SECTION L - INSTRUCTIONS, CONDITIONS, AND NOTICES

TO OFFERORS

_________________________________________________

L.1
LISTING OF PROVISIONS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

NOTICE:  The following contract clauses pertinent to this section are hereby incorporated by reference: 

I.  FEDERAL ACQUISITION REGULATION (48 CFR CHAPTER 1)

CLAUSE

NUMBER     DATE      TITLE

	52.204-6
	OCT 2003 
	DATA UNIVERSAL NUMBERING SYSTEM (DUNS) NUMBER

	52.214-34
	APR 1991 
	SUBMISSION OF OFFERS IN THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE

	52.214-35
	APR 1991 
	SUBMISSION OF OFFERS IN U.S. CURRENCY

	52.215-1 
	JAN 2004
	INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFERORS COMPETITIVE ACQUISITION (ALTERNATE I) (OCT 1997) (ALTERNATE II) (OCT 1997)

	52.216-27
	OCT 1995 
	SINGLE OR MULTIPLE AWARDS

	52.232-38
	MAY 1999 
	SUBMISSION OF ELECTRONIC FUNDS TRANSFER INFORMATION WITH OFFER


II.  NASA FAR SUPPLEMENT (48 CFR CHAPTER 18) PROVISIONS

CLAUSE

NUMBER     DATE      TITLE

	1852.223-73
	NOV 2004 
	SAFETY AND HEALTH PLAN

	1852.227-71
	APR 1984
	REQUESTS FOR WAIVER OF RIGHTS TO INVENTIONS 

	1852.228-80
	SEP 2000 
	 INSURANCE IMMUNITY FROM TORT LIABILITY 

	1852.233-70
	OCT 2002 
	PROTESTS TO NASA


(End Of Provision)

L.2
 SERVICE OF PROTEST (FAR 52.233-2) (AUG 1996) 

(a) Protests, as defined in section 33.101 of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, that are filed directly with an agency, and copies of any protests that are filed with the General Accounting Office (GAO), shall be served on the Contracting Officer (addressed as follows) by obtaining written and dated acknowledgement of receipt from: 

NASA-Ames Research Center

P.O. Box 1000

Attn: Michael J. Hutnik III

Contracting officer

M/S 237-2

Moffett Field, CA 94035-1000

(b) The copy of any protest shall be received in the office designated above within one day of filing a protest with the GAO. 

(End of Provision) 

L.3
 SOLICITATION PROVISIONS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 

(FAR 52.252-1) (FEB 1998) 

This solicitation incorporates one or more solicitation provisions by reference, with the same force and effect as if they were given in full text. Upon request, the Contracting Officer will make their full text available. The offeror is cautioned that the listed provisions may include blocks that must be completed by the offeror and submitted with its quotation or offer. In lieu of submitting the full text of those provisions, the offeror may identify the provision by paragraph identifier and provide the appropriate information with its quotation or offer. Also, the full text of a solicitation provision may be accessed electronically at this/these address(es): 

____________________http://www.arnet.gov/far/___________________

____http://www.hq.nasa.gov/office/procurement/regs/nfstoc.htm___


 I.   FEDERAL ACQUISITION REGULATION (48 CFR CHAPTER 1) PROVISIONS


NUMBER 
DATE 
TITLE


52.204-6
APR 1998
DATA UNIVERSAL NUMBERING SYSTEM (DUNS) NUMBER 


52.211-14
SEP 1990
NOTICE OF PRIORITY RATING FOR NATIONAL DEFENSE USE, check box for DO rating DO-C9


52.215-1
OCT 1997
INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFERORS – COMPETITIVE ACQUISITIONS


52.215-16  
OCT 1997  
FACILITIES CAPITAL COST OF MONEY 



52.215-20
OCT 1997
REQUIREMENTS FOR COST OR PRICING DATA OR INFORMATION OTHER THAN COST OR PRICING DATA Alternate II (OCT 1997) Alternate III (OCT 1997) insert in paragraph (a) Submit the cost portion of the proposal in accordance with L.12(c).


52.222-24  
APR 1984  
PREAWARD ON-SITE EQUAL OPPORTUNITY COMPLIANCE REVIEW 



II.   NASA FAR SUPPLEMENT (48 CFR CHAPTER 18) PROVISIONS


NUMBER 
DATE 
TITLE

[End of Provision]

· 
L.4
NFS 1852.215-75 EXPENSES RELATED TO OFFEROR SUBMISSIONS (DEC 1988)


This solicitation neither commits the Government to pay any cost incurred in the submission of the offer or in making necessary studies or designs for preparing the offer, nor to contract for services or supplies.  Any costs incurred in anticipation of a contract shall be at the offeror’s own risk.

[End of Provision]

· L.5  
NFS 1852.215-81 PROPOSAL PAGE LIMITATION (FEB 1998)

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


 Proposal Section


 Page Limit 

See Provision L.11

(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 Arial 10 (or equivalent, such as Times New Roman 10) type. 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) 
Title pages and tables of contents are excluded from the page counts specified in paragraph (a) of this provision. In addition, the Cost proposal, Volume III, is not page limited. However, 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. 

(d) 
If final revisions are requested, separate page limitations will be specified in the Government's request for that submission. 

(e) 
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.4
52.216-1 TYPE OF CONTRACT (APR 1984)


The Government contemplates award of a cost plus fixed fee type contract that shall resulting from this solicitation.

[End of Provision]


L.5 
1852.219-73 Small Business Subcontracting Plan. (MAY 1999)

  



(a) This provision is not applicable to small business concerns.

 



 (b) The contract expected to result from this solicitation will contain FAR clause 52.219-9, "Small Business Subcontracting Plan."  The Small Business Subcontracting Plan must be submitted with the response to the RFP
(End of provision)

L.6 1852.223-73 Safety and Health Plan. (APRIL 2002)
  
(a) The offeror shall submit a detailed safety and occupational health plan as part of its proposal (see NPG 8715.3, NASA Safety Manual, Appendices).  The plan shall include a detailed discussion of the policies, procedures, and techniques that will be used to ensure the safety and occupational health of Contractor employees and to ensure the safety of all working conditions throughout the performance of the contract.

 
 (b) When applicable, the plan shall address the policies, procedures, and techniques that will be used to ensure the safety and occupational health of the public, astronauts and pilots, the NASA workforce (including Contractor employees working on NASA contracts), and high-value equipment and property.

  

(c) The plan shall similarly address subcontractor employee safety and occupational health for those proposed subcontracts that contain one or more of the following conditions:  



(1) The work will be conducted completely or partly on premises owned or controlled by the government.



(2) The work includes construction, alteration, or repair of facilities in excess of the simplified acquisition threshold.



(3) The work, regardless of place of performance, involves hazards that could endanger the public, astronauts and pilots, the NASA workforce (including Contractor employees working on NASA contracts), or high value equipment or property, and the hazards are not adequately addressed by Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) or Department of Transportation (DOT) regulations (if applicable).

(4) When the assessed risk and consequences of a failure to properly manage and control the hazards warrants use of the clause.

(d) This plan, as approved by the Contracting Officer, will be included in any resulting contract.

 (End of provision)

· L.7
NFS 1852.227-71 REQUESTS FOR WAIVER OF RIGHTS TO INVENTIONS (APR 1984)


(a)
In accordance with the NASA Patent Waiver Regulations, 14 CFR Section 1245, Subpart 1, waiver of rights to any or all inventions made or that may be made under a NASA contract or subcontract with other than a small business firm or a domestic nonprofit organization may be requested at different time periods.  Advance waiver of rights to any or all inventions that may be made under a contract or subcontract may be requested prior to the execution of the contract or subcontract, or within 30 days after execution by the selected contractor.  In addition, waiver of rights to an identified invention made and reported under a contract or subcontract may be requested, even though a request for an advance waiver was not made or, if made, was not granted.

(b)
Each request for waiver of rights shall be by petition to the Administrator and shall include an identification of the petitioner; place of business and address; if petitioner is represented by counsel, the name, address and telephone number of the counsel; the signature of the petitioner or authorized representative; and the date of signature. No specific forms need be used, but the request should contain a positive statement that waiver of rights is being requested under the NASA Patent Waiver Regulations; a clear indication of whether the request is for an advance waiver or for a waiver of rights for an individual identified invention; whether foreign rights are also requested and, if so, the countries, and a citation of the specific section or sections of the regulations under which such rights are requested; and the name, address, and telephone number of the party with whom to communicate when the request is acted upon.  Requests for advance waiver of rights should, preferably, be included with the proposal, but in any event in advance of negotiations.

(c)
Petitions for advance waiver, prior to contract execution, must be submitted to the Contracting Officer.  All other petitions will be submitted to the Patent Representative designated in the contract.

(d)
Petitions submitted with proposals selected for negotiation of a contract will be forwarded by the Contracting Officer to the installation Patent Counsel for processing and then to the Inventions and Contributions Board.  The Board will consider these petitions and where the Board makes the findings to support the waiver, the Board will recommend to the Administrator that waiver be granted, and will notify the petitioner and the Contracting Officer of the Administrator's determination.  The Contracting Officer will be informed by the Board whenever there is insufficient time or information or other reasons to permit a decision to be made without unduly delaying the execution of the contract.  In the latter event, the petitioner will be so notified by the Contracting Officer.  All other petitions will be processed by installation Patent Counsel and forwarded to the Board.  The Board shall notify the petitioner of its action and if waiver is granted, the conditions, reservations, and obligations thereof will be included in the Instrument of Waiver.  Whenever the Board notifies a petitioner of a recommendation adverse to, or different from, the waiver requested, the petitioner may request reconsideration under procedures set forth in the Regulations.

[End of Provision]


· L.8
NFS 1852.227-84 PATENT RIGHTS CLAUSES (DEC 1989)

This solicitation contains the patent right clauses of FAR 52.227-11 (as modified by the NFS) and NFS 1852.227-70.  If the contract resulting from this solicitation is awarded to a small business or nonprofit organization, the clause at NFS 1852.227-70 shall not apply.  If the award is to other than a small business or nonprofit organization, the clause at FAR 52.227-11 shall not apply.

[End of Provision]

· L.9
NFS 1852.233-70 PROTESTS TO NASA (MAR 1997)

Potential bidders or offerors may submit a protest under 48 CFR part 33 (FAR Part 33) directly to the Contracting Officer.  As an alternative to the Contracting Officer’s consideration of a protest, a potential bidder or offeror may submit the protest to the Deputy Associate Administrator for Procurement, who will serve as or designate the official responsible for conducting an independent review.  Protests requesting an independent review shall be addressed to Deputy Associate Administrator to Procurement, NASA Code H, Washington, D.C. 20546-0001.

[End of Provision]

· L.10
52.233-2 SERVICE OF PROTEST (AUG 1996)



(a)
Protests, as defined in Section 33.101 of the Federal Acquisition Regulation, that are filed directly with an agency, and copies of any protests that are filed with the General Accounting Office (GAO), shall be served on the Contracting Officer (addressed as follows) by obtaining written and dated acknowledgment of receipt from:



Contracting Officer



NASA Ames Research Center



Mail Stop:237-2



Moffett Field, CA 94035-1000


(b)
The copy of any protest shall be received in the office designated above within one day of filing a protest with the GAO.

[End of Provision]


· L.11
ARC 52.215-90 PROPOSAL PREPARATION - GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS (JUL 1997)


(a)
Proposal Format Instructions.  This provision may contain requirements more restrictive than NASA provision 1852.215-81 on Page Limitations and should be considered "in addition to" the NASA clause.  Submit your proposal package in three (3) volumes identified as follows:

	Volume
	Title
	Copies

	I
	Mission Suitability Proposal
	Original + 3 copies (printed) as specified at L.11 (b)(1) c.

	II
	Past Performance
	Original + 3 copies (printed) 

	III
	Cost Proposal
	Original + 3copies (printed) as specified at L.11 (b)(1) c.


Each part of the proposal shall be complete and prepared in accordance with these instructions so evaluation of each part can be accomplished concurrently and separately.

Total page count of Volumes I and II combined shall not exceed 80 pages (40 double sided sheets) combined, including introductory pages and indexes, but excluding title pages, tables of contents, resumes, blank divider pages, and certifications and acknowledgments.

Pages submitted in excess of the page limitation will not be evaluated, but will be returned to the offeror.  For evaluation purposes, page count will begin with Volume I and will end when the page limitation is reached.  The Cost Proposal, Volume III, does not have a page limitation.  However, the Cost Proposal is to be strictly limited to cost and price information.  Information that can be construed as belonging in one of the other volumes will be so construed and counted against the other volume's page limitation.

Proposals shall be submitted using three ring binders and 8-1/2 X 11 inch white paper, a page is defined as one side of a sheet, 8-1/2 X11, with at least one inch margins on all sides, using not smaller than Arial 10 (or equivalent, such as Times New Roman 10) type.  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.

Proposals submitted in a smaller size type will be converted to Arial 10 equivalent.  After conversion, pages in excess of the page limitation will not be evaluated, but will be returned to the offeror using the methodology stated above.

Volumes I, II, and III shall be submitted in separate binders.  Diagrams, charts and photographs may be reduced and, if necessary, run landscape or folded to eliminate oversize pages.  Text in diagrams, charts, and photographs shall be no smaller that Arial 8 (or equivalent, such as Times New Roman 8).  Diagrams, tables, charts, and photographs shall not be used to circumvent the text size limitations of the proposal.  The Government will convert excessive and unnecessary use of smaller text in diagrams, tables, charts and photographs to Arial 8 type and count the excess text towards the page limitation.  Fold-outs count as an equivalent number 8-1/2 X 11-inch pages.

Include a cover letter and attach the certifications and acknowledgments specified in Part IV, Section K.  (Certifications and acknowledgments may be bound in the Cost Volume).  Please provide the following information in the cover letter, which must be signed by an official, authorized to contractually bind your company:

a.
The names and phone numbers of persons to be contacted for clarification of questions of a technical nature.

b.
A statement that the proposal is firm for a period of NOT FEWER THAN 180 DAYS.

c.
A statement of acceptance of the anticipated contract provisions and proposed contract schedule, or specific exceptions taken to any of the terms and conditions.

d.
The proposal package shall be addressed and forwarded to:

NASA Ames Research Center

Attn: Contracting Officer

M/S 237-2, 

NNA06133950R-MJH 

Moffett Field, CA 94035-1000

Concurrent with the above submission, forward two (2) copies of the Cost Proposal, marked NNA06133950R(MJH)/NASA Proposal Evaluation Material, to the cognizant DCAA.

All proposal volumes SHALL BE SUBMITTED TO THE ABOVE ADDRESS NO LATER THAN                             2006.   Requests for extensions are strongly discouraged.

LATE SUBMISSION:  Any volume submitted after the above-specified time period will cause the entire proposal to be considered late in accordance with provision FAR 52.215-10, "Late Submissions, Modifications, and Withdrawals of Proposals."

 
 (b)
 Proposal Preparation Instructions


(1) Mission Suitability Proposal (Volume I) General Instructions


a.
All pages in Volume I shall be numbered and identified with the offeror's name, RFP number, and date.  A table of contents shall be provided with figures and tables listed separately.  Where necessary, a cross-reference sheet to other volumes shall be included.


b.
The proposal format shall parallel the format of the Mission Suitability Subfactors as outlined below under "Specific Instructions".  EACH SECTION OF THE PROPOSAL, IF APPROPRIATE, SHALL SPECIFY THE PARAGRAPH NUMBER FROM THE STATEMENT OF WORK THAT IS BEING ADDRESSED.

EACH SECTION OF THE PROPOSAL SHALL FULLY ADDRESS ITS PARTICULAR AREA SO THAT EVALUATION OF EACH FACTOR/SUBFACTOR CAN BE ACCOMPLISHED SEPARATELY

c. Both technical and management plan information shall be included in the Mission Suitability proposal.  No cost/price data shall be included except as stated in "Specific Instructions."  The proposal shall not assume that the evaluation team is aware of your abilities, capabilities, plans, facilities, organization, or any other pertinent fact that is important to accomplishment of work.  Further, the evaluation will be based primarily on the information presented (or referenced) in the written proposal.  Each listed evaluation subfactor shall be specifically addressed.

(2) Past Performance Proposal (Volume II).  As a minimum, the proposal should include the following:

(a)
A list of similar Government and industry contracts as required in L.12.

(a) For each cost-type contract identified above, specify and explain the amounts of cost growth, if any.  Explain growth resulting from extensions to the period of performance; from work added to the scope of the contract; and from performance that cost more than originally predicted or estimated.

(b) Identify and explain any terminations for default and any OSHA and environmental violations cited.

Cost/Price Proposal (Volume III).  Cost/price proposals must contain sufficient pricing information to support negotiation of the contract type noted in this Section L under provision 52.216-1, Type of Contract.  If certification of cost or pricing data is required in accordance with Federal Acquisition Regulation 15.406-2, the successful offeror will be required to submit a Certificate of Current Cost or Pricing Data in the form set forth in FAR 15.406-2 prior to the execution of any contract to be awarded as a result of this solicitation.

[End of Provision]


· L.12
PROPOSAL PREPARATION - SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS (ARC 52.215-91) (JUL 1997) 


(a)
Mission Suitability Proposal (Volume I)

The content of the offeror's Mission Suitability Proposal shall provide the basis for evaluation of the offeror's response to the technical requirements of the RFP.  As a minimum, the Mission Suitability Proposal shall address the following subfactors, which are detailed in Section M:

(1).  Understanding the Requirement (Subfactor)
(i) Overall Understanding and Approach

Provide a detailed narrative describing your proposed approach for performing the work required in the Statement of Work (SOW), demonstrating your understanding of the requirements as described in the Statement of Work. Include in your discussion your understanding of the critical issues involved in conducting advanced rotary wing research and development with a focus on analysis, testing, and validation.  For the sample tasks provided, explain an approach to task execution that not only meets stated requirements but also maximizes the technical output and benefit to the Government through the approach selected.  Provide sufficient detail in the proposal to document your ability to understand and address the scope of effort that is captured in the Statement of Work, in particular understanding and approaches to meeting requirements that are not addressed in the specific sample tasks provided. The proposal should highlight computer modeling, design and development, fabrication, testing, analysis, system engineering, project management, technical writing, security and other functions necessary to complete projects as required.  This description should address your proposed approach for a process that will enhance workflow, increase productivity, improve quality and reduce cost.  Highlight any innovative approaches, the justification and expected advantage to the Government.  Describe your approach in identifying, reporting and resolving typical problems that may be encountered in satisfying the requirements of the SOW.  Describe areas of potential risk to the successful fulfillment of the requirements and approaches for minimizing their impact as appropriate.  Describe your approach to safety issues and quality assurance and your understanding of NASA guidelines and procedures. Any exceptions, qualifications, or changes to the SOW should be described in detail. 

(2) Technical Capability, Staffing, and Facilities

The proposal should accurately characterize the technical expertise and capabilities of the personnel, rotary wing analysis and modeling tools available, and research facilities to be used to meet the requirements of the statement of work.  Key personnel are to be identified in the specific areas noted in the statement of work as representative of the technical expertise to be used. Education, experience, publications, participation in technical societies, awards, patents, and training are all means to substantiate technical expertise.  Any issues or shortcomings in providing technical competence in an area of the statement of work should be identified and explained as to how this limitation will be overcome.  State of the art analysis and modeling tools in use and experience with them should be described.  Access to facilities, including test articles, laboratories, computational systems, aircraft, and their supporting equipment and subsystems should be characterized to the extent necessary to provide a basis of capability to meet the requirements of the statement of work.

(3) Management Plan (Subfactor)

Provide a detailed Management Plan describing your proposed organizational structure and management approach, emphasizing how you propose to accomplish and control the effort necessary for fulfillment of the SOW requirements.  Describe supervisory responsibility, lines of authority, subcontracts or cooperative business arrangements and relationships to other entities.  Explain who will perform the work, and who will have authority over the contract, and/or an ability to impact the performance of the contract, and who has overall contract management authority. 

Describe your plans for tracking and controlling work and for supervising and monitoring performance including methods for monitoring, maintaining and enhancing the quality of any task deliverables.  Describe any proposed subcontracting and or cooperative business arrangements, their operational and technical benefits to NASA, and the effectiveness of your proposed approach for managing these arrangements to ensure meeting the requirements of the statement of work.

(b)
Past Performance Proposal (Volume II)

NASA Ames Research Center is emphasizing Past Performance as a source selection factor, more so than in the past.  The goal of this area is to obtain information regarding the offeror and major subcontractor's relevant past performance specifically in the areas of technical performance and contract management.  Therefore, specific information will be required from the offeror and any proposed major subcontractors, and the offeror's and major subcontractor's past and active customers as identified in i and ii below.  The Government reserves the right to require additional past performance information from other subcontractors that may be deemed critical by the Government, and from entities that will substantially contribute to the proposed contract, or have the potential to significantly impact performance of the proposed contract. (An entity is defined as an organization such as a division or branch of a corporation, or a parent, subsidiary or affiliate of the corporation).

In addition to the information listed above, the Government will obtain data regarding past performance of the offeror and major subcontractors.  This information may be obtained from sources such as the NASA FAC (Financial and Contract) System (electronic database of NASA contracts), NASA's award fee score database, NASA's CPAP (Contractor Performance Assessment Program), the NASA Inspector General, the government list of debarred or suspended contractors, direct queries of customers, and other sources as deemed necessary.  If NASA identifies contracts considered relevant to this evaluation which were not included in the references submitted by an offeror or major subcontractor, NASA may solicit information regarding contract performance from appropriate sources as necessary.

The major areas to be evaluated for the Past Performance factor are Relevant Technical Performance and Contract Management

i.  Information Provided by Offeror and Major Subcontractors

Information regarding relevant technical performance, contract management and corporate structure may be supplied by the offeror and major subcontractors for the reference contracts that are identified in paragraphs ii (A), (B), and (C).  Other information as specified in paragraph i (D) is to be supplied as stipulated.

(A) Relevant Technical Performance

The offeror and major subcontractors (as defined in section j. Exhibit 9, subcontracts with an aggregate value of $500,000 or more) can provide any relevant technical performance information for each of their reference contracts that are identified in paragraphs ii (A), (B), and (C) to assist in the Government's evaluation on the following topics:


1. Compliance with technical requirements

2. Contractor flexibility and effectiveness in dealing with changes to technical requirements

3. Innovative and resource efficient solutions to satisfy technical requirements


4. Problems encountered and the corrective action taken

(B) Contract Management

The offeror and major subcontractors can provide any contract management information for each of their reference contracts to assist in the Government's evaluation on the following topics:

1. Record in conforming with the terms and conditions of contracts

2. Schedule compliance at the project level

3. Cost performance at the project level

4. Staff contract with appropriate skill mixes

5. Any overruns in direct and indirect overhead rates and their impact on overall cost performance

6. The record related to the timely and fair implementation and/or negotiation of contract changes

7. Safety record

8. Interface with customers

9. Subcontract management 

10. The management of both small and large tasks as well as the management of a large number of varied tasks simultaneously

11. The human resources activity and history of effectively hiring, retaining, and motivating quality personnel

12. History of handling labor relation problems

13. The response to work as assigned and the completion of work plans

 (D) Other Information

For all relevant contracts and for all NASA contracts (or for company as a whole, as applicable) completed within the last three years or active for at least one year (not just reference contracts), the offeror and Major Subcontractors shall:

1.  Describe significant awards and certifications.  Identify what segment of the company received the award or certification, when it was received and whether any certifications are still current.

2.  For Award Fee or Incentive Fee contracts, provide the fee results by evaluation period.

3.  For each cost-type contract, specify the amounts of and explain the reason for cost underruns or overruns, if any.  Specify the amounts and explain the reason for any cost savings or growth resulting from deletions or extensions to the period of performance, from work added/deleted to the scope of the contract, and from performance that cost more or less than originally predicted or estimated.

4.  Provide examples of improved quality performance and the metrics used to measure the improvement.

5. Identify and explain any serious performance problems, any termination for default, any environmental violations, and any safety violations cited.

6.  Submit certified Financial Statements, including income statement and balance sheet, for the past three years.  If this information is proprietary to the Subcontractor, the Subcontractor may submit certified Financial Statements directly to the government.
ii.  Reference Information

The following information is to be supplied by each offeror and Major Subcontractor.  All information requested must concern contracts to be relevant in technical requirements, size and complexity to the contract expected to be awarded from this RFP.  This information shall concern only work performed by the offeror's or Major Subcontractor's business entity that will perform the work under this contract, if awarded.

(A) Each offeror and Major Subcontractor shall complete Sections I and II of the Past Performance Questionnaire in Section J, Attachment D for each active (underway at least one year) or recently completed (completed within the last three years) NASA contract valued at or above $500,000 that is relevant, and for each reference identified in paragraphs (B) and (C) below.  These are to be sent directly to the Government. 

To facilitate the review process, the offeror is requested to send a list of the contracts, with contact name, telephone number or email address, from whom questionnaires were requested, directly to the Government at least 10 calendar days prior to the proposal due date. 

(B) Each offeror and Major Subcontractor shall send a blank Past Performance Questionnaire to the Contracting Officer or Contracting Officer's Technical Representative of six completed (completed within the last three years) or active (underway at least one year) relevant NASA contracts.

(C) Each offeror and Major Subcontractor shall provide blank questionnaires to customers from two other relevant (United States, State or local) Government contracts, and from two relevant commercial contracts.

Each offeror is responsible for assuring that the customers return questionnaires directly to the Government.  Questionnaires will be accepted up until the closing time and date for receipt of proposals.  If the offeror or Major Subcontractor does not have enough references to meet these requirements, references shall be provided to the maximum extent possible in line with the requirements stated above.  If deemed necessary, the offeror and Major Subcontractors may submit more than the minimum number of required reference.

(c)
Cost/Price Proposal (Volume III)

These instructions are to assist the offeror in submitting information, other than cost or pricing data, that is required to evaluate the reasonableness and realism of the proposed cost/price. Compliance with these instructions is mandatory and failure to comply may result in rejection of the proposal.  Note that unrealistically low or high proposed costs or prices, initially or subsequently, may be grounds for eliminating a proposal from competition either on the basis that the offeror does not understand the requirement or has made an unrealistic proposal. Offers should be sufficiently detailed to demonstrate their reasonableness and realism.  The burden of proof for credibility of proposed costs/prices rests with the offeror.

Offerors must provide summary cost information for each year of performance, using the format provided in the exhibits described below. 
(1) Cost or Pricing Information Requirements.

In accordance with FAR 15.403-1(b) and 15.403-3(a), information other than cost or pricing data may be required to support price reasonableness and cost realism. Information shall be provided in accordance with FAR 15.403-5.  If, after receipt of proposals, the CO determines that there is insufficient information available to determine price reasonableness and none of the exceptions in FAR 15.403-1 apply, the offeror shall be required to submit cost or pricing data.

(2) Rounding.

All dollar amounts provided shall be rounded to the nearest dollar.  All loaded labor rates shall be rounded to the nearest penny.

(3) Estimating System.

Provide a summary description of your standard estimating system or methods.  The summary description shall cover separately each major cost element (e.g., Direct Material, Engineering Labor, Manufacturing Labor, Indirect Costs, Other Direct Costs, Overhead, F&A, etc.).  Also, identify any deviations from your standard estimating procedures in preparing this proposal volume.  Indicate whether you have Government approval of your system and, if so, provide evidence of such approval.

(4) Purchasing System.

Provide a summary description of your purchasing system or methods (e.g., how material requirements are determined, how sources are selected, when firm quotes are obtained, what provision is made to ensure quantity and other discounts).  Also, identify any deviations from your standard procedures in preparing this proposal. Indicate whether you have Government approval of your system and, if so, provide evidence of such approval.

(5) Accounting System.

Indicate whether you have Government approval of your accounting system and, if so, provide evidence of such approval.  Also, identify any deviations from your standard procedures in preparing this proposal.

(6) Exhibits.

Cost/price proposals should, as a minimum, include the following information for the prime contractor as well as any subcontract valued at $500,000 or more. 

(1) EXHIBIT 1: STANDARD FORM 1448.  Information other than cost or pricing data must be submitted on separate Standard Form (SF) 1448s.  Blank forms are provided (see Section J), and local reproduction is authorized.  A separate SF 1448 is required for each of the following:

(i) Base Period

(ii) Each Option Period 

In accordance with FAR 15.804-6(b)(2), information submitted on SF 1448s shall be prepared following the instructions provided in Table 15-3, "Instructions for Submission of Information Other Than Cost or Pricing Data."  Each SF 1448 shall be properly completed and signed by an official authorized to contractually bind the offeror.  Proper completion includes identification of the cognizant DCAA Office and Defense Contract Administration Office and, in the reference columns, the information other than cost or pricing data submitted. 

(2) EXHIBIT 2 AND 2A:  SUMMARY OF COST/PRICE AND FEE/PROFIT. 

(i)  Exhibit 2 includes the total cost, total fee, total cost plus fee, and a grand total broken out by individual contract base and option years. 

(ii)  Exhibit 2A is similar to Exhibit 2 except that major subcontractors are broken out from the prime Contractor's cost.  Major subcontracts are defined as those with subcontracts in excess of $500,000. 

(3)EXHIBIT 3:  SUMMARY OF ELEMENTS OF COSTS--TOTAL PROGRAM.  This exhibit summarizes the elements of cost (excluding fee) by contract year for the various periods in the contract (basic and options).  Details of the various elements of cost are to be shown in the schedules. 

(4) EXHIBIT 4:  SUMMARY OF RATES.  This exhibit reflects the overhead and F&A rates by contract year and offeror's fiscal year.  Other burden rates (e.g., fringe benefits, material overhead) must be shown separately.  This exhibit summarizes the offeror's fiscal year date from Schedule B and Schedule C for Overhead and F&A, respectively.  Identify the offeror's fiscal year in the space provided (e.g., 12-31-02), and show the offeror's rates for its applicable accounting periods for the various contract years.  Provide explanations for deviations of the contract rate from the fiscal year rates.  Ceilings, if proposed, must be expressed as a percentage rate for each contract year. 

(5) SCHEDULE A:  DIRECT LABOR COST SUMMARIES.  This schedule shows the direct labor cost by labor category for each contract year with the labor rates used to compute the cost.  The projected labor rates must be based on current rates escalated for each year of contract performance.  The following annual rates of escalation are recommended by NASA Headquarters, but are not mandatory.  Provide rationale and justification for escalation rates proposed if different from the Government Rate of Change. 

	Fiscal Year
	Rate of Change

	2006
	3.0%

	2007
	3.0%

	2008
	3.0%

	2009
	3.0%

	2010
	3.0%


(6) SCHEDULE B:  OVERHEAD EXPENSE SCHEDULE.  This schedule shows, by offeror's fiscal year, each item of expense included in the Overhead pool.  In addition to showing projected expenses through the life of the Contract, including all options, show the actuals for each of the prior three fiscal years.  If more than one overhead pool is proposed, a separate Schedule B must be included for each pool and appropriately identified.  Provide the base for distribution and the amount of the base on this schedule.  If the rates are negotiated forward pricing rates, furnish the name of the Government agency with whom they were negotiated and the date of negotiations.  If not negotiated, state the basis of the rates. 

(7) SCHEDULE C:  FACILITIES AND ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE SCHEDULE.  This schedule shows, by offeror's fiscal year, each item of expense included in the F&A pool.  In addition to showing projected expenses through the life of the Contract, including all options, show the actuals for each of the prior three fiscal years.  Provide the base for distribution and the amount of the base, segregated by firmed (backlog) and prospective business, on this schedule.  If the rates are negotiated forward pricing rates, furnish the name of the Government agency with whom they were negotiated and the date of negotiations.  If not negotiated, state the basis of the rates. 

(8) SCHEDULE D:  SCHEDULE OF SUBCONTRACTS.  This schedule summarizes the activity proposed to be subcontracted and includes all subcontracts that have an aggregate cost in excess of $500,000. These subcontractors are required to submit all applicable cost exhibits and schedules specified in this RFP.  Provide major subcontract costs completely broken down by cost element for evaluation.  In addition, provide the following information: 

(i) a brief description of work to be subcontracted; 

(ii) number of quotes solicited and received; 

(iii) type of proposed subcontract (i.e., firm-fixed price, cost-plus-fixed-fee, labor hour, etc.); 

(iv) subcontractor selected and basis for selection; and 

(v) cost or price analysis performed by the offeror. 

(9) FEE SCHEDULE.  Submit the proposed fee schedule with rationale for the amount proposed. 

[END OF SECTION]

SECTION M - EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD TO OFFERORS

________________________________________

M.1
LISTING OF PROVISIONS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE

NOTICE:  The following contract clauses pertinent to this section are hereby incorporated by reference: 

I.  FEDERAL ACQUISITION REGULATION (48 CFR CHAPTER 1)

CLAUSE

NUMBER     DATE      TITLE

II.  NASA FAR SUPPLEMENT (48 CFR CHAPTER 18) PROVISIONS

CLAUSE

NUMBER     DATE      TITLE

(End Of Provision)

 SECTION M -- EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

· M.1
SOLICITATION PROVISIONS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE 52.252-1 (JUN 1998)


This contract incorporates one or more clauses by reference, with the same force and effect as if they were given in full text.  Upon request, the Contracting Officer will make their full text available. The offeror is cautioned that the listed provisions may include blocks that must be completed by the offeror and submitted with its quotation or offer. In lieu of submitting the full text of those provisions, the offeror may identify the provision by paragraph identifier and provide the appropriate information with its quotation or offer. Also, the full text of a clause may be accessed electronically at this/these address (es):

http://www.arnet.gov/far/
http://www.hq.nasa.gov/office/procurement/regs/nfstoc.htm



 HYPERLINK "http://procure.arc.nasa.gov/Acq/Center_Clauses/Index.html" 

http://procure.arc.nasa.gov/Acq/Center_Clauses/Index.html



I.   FEDERAL ACQUISITION REGULATION (48 CFR CHAPTER 1) PROVISIONS


NUMBER 
DATE 
TITLE

· M.2
EVALUATION APPROACH ARC 52.215-104  (FEB 1997)(Modified JUL 1999)


(A)
General


(1) This provision is intended to explain the rationale and precise criteria by which proposals will be assessed by the Government.  Offerors are to prepare proposals with these criteria in mind (i.e. in terms of both content and organization), in order to assist the Government in determining the relative merit of proposals in relation to the requirements defined in the Statement of Work (Section C).


(2) THE GOVERNMENT INTENDS TO AWARD A CONTRACT BASED ON INITIAL OFFERS RECEIVED, WITHOUT DISCUSSION OF SUCH OFFERS.  Accordingly, each offeror should submit its initial proposal to the Government using the most favorable terms from a technical and cost standpoint.

(3) Proposals will be evaluated in accordance with the requirements of FAR Subpart 15.3, “Source Selection,” as supplemented by NFS Subpart 1815.3, “Source Selection.”  Offerors should recognize that the initial evaluation of proposals and the determination of the competitive range, if any, will be made upon a review of written proposals only, plus some independent investigations that may be made with regard to Past Performance and Cost/Price. Pursuant to NASA FAR Supplement 1815.305-70, the initial evaluation of a proposal shall not be completed when it is determined that the proposal is unacceptable because: (1) It does not represent a reasonable initial effort to address the essential requirements of the RFP or clearly demonstrates that the offeror does not understand the requirements; (2) In research and development acquisitions, a substantial design drawback is evident in the proposal, and sufficient correction or improvement to consider the proposal acceptable would require virtually an entirely new technical proposal; or (3) It contains major deficiencies or omissions or out-of-line costs which discussions with the offeror could not reasonably be expected to cure.  Discussions will be held only if award on the basis of initial offers is determined not to be in the Government’s best interest.  Pursuant to FAR 15.306(c)(1) and (2), if written or oral discussions are conducted, the Government will seek revised proposals from offerors within the competitive range. The competitive range will be limited to the greatest number of proposals that will permit an efficient competition among the most highly rated proposals.

(4) A Source Evaluation Committee (SEC) has been appointed to perform the evaluation of proposals received in response to this RFP.  In carrying out its responsibility, the Committee will evaluate proposals with respect to three factors as follows: Mission Suitability, Past Performance, and Cost/Price. 

(5) When The SEC concludes its evaluations, it will present its findings to the Source Selection Authority (SSA) for this procurement.  The SSA will make the judgments required in selecting the offeror that he/she considers able to perform the contract in a manner most advantageous to the Government, all factors considered.

(B) Evaluation Factors.   There are three evaluation factors for this procurement: Mission Suitability, Past Performance, and Cost/Price.  A general definition of these factors may be found at NFS 1815.304, “Evaluation Factors and Significant Subfactors”. 

The Mission Suitability factor establishes the offeror's technical and management approaches, the organizational/management structures to be used, and the key people and positions that will be employed to achieve its technical commitments.  Mission Suitability constitutes the "what" and "how" of the proposal.  Through Past Performance, the offeror has an opportunity to articulate, through examples, its experience and quality of performance in implementing its technical and management approaches.  Accordingly, Past Performance provides insight into how well the contractor has "done what it said it would do" on comparable efforts.  Cost/Price ensures that the anticipated cost of meeting the government’s requirements is based on sound accounting practices and represents accurate characterization of costs incurred under the awarded contract.


(a)
Mission Suitability Factor
Through the Mission Suitability Factor, the SEC seeks to determine that the offeror indicates a thorough understanding of the work that is expected to be accomplished. The SEC is primarily interested in the entities (an entity is defined as an organization such as a division or branch of a corporation, or a parent, subsidiary, or affiliate of the corporation) actually performing the work with regard to their formal training, technical expertise and capability to perform. 

The subfactors are: Understanding the Requirement, Technical Capability, Staffing and Facilities, and Management Plan.


(1).  Understanding the Requirement (Subfactor)
Overall Understanding and Approach.  The narrative will be evaluated based on the completeness with respect to elements listed in Section L, degree of understanding of the functions and tasks to be performed and the different disciplines involved, and how these disciplines are to be applied to current and future NASA facilities, programs and projects supported by this contract.  Simply restating the Statement of Work (SOW) will be unacceptable and evaluated as such.  The narrative evaluation will be based on:

The offeror's understanding of the technical functions identified in the SOW and the soundness, technical merit, innovativeness, efficiency, and effectiveness of the offeror's proposed plan for accomplishing the requirements.  The offeror will be evaluated on its understanding of the requirements as described in the Statement of Work. For the sample tasks provided, assessments will be made to judge the approach to task execution that not only meets stated requirements but also maximizes the technical output and benefit to the Government through the approach selected.  Adequacy of understanding and approaches to meeting requirements that are not addressed in the specific sample tasks provided will be assessed. Ability to pursue and conduct modeling, design and development, fabrication, testing, analysis, system engineering, project management, technical writing, security and other functions necessary to complete projects will be analyzed. Special emphasis will be given to enhancing workflow, increasing productivity, improving quality and realizing cost targets.  Other areas to be assessed and evaluated include the approach in identifying, reporting and resolving typical problems that may be encountered in satisfying the requirements of the SOW, areas of potential risk to the successful fulfillment of the requirements and approaches for minimizing their impact as appropriate.   The realism, effectiveness and innovativeness of the offeror's proposed approach to ensuring technical quality and to staying abreast of current research and innovative technologies shall also be evaluated.


(2).  Technical Capability, Staffing, and Facilities (Subfactor)
Overall Capability, Key Personnel, and Critical Facilities.  The proposal will be evaluated as to the technical expertise and capabilities of the personnel, rotary wing analysis and modeling tools available, and research facilities to be used to meet the requirements of the statement of work.  Key personnel identified in the specific areas will be evaluated in the ability to be responsive to sample tasks and to the scope of effort within the statement of work.   The level education, experience, publications, participation in technical societies, awards, patents, and training will be used to judge technical expertise.  Any issues or shortcomings in providing technical competence in an area of the statement of work not identified and explained as to how this limitation will be overcome will be negatively judged.  State of the art analysis and modeling tools in use and experience with them will be assessed.  Access and quality of facilities, including test articles, laboratories, computational systems, aircraft, and their supporting equipment and subsystems will be evaluated on the likelihood to provide a strong basis of capability to meet the requirements of the statement of work.

(3).
Management Plan (Subfactor)
The offeror's planned organizational structure and management approach, including supervisory responsibility, lines of authority, subcontracts or cooperative business arrangements, and relationships to other entities will be evaluated. The Government will evaluate who will perform the work under the contract, has authority over the contract, and/or an ability to impact the performance of the contract, and who has overall contract management authority. The offeror’s approach for tracking and controlling all work and for supervising and monitoring performance including methods for monitoring, maintaining and enhancing the quality of work and maintaining customer satisfaction will be evaluated.  The offeror's proposed management structure, functions, authority, and reporting system will be evaluated on applicability to the anticipated type of work described in the SOW and on innovativeness in terms of efficiency and effectiveness.   Evaluation will include the efficient and effective use of proposed sub-contracting and cooperative business arrangements, their operational and technical benefits to NASA, and the effectiveness of the proposed approach for managing these arrangements to assure that the Government obtains quality products.  

(b) 
Past Performance Factor
Past performance is a particularly important factor in evaluating the offeror's ability to meet the requirements of this procurement.  By acquiring and reviewing information from a variety of sources, the Government will evaluate each offeror's suitability to fulfill the requirements of this contract.  This portion of the evaluation pertains to overall corporate experience, or subcontractors that will perform major or critical aspects of the requirement, as it pertains to programs with both Government and industry covering prime and subcontract performance.  The Government will consider the time factor and relevance of the information, source of the information, context of the data, and general trends in performance of the offeror and Major Subcontractors.  Projects will be reviewed that include a magnitude, complexity and sensitivity of effort similar to those expected in this requirement with respect to technical, cost, schedule or management elements, or constraints.  Specifically, the Government will obtain information and past and current performance regarding relevant technical performance, contract management and corporate structure.  Past Performance, or how an offeror performed on earlier similar work, is an indicator of how well it can be expected to perform on this procurement.    

A.  By reviewing references of past and active relevant technical performance, the Government will evaluate the offeror and Major Subcontractors' experience level in working with research and development that are similar in complexity and function as those that will be worked on under this contract.  The past relevant technical performance review will allow the Government to evaluate the depth of the offeror and Major Subcontractors' experience, whether newly acquired or established over time.  The technical review will also allow the Government to evaluate the degree of successfulness with which the offeror and Major Subcontractors have satisfied technical requirements of projects on past and active contracts.

B.  A review of the offeror's and Major Subcontractors' performance of past and active contract management will allow the Government to evaluate the effectiveness, timeliness and success of in-place procedures and processes in the areas of contract, subcontract management, human resources and procurement.  The Government evaluation will favor evidence of past and present contract management performance that displays simple and efficient procedures and processes as opposed to those that are tedious and overly burdensome.  The evaluation will include a human resources review that will look for a record or retention of a stable, technically qualified, motivated work force, with allowances for fluctuations in the work force reflecting the workload fluctuations.  The efficiency of the offeror's procurement system will be evaluated, favoring those that reflect expeditious procurements that meet Government procurement regulations. 

C.  The review of the offeror's corporate structure will allow the Government to evaluate current and past performance that was affected by the position of the offeror in relation to its overall corporate management hierarchy and to gain insight into the lines of authority to which the offeror has been subjected during the performance of contracts.

The corporate structure evaluation will favor offerors that display evidence of operations free from an unwarranted number of intrusive, day-to-day work hindering decisions from an entity other than the entity which is to perform the work under this contract.  In doing so, the Government will be looking for entities that will be able to function relatively autonomously, free from decisions made by "outside" entities that would have negative impacts on satisfying task or contract requirements.  If the Government does not see evidence of this type of autonomy, it will consider the degree and effectiveness of authority that another entity displayed and exerted over the entity that will be performing the work under this contract.  In this case, the evaluation may consider the performance record of both entities.  The evaluation will consider performing entities that exhibit little or no authority over their own operations as unacceptable.

Also, the Government reserves the right to evaluate past performance information from other subcontractors that may be deemed critical by the Government, and from entities that will substantially contribute to the proposed contractor, or have the potential to significantly impact performance of the proposed contract.

If an offeror does not have any relevant past performance history as determined herein, it will not be evaluated favorably or unfavorably, and will be given a neutral score.

i.  Past Performance Adjectival Ratings

The Government will obtain past performance information as stated at Provisions L. 11.  The Government will evaluate this information in accordance with the criteria below and assign strengths and weaknesses.  The results of this evaluation will be consolidated into an adjectival rating.

The rating system that will be used by the Government to determine the adjectival rating for each offeror is as follows:




Definitions of Adjectival Ratings

	Excellent
	Consistent record of exceptional past performance by the offeror and any proposed Major Subcontractors on work identical or very similar to the work requirements of the proposed contract.  Many strengths and no weaknesses.

	Very Good
	Consistent record of successful past performance by the offeror and any proposed Major Subcontractors on work identical or very similar to the work requirements of the proposed contract.  Strengths far outweigh any weaknesses.

	Good
	Successful past performance by the offeror and any proposed Major Subcontractors on work similar to the work requirements of the proposed contract.  Strengths outweigh any weaknesses.

	Neutral
	Neutral score.  Assigned to offerors with no relevant past performance.  Strengths counterbalance weaknesses.

	Weak
	Weaknesses outweigh strengths.

	Poor
	Weaknesses far outweigh strengths.

	Fails
	Significant weaknesses with no strengths.


(c)
Cost Factor
a.  The offeror’s cost/price proposal will be evaluated using one or more of the techniques defined in FAR 15.404, in order to determine if it is reasonable and realistic.

b.
A cost realism analysis will be performed to assess the reasonableness and realism of the proposed costs.  It will determine if an offeror’s proposed costs are realistic for the work to be performed, reflect a clear understanding of the requirements, and are consistent with the various elements of the offeror’s technical proposal.  The analysis will include:

(i).    The probable cost to the Government of each proposal, including any recommended additions or reductions in materials, equipment, labor hours, direct rates, and indirect rates.  The probable cost will reflect the best estimate of the cost of any contract, which might result from that offeror’s proposal.

(ii).   The differences in business methods, operating procedures, and practices as they affect cost.

(iii).  A level of confidence in the probable cost assessment for each proposal.

a. All proposed costs, except Travel Costs, will be evaluated. 

b. Contract award value will be based on the offeror’s proposed costs.

c. The offeror’s proposed fee dollars will be used for the probable cost.

(1) The Government will evaluate the realism of each offeror’s proposed costs to ensure the offeror understands the magnitude and complexity of the effort.  This will include an evaluation of the extent to which proposed costs indicate a clear understanding of solicitation requirements, and reflect a sound approach to satisfying those requirements.  This assessment will consider technical/management risks identified during the evaluation of the proposal and associated costs.  Cost information supporting a cost judged to be unrealistically low and technical/management risk associated with the proposal will be quantified by the Government evaluators and included in the assessment for each offeror.  When the Government evaluates an offer as unrealistically low compared to the anticipated costs of performance and the offeror fails to explain these underestimated costs, the Government will consider, under the applicable Proposal Risk subfactor, the offeror’s lack of understanding of the technical requirements of the corresponding Mission Suitability subfactor.

(2) The results of the assessment described above will be the following:

a. A determination of the Probable Cost (PC) of the offeror’s proposal, computed by the Government for the basic requirements (basic award) and all options.  The PC shall be established by the Government’s estimate of anticipated performance costs plus any base fee proposed, plus any fee anticipated to be awarded.  

b. Probable costs will be given a confidence level rating of “High,” “Medium,” or “Low.”  The confidence rating will be based on the evaluators’ assessment of the offeror’s ability to meet the requirements identified in the Statement of Work, based on the approach and total cost and fee contained in their proposal.

c. The evaluators will substantiate each confidence rating.

(3) Evaluation of options shall not obligate the Government to exercise such options.

d.
The Mission Suitability score will be adjusted based on the percentage difference between proposed and probable cost as listed under provision M.3, Weighting and Scoring.     

(End of Provision)

· M.3
WEIGHTING AND SCORING ARC 52.215-105  (FEB 1997) (Modified JUL 1999)


(a)
The essential objective of the proposal process is to identify and select the contractor able to successfully meet the Government's needs in the manner most advantageous to the Government, all factors considered.  The relative probabilities of offerors to accomplish this will be judged by evaluation of specific factors.  These factors are described in Provision M.2, Evaluation Approach.

(b)
The Mission Suitability Factor will be weighted and scored using the adjectives and percentiles established in the table shown at NFS 1815.608(a)(3)(A) and in accordance with the numerical system established below.  The other factors (i.e., Cost/Price, Past Performance) are not similarly weighted and scored.  There are no formulae for making trade-offs or correlations between mission suitability points and probable cost dollars.  The Source Selection Authority will make his/her decision on the basis of an integrated assessment of all factors.

(c)
The evaluation factors identified above, Mission Suitability Factor, Past Performance, and Cost are all of approximately equal importance. Offerors should note that items within any factor, if found to be unsatisfactory, maybe the basis for rejection of an offer.

(d)
The Mission Suitability subfactors to be evaluated are to be weighted for purposes of assigning numerical scores as follows:

	SUBFACTOR
	WEIGHT

	Understanding the Requirement
	450

	Technical Capability, Staffing, and Facilities
	350

	Management Plan
	200

	TOTAL POSSIBLE POINTS
	1,000


(e)
The numerical weights assigned to the subfactors identified above are indicative of the relative importance of those evaluation areas.  The SSA will not be bound to accept the scores of the SEC.  The SSA will make his/her decision based on an integrated assessment of all factors.

(f)
Pursuant to NFS 1815.305(a)(3)(B), the Mission Suitability Factor score will be adjusted downward by a specified number of points depending upon the percentage difference (positive or negative) between the Government estimate of probable cost and the offeror's proposed cost, as listed below:

	Proposed and Probable Cost Difference
	Point Adjustment

	+ 15%
	0

	+ 16% to 25%
	-50

	+ 26% to 40%
	-100

	+ 41% to 50%
	-150

	+ 51% to 60%
	-200

	+ More than 60%
	-300


[End of Provision]



[END OF SECTION]
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