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17ATTACHMENT A   Requirements Document – July 15, 2003





Statement of Work 

For

Design 

NASA - Langley

1.0 Scope 

Provide engineering services for the design of a Microphone Array Positioning System to be installed into the Quiet Flow Facility (QFF) at the Acoustics Research Laboratory – Bldg. 1208.  The design shall integrate an articulated industrial robot into the test environment of the Quiet Flow Facility (located in building 1208). The articulated industrial robot will be used to very accurately position measurement instrumentation on spherical surfaces around the test section of the facility. This project includes but is not limited to the following:

· Design of a structural support system to integrate a 7th axis linear rail system to the QFF.

· Design of a 7th axis linear rail traversing system to integrate a GFE Robotic Assembly (Kawasaki ZX130L) onto the structural support system.

· Provide modification design to floor gratings, sub floor structure, facility hardware and plenum modification.

· Design of an End-Effecter to adapt a GFE microphone array onto the GFE Robot.

· Design of a control system that will provide facility safety integration, power, and operational controls.

These services shall include the preparation of calculations, analyses, construction contract drawings, specifications, schedule and detailed cost estimates in accordance with the attached Requirements Document dated July 15, 2003. These services shall also include the presenting of the Preliminary and Critical Design Reviews, supporting and attending the Specification Review for Acoustics Research Laboratory Quiet Flow Facility Microphone Array Positioning System.

Drawings, Specifications, and Cost estimate:

All drawings and specifications needed for a complete construction bid package shall be prepared using English units. Mechanical and electrical drawings shall include piping removal and installation plans; mechanical removal and installation plans; mechanical details and schedules; piping diagrams; control schematic with sequence of operation; electrical removal and installation plans; single line electrical diagrams; elementary and connection diagrams; panel board schedules and specialty items. Notes, details, and legends shall be shown on the drawings to which they apply.

Drawings shall be prepared using the AUTOCAD 2002 drafting system. The completed design package shall include electronic files for all AUTOCAD generated drawings, paper prints for all drawings, electronic files for the cost estimate, finished specifications, and catalogue cuts and design calculations. Specifications shall utilize the SPECINTACT system.

The construction cost estimate shall be formatted to show the Base contract and the two bid additives:

· Base Contract – The Contractor shall design QFF Test Chamber modifications and the fabrication and installation of a 33’ Transverse rail system and installation of a GFE Robot per this SOW and the Requirements Document. 

· Non-Motorized

· Structural support system

· 7th axis linear rail system

· Facility modifications

· End-Effector

· Bid Option 1 – The Contractor shall design for the fabrication and installation of a robotic Assembly motorized 7th axis for the 33’ Transverse rail system per this SOW and the Requirements Document.

· Motorized robot mechanism to move robot remotely from its stored position into a fixed location on the linear rail.

· End-of-travel limits

· Position locking

· Power

· Bid Option 2 – The Contractor shall design for an automated control system for the Robot Assembly and its seven axes. This includes personnel and equipment Safety, Robotic Assembly collision avoidance, and Robotic Assembly operational per this SOW and the Requirements Document.

· PLC/PC with Labview control and display

· Facility limits for restricted access 

· Linear measurement of 7th axis

· Control over 7 robot axis in planned routines

· Power 

· Programming for personnel and equipment safety

· Programming for collision avoidance 

· Programming for research operation

Design Analysis:

Analysis of the facility structure modifications and installation will be done as required for the structure to meet all applicable codes and the Requirements Document.

Initial kickoff Meeting:

A meeting shall be held between LaRC engineering personnel assigned to the project and the Contractor’s design personnel. The purpose of this meeting shall be to review the statement of work and to assure each party is in agreement with the requirements and the type of drawings to be provided. Within 10 working days after the kickoff meeting, the Contractor shall prepare and send to LaRC documentation on the number and title of drawings and a design schedule with detailed hours and design cost.

Submittal Guidelines:

To be submitted for each phase to include the Base Contract, Option 1 (if exercised) and Option 2 (if exercised) the submittal content shall conform to the submittal guidelines listed below:
10% Design Submittal (2 copies)


List of all major design decisions

Information needed to complete the design

Construction cost estimate

Preliminary calculations and analysis

· Sketches (submitted in AutoCAD 2002 format)
35% Design Submittal (2 copies)

· 
Preliminary Design Report

· Detailed construction cost estimate
· ”As-is” drawings

· “Marked-up” SPECSINTACT
95% Design Submittal (2 copies) 


Complete calculations and analysis

Catalogue cuts (complete)


Specifications (complete)

Completed drawings (complete)


Construction cost estimate (detailed, line itemized)


Inspection Plan listing critical inspection points

100% Design Submittal (2 copies)

· Completed calculations and analysis
· Catalogue cuts (updated and complete)

· Specifications (ready for specification review)
· Completed drawings

· Construction cost estimate (detailed, line itemized)

· Inspection Plan listing critical inspection points

· Critical Design Report (complete)

· Construction Schedule estimate

CDR Review Design Package Submittal

· Cost

· Performance (how well the contractor meets requirements), 

· Safety

· Schedule

Final Submittal (Bid Ready)


All required updates (changes/from 100% Design Submittal)
All required updates (changes from Critical Design Review and

    Specification Review)

Drawings (one D-size, three half size, and electronic files of each),

    Specifications (three copies), and Cost Estimate (three copies)
The government will review the 10%, 35%, 95% and the 100% submittals and provide comments back within fourteen calendar days after the submittals are received. The Government will review the PDR and CDR submittals and provide comments back within ten calendar days after the submittals are received. 

Critical Project Milestone Dates:

Required meeting dates, delivery dates, and review schedule are as follows:

10% Design Submittal 
30 working days after task order authorization

35% Design Submittal
12 weeks after DO award

Preliminary Design Review
14 weeks after DO award

95% Design Submittal
14 weeks after PDR 

100% Design Submittal
18 weeks after PDR 

Critical Design Review
22 weeks after PDR 

Final Submittal
28 weeks after PDR

Project Budget:

The Construction Cost Estimate is the total cost estimate including cost rise to midpoint of construction (3% per year), contingency (5%), and SIES (8%). The budget shall be shown broken down to a Base Bid, bid Option 1, and bid Option 2. 

1.1 Project Management

The Contractor shall provide the personnel and resources to manage all aspects of the project throughout the design phases of work.  The Contractor shall submit a Project Implementation Plan for review by the Contracting Officer within 20 days after the contract is awarded.  The Project Implementation Plan shall describe the Contractor’s management approach to fulfilling the requirements of this contract, and shall include the following:

· A complete description of the project scope and content in sufficient detail to demonstrate a full understanding of the project requirements.

· The Contractor’s plan and schedule for accomplishing the project elements and goals

· A schedule of planned design reviews and progress meetings between the Government and the Contractor.

· Names of Subcontractors the Contractor plans to use for engineering and design, and the Contractor’s plan to manage these Subcontractors.

· The Contractor’s plan to show the construction contract division into a base bid for the Robotic Assembly rail system with Robot; bid Option 1 to provide the 7th axis with motorized control; and bid Option 2 with all controls, data connection, safety, collision avoidance, and communication with facility.

· The Contractor’s plan for design funds to handle changes from 95% design to Bid Package delivery to include incorporating Government review comments/action items.

1.2 Project Schedule

The Contractor shall develop an implementation schedule for the project using Microsoft Project software packages and submit this schedule for review by the Contracting Officer within 20 calendar days after contract award.   The schedule shall show the work broken down into a number of discrete tasks to be performed.  This schedule shall indicate the sequence of work the Contractor plans in order to complete the work within the specified completion period.  The schedule shall show which sequence of tasks represent the “critical path” for completion within the contract time and shall also show the required dates.  The schedule shall be coordinated with the delivery of submittals to allow time for Government review of submittals, and Contractor re-submittal, if required.  The Contractor shall update the schedule on a monthly basis to reflect the progress of the project work elements and milestones, compared to the original baseline schedule.  The schedule updates shall be submitted with the Contractor’s normal monthly narrative reports.

The Contractor shall adhere to the baseline schedule.  The baseline schedule shall not be altered without the written approval of the Contracting Officer.  In the event of changes in the baseline schedule, under applicable provisions of the contract, the Contractor shall resubmit the baseline schedule reflecting such changes.  The progress schedule shall be updated and submitted as required in SOW, Submittals and Deliverables.  If in the opinion of the Contracting Officer the Contractor falls behind the schedule, the Contractor shall submit a supplementary schedule without cost to the government to demonstrate how the Contractor shall regain the lost time and meet the original project schedule.

1.3 Progress Reports

The Contractor shall submit monthly Progress Reports for review by the Contracting Officer.  The Progress Reports shall include:

· A narrative description of the project progress identifying areas of concern or potential problems

· The monthly Project Schedule update by the 15th of the month.

· Status reports of any equipment orders or subcontracts that could delay the overall schedule by the 15th of the month.
1.4 Drawings

Drawings shall adhere to LaRC drawing standards using “Mechanical Drafting Standards for the Mechanical Engineering Team” January 1996 and the Electrical/Controls Drafting Standard, October 1998.  Drawings shall follow LaRC numbering sequence (to be provided).

1.5 Requirements Traceability Document
The Requirements Traceability Document shall include mechanical, electrical, control, software requirements. Each requirement shall indicate the appropriate documents that show how the requirement is satisfied through design, analysis, implementation, and verification. The Contractor shall revise this document and resubmit prior to major project milestones. 

1.6 Post Award Site Visit

Prior to start of the design, the Contractor shall conduct a site visit at the facility to perform field investigations and gather information on the existing facility.
2.0 Project Requirements

2.1 Design Requirements 

The design requirements for Energy Management Control System are provided in the Requirements Document (see Attachment A). 

2.2 Design Criteria

Refer to the Requirements Document (see Attachment A).
2.3 Design

2.3.1 Submit 10% Design Review

The contractor/Subcontractor shall develop the design to the 10% level using the requirements specified herein. The intent of the 10% design is to develop conceptual level design information, including information needed to complete the design. The information is to be sent as an informal submittal to the Government for review of design and cost direction.  The information is to be sent using narrative form to describe design decisions and construction cost estimate/schedule. The narrative shall include preliminary analysis, sketches (submitted in AutoCAD 2002 format), and vender catalog cuts as needed to describe the design concept.
2.3.2
Develop a Preliminary Design Report

The Contractor/Subcontractor shall develop the design to the 35% level using the requirements specified herein.  The intent of the preliminary design is to develop assembly level design information, including assembly level and schematic drawings.  All major problems shall be addressed and major design decisions made.  All major equipment shall be selected and sized.  The Contractor shall develop a Preliminary Design Report that includes the following information (all items below completed to the 35% level):

· Description of system operation, including system interlock logic.

·  Drawing list, (in EXCEL) which includes new drawings, reference drawings, and existing CCD drawings affected.

· Drawings: Provide design drawings and redlined facility drawings for the portion of the facility or controls affected by the upgrade.

· Plan and elevation views of installation 

· Assembly details

· Cross sectional views of critical areas

· Control system block diagrams

· Electrical/Control schematics and one-line diagrams

· Force Loop Actuator Control Unit Model diagram

· Power and control routing layouts

· Critical control panel details

· Description of installation plan 

· Equipment data sheets

· Software architectural description that

· Identifies software components and depicts the top-level structure

· Software required: Contractor shall provide the latest version 

· Requirements Traceability Document

· Identification of high risk areas

· Acceptance criteria

· Cost Estimate

· Base Bid

· Bid Option 1

· Bid Option 2

· Construction schedule (preliminary) 

· The Contractor is required to describe what is needed to complete the design to the 100% completion point.

The Preliminary Design Report shall be submitted for review as part of the preliminary design review package. 

3.3.1 Preliminary Design Review

A Facility System Summary Preliminary Design Review (PDR) per LMS-OP-5694 Facility Systems Project Review Requirements, will be conducted to ensure the design meets the requirements and specifications for the system.  The PDR will take place at LaRC.

The Contractor shall supply review materials and participate in an informal PDR.  Key individuals from the Contractor’s design team shall attend the design meeting to answer questions  

This review will be organized as follows:

· Contractor submits the preliminary design documentation package per the SOW.

· A design review kick-off meeting will be held.  The LaRC Project Manager will present an overview of the project and distribute the review materials.  The review panel is given at least one week to review the information provided.  The Contractor is not required to be at this meeting.

·  The review panel will ask questions and provides review comments.  Formal action items may be generated. Key Contractor personnel will answer questions as necessary.

· Action items are issued to the LaRC Project Manager, who then assigns them to the LaRC and/or Contractor team.

The Contractor shall correct problem areas in the design, as identified by the design review panel and directed by the Contracting Officer (or Technical Representative if cost and schedule are not impacted).  Some design iterations are to be expected; however, the Contractor is not required to stop design work while the design review is taking place.

3.0 95% Design Review

The Contractor shall complete the design to the 95% level. The “as-is” design shall be submitted to the Government for an informal review to determine completeness, accuracy, and design constructability. 

· Complete calculations and analysis
· Catalogue cuts 

· Specifications 
· Completed drawings

· Construction cost estimate (detailed, line itemized)

· Base Bid

· Bid Option 1

· Bid Option 2

· Inspection Plan listing critical inspection points

The Government will redline the submitted documents with comments and send the marked up documents back to the Contractor. The Contractor shall incorporate Government comments into the final design documentation.
4.0 Final Design 

4.1 100% Design Submittal

The Contractor shall complete the design with the comments included from the 95% design review above. The Contractor shall develop a complete package (to be included in the 100% Final Design Report) including completed drawings and construction specifications using the NASA SPECSINTACT system. All documents are to have their document masters signed as completed.

4.2 Critical Design Review 

A Facility System Summary Critical Design Review (CDR) per LMS-OP-5694 Facility Systems Project Review Requirements shall be conducted at LaRC at the 100% final design completion point. This review looks at four critical elements; 1) cost, 2) performance (how well the contractor meets requirements), 3) safety, and 4) schedule. The Contractor shall develop the presentation materials and provide assistance to resolve all action items resulting from the review. The Contractor shall present the materials to the review panel. The Contractor shall provide fifteen copies of the presentation. The Government will select the design review panel and assist in establishing the review date and specific location. The Contractor shall prepare a presentation that is a comprehensive summary of the design as documented in the Final Design Report.

· The Contractor shall correct problem areas in the design, as indicated by the design review panel(s) and directed by the Contracting Officer. Some design iterations are to be expected; however, the Contractor is not required to stop design work while the design review is taking place.

· The final version of the comprehensive Final Design Report including any changes due to action items assigned at the CDR, shall be delivered as indicated in the Submittals and Deliverables section.
4.3 Critical Design Report 

A comprehensive Final Design Report shall be provided that includes:

· Sign off with appropriate vender signatures.

· Drawing list, (in EXCEL) which includes new drawings, reference drawings, and existing CCD drawings affected

· Acceptance Criteria


· Drawings:

· Plan and elevation views of installation 

· Control system block diagrams

· Electrical/Control schematics and one-line diagrams

· Force Loop Actuator Control diagram

· Power and control routing layouts

· Wiring Diagrams

· System Schematics

· Control console, panels wiring, cabling and field wiring interface

· Construction details for installation of new components

· Provide design drawings and redlined facility drawings for the portion of the facility or controls affected by the upgrade.

· Device List(s)

· Operation Manual (preliminary)

· Inspection Plan

· Software Configuration Management Plan

· Construction Schedule

· Construction Cost Estimate

· Base bid

· Bid Option 1

· Bid Option 2

· Construction Specification

· Description of Design decisions and alternatives considered

· Design calculations and analysis

· List of high-risk construction items

· List of long lead items

· List of system interfaces

· List of safety considerations

· Preliminary Test Plans and Procedures

· Requirements Traceability Document

4.4 Completion of Bid Package

The Contractor shall develop a complete bid package (to be included in the 100% final report) including completed drawings and construction specifications using the NASA SPECSINTACT system. The Contractor shall include resolved comments from the CDR into the design documents with the document revision updated and signed to reflect the change.
5.0 Submittals and Deliverables

The Contractor shall send deliverables to the office of the Contracting Officer’s Technical Representative at M.S. 465, accompanied by the Technical Submittal Form approved for use under the SERFIS contract.

Drawings in the final submittal shall be provided on paper media, using standard D-size format (original plus 5 copies) and on electronic media using Auto CAD® Release 2002 format on CD-ROM disks (1 copy). 11” by 17” hard copies of preliminary drawing submittals are acceptable as paper media. 

Documents such as specifications, plans, reports, and manuals shall be provided in hard copy form (original plus 5 copies at final submittal) and on electronic media using Microsoft Word/Excel/ PowerPoint® format on CD-ROM disk (1 copy).  

The following submittals are required from the Contractor and shall be delivered on or before the due date shown in the table below:
	SUBMITTAL 
	DUE DATE

(Calendar days)

	Design Documents

10% Design 

            Narrative Report

Preliminary Design 

Preliminary Design Report

PDR Materials
	30 Working days After DO Award

12 Weeks After DO Award

14 Weeks After DO Award

	95% Design

            Design Documents

Final Design 

            100% Design

Final Design Report (CDR version)

· CDR Materials

Final Design Report
	14 Weeks After PDR

18 Weeks After PDR

18 Weeks After PDR

22 Weeks After PDR

28 Weeks After PDR

	
	

	Records

Number and Title of Drawings Document

Design Schedule 

Project Implementation Plan

Project Schedule
	  5 Working days After Site Visit

  5 Working days After Site Visit

  20 Days After DO Award

  20 Days After DO Award

	
	

	Statements
N/A


	


6.0 Government Furnished Items

6.1 Reference Drawings

LD-255542
APPLICATIONS AREA & BLOWER HOUSE

LD-255603
BASEMENT & FOUNDATION PLAN SECTION “B”

LD-255604
1ST FLOOR FRAMING PLAN – SECTION “B”

LD-255605
FRAMING PLAN EL. 22’-0” – SECTION “B”

LD-255606
2ND FLOOR FRAMING PLAN – SECTION “B”

LD-255607
FRAMING PLAN EL. 42’-0” – SECTION “B”

LD-255608
CRANE RUNWAY FRAMING PLAN SECTION “B”

LD-255619
STRUCTURAL WALL SECTIONS

LD-255620
STRUCTURAL WALL SECTIONS

LD-255632
STRUCTURAL SECTIONS

LD-255633
STRUCTURAL SECTIONS

LD-255645
MODEL SUPPORT-ANECHOIC RM. PLAN & SECTIONS

LD-706920
PARTIAL BASEMENT – PHYSICS AREA INTERIOR EFFETS-ROOMS NO.1 & NO. 2

LD-706921
UTILITY PIPING TUNNEL AND BASEMENT PLAN

LD-706924
UTILITY PIPING SECTIONS AND DETAILS

LD-706925
ANECHOIC ROOM – PLAN & SECTION

LD-706926
ANECHOIC ROOM CABLE FLOOR & CEILING

LD-706938
ACOUSTICAL INSTRUMENTION DUCTS – PLAN & DETAILS

LD-707090
DRAWING INDEX

LD-526833
MODEL SUPPORT DETAILS

LD-657918
POWER PLAN, APPLICATIONS AREA FIRST FLOOR

LD-657919
POWER PLAN – APPLICATIONS AREA TEST LEVEL

LD-754188
POWER DISTRIBUTION & ENERGY CONSUMPTION

LD-1101879
QFF ROOM LAYOUT

LA-1027618
KINETIC SPRING MOUNTS TYPE FDS-1-31,00

SK-1079768
MINI ARRAY (SADA) BASEPLATE

6.2 Reference Documents

SAFETY ANALYSIS REPORT EFFORT CODE 22 - ACOUSTICS RESEARCH LABORATORY

FACILITY BASELINE LIST EFFORT CODE 22 - ACOUSTICS RESEARCH LABORATORY
FACILITY SOP EFFORT CODE 22 - ACOUSTICS RESEARCH LABORATORY
Contractor shall contact Government Representative.

6.3 Hardware

The Contractor will remove selected existing equipment impacted by the project after the post award site visit and deliver to the Government representative. 
7.0  Selection Criteria

The government will award a fixed-price purchase order resulting from this solicitation to the quoter whose quote will be most advantageous to the government, price and other factors considered.  All evaluation factors other than price, when combined, are approximately equal to price.  The quote shall be specific, complete and concise. The government will evaluate quotes using the following non-price evaluation factors listed in descending order of importance:

7.1 Past / Present Performance:

References:  The government will evaluate references for determining the quality of previous, relevant work performed.  In the case where a quoter does not have relevant past performance experience as defined below, the government will consider the experience of predecessor companies, key personnel, or subcontractors that will perform major or critical aspects of the requirement if the experience of such companies, key personnel or subcontractors have relevant experience. 

Response to Adverse Information: Quoters will be given an opportunity to respond to any adverse past performance information if such a response was not previously given and the results of the adverse past performance information affect the quoter’s rating.  

Other Information Sources:  In addition to references received, the government reserves the right to rely on any other source of information in making a “best value” tradeoff decision.  

Currency, Relevancy, Trends:  the government may consider the currency, relevancy and trends of past/current performance while conducting its performance evaluation.  For the purpose of this solicitation, “currency” is performance occurring within the last three years for the period preceding the solicitation issue date.  Within this period, performance occurring later in the period may have greater importance than performance occurring earlier in the period.  For example, performance for work occurring during August 2001 may have greater importance than performance occurring in October 2000.  In assessing relevancy, the government may evaluate a quoter’s reference for similarity between the type of service performed and that required by this solicitation.  The government will then assign an adjective descriptor that best describes the relevance of a quoter’s past performance relative to the government’s requirement.  Performance trends may, depending upon the circumstances, have greater importance than sporadic incidents of “Exceptional”, “Marginal” or “Unsatisfactory” performance.   If the contractor has had incidents of marginal or unsatisfactory performance, the government may consider the contractor’s corrective actions to ensure effective and timely problem resolution. Therefore, the contractor is encouraged to explain any such performance problems (e.g. defective equipment, untimely delivery etc.) and corrective actions.

Relevance of Past Performance Ratings:

Table 1

	Adjective Description
	Definition



	Very Relevant
	The quoter’s reference / past performance experience includes all essential elements of the definition of relevant past performance which are critical to successful project completion.

	Relevant
	The quoter’s reference / past performance experience includes most essential elements of the definition of relevant past performance which are critical to successful project completion.

	Somewhat Relevant
	The quoter’s reference / past performance experience includes some essential elements of the definition of relevant past performance which are critical to successful project completion.

	Not Relevant
	The quoter’s reference / past performance experience does not include any essential elements of the definition of relevant past performance which are critical to successful project completion.


Definition of relevant past/present performance:

For the purpose of this requirement, relevant experience critical to success of the project is defined as demonstrated success in activities involving installation of Robotic devices.  Quotes shall clearly demonstrate experience in these activities.

The government will use the following rating scheme to rate the quality of each Quoter’s Past /Present Performance based on completed questionnaires and any other sources of information the government determines appropriate:

Table 2

	(E) Exceptional/High Confidence 
	Based on the quoter’s performance record, essentially no doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort. 



	(VG) Very Good/Significant Confidence
	Based on the quoter’s performance record, little doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort. 



	(S) Satisfactory/Confidence
	Based on the quoter’s performance record, some doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.



	(N) Neutral/Unknown Confidence
	No performance record identifiable.

	(M) Marginal/Little Confidence
	Based on the quoter’s performance record, substantial doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.  Changes to the quoter’s existing processes may be necessary in order to achieve the contract requirements.



	(U) Unsatisfactory/No Confidence
	Based on the quoter’s performance record, extreme doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.




In assigning past performance ratings, the government will make an integrated assessment of an quoter’s past performance considering the quality of past performance, relevancy, currency, trends and corrective actions to resolve problems (as applicable).  

7.2 Technical Approach 

The quote will be evaluated to determine the quoter’s understanding of the requirement as evidenced by the quoter’s plan to accomplish the work, proposed methodology and technical approach, project management approach, technical skill mix and associated qualifications and experience of proposed personnel.  The government will also evaluate the quoter’s methodology for effectively and timely resolving problems that may arise during the project.

7.3 Ability to meet schedule

The quote will be evaluated for the Quoter’s ability to meet the response times as detailed in this statement of work.  The government will evaluate specific examples of completion schedules of relevant work submitted by the quoter.

NASA LaRC will use the rating scheme identified in Table 3 to rate each offerors’ Technical Approach and Ability to Meet Schedule based on the information submitted:

Table 3

	Rating
	Definition

	Exceptional
	Exceeds specified minimum performance or capability requirements in a way beneficial to NASA LaRC.

	Acceptable
	Meets specified minimum performance or capability requirements necessary for acceptable contract performance.

	Marginal
	Does not clearly meet some specified minimum performance or capability requirements necessary for acceptable performance, but any proposal inadequacies are correctable.

	Unacceptable
	Fails to meet specified minimum performance or capability requirements. Proposals with an unacceptable rating are not awardable.


7.4 Price 

Fixed price quotes too high or too low will be considered less responsive.  The government will compare the quoter’s total price (i.e. the sum of the Base Bid plus Options 1 and 2) to competing quotes received and the independent government estimate to determine the overall best value to the government.  
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