates the proposals for completeness of similar work in an accurate,  reliable, timely,  and high-quality manner.  Past Performance evaluation shall also be used to elaborate on experience(s) with NASA or other large science and technical organizations for work accomplished similar in nature.

Experience and past performance will be assessed using adjectival ratings to determine the extent to which the offeror has performed on similar contracts with this type of technical work in terms of scope and complexity as well as the quality of the performance.  One of the following adjectival ratings will be assigned:

Excellent – Meets and/or exceeds contract requirements to an exceptional degree.  Samples include exceptional cost under runs due to Contractor diligence and cost savings initiatives, technical end products that exceed original Government specifications in critical performance areas, deliverables usually delivered on time and often ahead of contract schedules, etc.

Very Good - Meets and/or exceeds the established performance requirements.  Samples include cost under runs due to Contractor diligence or cost savings initiatives, technical end products that meet original Government specifications and exceed specifications in some performance areas, deliverables on time or occasionally ahead of contract schedules, etc.

Good - Meets the majority of established performance requirements.  Samples include very few cost overruns caused by the Contractor, technical end products that normally meet Government specifications in most/all performance areas, deliverables usually delivered on time/schedule, etc.

Fair - Does not fully meet the established performance requirements.  Samples include some moderate/significant cost overruns caused by Contractor, technical end products that often fail to meet government specifications in some performance areas, deliverables sometimes delivered behind contact schedules, etc.

Poor - Fails to meet the established performance requirements.  Samples include substantial cost overruns caused by Contractor; technical end products fail to meet government specifications in critical areas, deliverables usually delivered behind contract schedules, etc. 

In conducting the evaluation for this factor, the Government reserves the right to use all information available at the time of the evaluation, whether provided by the Offeror or obtained from other sources.  The Government may rely on information contained in its own records, and through reference checks, Government audit agencies, and commercial sources.

(c )
PRICE:
A price analysis will be conducted in accordance with FAR 15.305(a)(1).  Price analysis is described at FAR 15.404-1(b).  This analysis is performed to ensure that the Government pays a “fair and reasonable” price.  
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