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AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION/MODIFICATION OF CONTRACT

Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions of the document referenced in Item 9A or 10A, as heretofore changed, remains unchanged and in full force and effect.

15A. NAME AND TITLE OF SIGNER (Type or print)

30-105-04

EXCEPTION TO SF 30

APPROVED BY OIRM 11-84

STANDARD FORM 30 (Rev. 10-83)

Prescribed by GSA

FAR (48 CFR) 53.243

The purpose of this amendment is to clarify section M of the original solicitation. See Summary of Changes for complete information.

1. CONTRACT ID CODE

PAGE OF  PAGES

J

1

5

16A. NAME AND TITLE OF CONTRACTING OFFICER (Type or print)

16C. DATE SIGNED

BY

21-May-2013

16B. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

15C. DATE SIGNED

15B. CONTRACTOR/OFFEROR

(Signature of Contracting Officer)

(Signature of person authorized to sign)

8. NAME AND ADDRESS OF CONTRACTOR  (No., Street, County, State and Zip Code)

X

N00244-13-R-0032

X

9B. DATED (SEE ITEM 11)

16-May-2013

10B. DATED  (SEE ITEM 13)

9A. AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION NO.

11. THIS ITEM ONLY APPLIES TO AMENDMENTS OF SOLICITATIONS

X

The above numbered solicitation is amended as set forth in Item 14.  The hour and date specified for receipt of Offer  

is extended,

is not extended.

Offer must acknowledge receipt of this amendment prior to the hour and date specified in the solicitation or as amended by one of the following methods: 

(a) By completing Items 8 and 15, and returning

copies of the amendment; (b) By acknowledging receipt of this amendment on each copy of the offer submitted;

or (c) By separate letter or telegram which includes a reference to the solicitation and amendment numbers.  FAILURE OF YOUR ACKNOWLEDGMENT TO BE 

RECEIVED AT THE PLACE DESIGNATED FOR THE RECEIPT OF OFFERS PRIOR TO THE HOUR AND DATE SPECIFIED MAY RESULT IN  

REJECTION OF YOUR OFFER.  If by virtue of this amendment you desire to change an offer already submitted, such change may be made by telegram or letter, 

provided each telegram or letter makes reference to the solicitation and this amendment, and is received prior to the opening hour and date specified.

12. ACCOUNTING AND APPROPRIATION DATA (If required)

13. THIS ITEM APPLIES ONLY TO MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACTS/ORDERS.

IT MODIFIES THE CONTRACT/ORDER NO. AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 14.

A. THIS CHANGE ORDER IS ISSUED PURSUANT TO:  (Specify authority) THE CHANGES SET FORTH IN ITEM 14 ARE MADE IN THE

 CONTRACT ORDER NO. IN ITEM 10A.

B. THE ABOVE NUMBERED CONTRACT/ORDER IS MODIFIED TO REFLECT THE ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (such as changes in paying 

office, appropriation date, etc.) SET FORTH IN ITEM 14, PURSUANT TO THE AUTHORITY OF FAR 43.103(B).

C. THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT IS ENTERED INTO PURSUANT TO AUTHORITY OF:

D. OTHER (Specify type of modification and authority)

E. IMPORTANT:   Contractor

is not,   

is required to sign this document and return

copies to the issuing office.

14. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION  (Organized by UCF section headings, including solicitation/contract subject matter

 where feasible.)

10A. MOD. OF CONTRACT/ORDER NO.

0001

2. AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION NO.

5. PROJECT NO.(If applicable)

6. ISSUED BY

3. EFFECTIVE DATE

21-May-2013

CODE

NAVSUP FLC SAN DIEGO

REGIONAL CONTRACTS (CODE 200)

3985 CUMMINGS ROAD

SAN DIEGO CA 92136-4200

N00244

7. ADMINISTERED BY  (If other than item 6)

4. REQUISITION/PURCHASE REQ. NO.

CODE

See Item 6

FACILITY CODE

CODE

EMAIL:

TEL:


SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE 

SUMMARY OF CHANGES  

SECTION SF 1449 - CONTINUATION SHEET 

The following have been modified: 

        SECTION M
CLAUSES INCORPORATED BY FULL TEXT

Changes are in bold letters under Factor I – Technical Capability.

52.212-2 EVALUATION OF COMMERICAL ITEMS

(SECTION M)

The award resulting from this solicitation will be an IDIQ (Requirement) Contract with Firm-Fixed Price (FFP) . 
To be eligible for award, the Offeror must fully comply with the instructions included in the Addendum to FAR 52.212-1 Section L (Instructions, Conditions, and Notices for Submission of Offers), specified herein and sufficiently address all solicitation requirements. As such, offers that take exception to any term or condition of this RFP, propose any additional term or condition, or omit any required information, may not be considered for award. Alternate proposals are NOT authorized and will be rejected.

The Government intends to award this contract without discussions. Notwithstanding this intent, the Contracting Officer reserves the right to conduct discussions, a matter within his discretion. If this occurs, the Contracting Officer shall establish, in accordance with FAR 15.306, a competitive range. The Government also reserves the right to limit the number of Offerors in the competitive range for purposes of efficiency. In accordance with FAR 15.307, at the conclusion of discussions, the Contracting Officer shall give each offeror an opportunity to revise their proposal. 

The Government will evaluate proposals based on the following factors:  

i. Technical Capability   
ii.  Past Performance 

iii.  Price

Factor I - Technical Capability will be rated as:

The proposal must clearly discuss and demonstrate how the offeror intends to comply with each of the following Three(3) sub-factors:
1.) Ability To Meet Navy Security Requirements – These requirements are set forth in the SOW section 4.3; failure to meet these requirements will prevent the contractor from assessing NMCSD information systems (and thus make them unable to perform the services of the contract).  Contractors must meet ALL of the requirements in order to be considered for this factor.  Evaluation method:  Vendors should present a plan to meet the various security requirements for IT as set forth in section 4.3 of the SOW.  Proposed price must be included in the Contraact Line Item. Successful plan will demonstrate how the vendor plans to meet their responsibilities in the following areas: 

· Providing network information concerning existing vendor set-up
· Plan to procure and install B2B Gateway compatible VPN/encryption devices
· Plan to procure Tier I or Tier II Internet Service Provider for connectivity
· Plan to provide qualified on-site touch labor technical support
· Plan to obtain Defense Information Technology Security Certification and Accreditation Process /DOD Information Assurance Certification and Accrediation (DITSCAP/DIACAP), if required
· Completion of Data Use Agreement 

· Plan to ensure personnel have appropriate security qualifications
· Plan to ensure personnel complete annual Information Assurance Training
· Providing 24 X 7 on call technical points of contact
· Plan to provide configuration management of B2B Gateway Questionnaire
2.) Technical Plan to Connect to NMCSD Information Systems - In addition to the security requirements, the vendor must present a technical plan for how they plan to connect to the Government information systems as set forth in Section 3.5.

 Evaluation method:  The SOW requires the vendor to be able to connect to government     information systems; data is pulled from GFE digital dictation system and GFE  Picture Archiving and Communication System (PACS) and pushed to government owned radiology information system (CHCS).  Meeting the security requirements listed in #1 above will fulfill the security part of this connection; requirement #2 is concerned with the technical details of HOW the vendor plans to perform the day-to-day workflow.  There are a wide variety of methods the vendor might use to meet requirement #2.  Considerations include what hardware and software the vendor will need and how many staff they will utilize to perform the work.  Contractors must present a staffing plan as well as detailed information on what hardware/software will  be used and how the workflow will proceed.  Contractors must meet all the requirements in order to be considered for this factor.
3).Quality Assurance Surveillance Plan (QASP) - The vendor should demonstrate their plan for meeting requirements as set forth in the QASP; key factors are timeliness of delivery and quality of product produced. 

Evaluation method:  Quality of work produced is critical to the success of the Radiology Department’s mission.  The vendor should demonstrate in their plan how they will ensure that all reports are returned to CHCS within 24 hours of dictation, with no more than three errors of grammar, punctuation, grammar, spelling, or mis-match with dictation.  This should include discussion of the vendor’s tracking system and available management reports to let the vendor know if they are out of compliance.  The vendor plan should also include contingencies for emergency services as set forth in the QASP.  
“Acceptable,” “Unacceptable” Evaluation

Acceptable-Factors will be rated “Acceptable” if the proposal clearly meets the minimum requirements.

Unacceptable- Factors will be rated “Unacceptable” if the proposal does not clearly meet the minimum requirements. 

Only those offerors that are determined Acceptable in Factor I, will be evaluated further, under Factor II, Past Performance. 
Factor II - Past Performance will be evaluated as:
1.)The Government may contract references for verification or additional information. The Government may evaluate the organizational past performance of all or some of the offerors’ proposed key subcontractors. The Government may contact some or all of the references provided, as appropriate.  The Government reserves the right to obtain information for use in the evaluation of past performance from any sources including sources outside of the Government.

2.)Past performance information is one indicator of an Offeror's ability to perform the contract successfully.  The currency and relevance of the information, source of the information, context of the data, and general trends in the Contractor’s performance are considered.
3.) The offeror should provide past performance information for up to three (3) of their most current relevant contracts.  Current is any contract currently in progress or any contract completed within the last three (3) years.  Relevant means any Federal, State, or local government, or private contract that is of similar scope, magnitude and complexity to the requirements as described in this solicitation.  Offerors may also include past performance information regarding predecessor companies, key personnel who have relevant experience, that will perform major or critical aspects of the requirement when such information is relevant to the instant acquisition.  Past performance information considered by the Government for the Offeror's performance as a prime Contractor and the performance of its key personnel may include (but not be limited to) the following areas: Quality, Timeliness and Customer Satisfaction
“Acceptable or Neutral” Evaluation.

 The Government will not make award to a proposal that the Government evaluates as Unacceptable on Past Performance.  To be eligible for award, the Government must evaluate the Past Performance factor as either Acceptable or Neutral. 

The Government will give an Acceptable Past Performance rating to proposals where the offeror  has relevant past performance, no monetary assessment for non-conforming services, no  terminations for default, met contract requirements for timely delivery and customer service. 

The Government will give a Neutral Past Performance rating to offerors that lack a record of relevant Past Performance or for whom information on Past Performance is not available.  In accordance with FAR 15.305 (a)(2), the Government will not evaluate such offerors favorably or unfavorably on Past Performance.  

Offerors are reminded, however, that a proposal that receives a Neutral on Past Performance may not represent the most advantageous proposal to the Government and, thus, may be an unsuccessful proposal.  Accordingly, the Contracting Officer reserves the right to determine that a higher-priced proposal with an Acceptable rating on Past Performance may be more advantageous to the Government than a lower-priced proposal with a Neutral rating on Past Performance.   

Offers that have been evaluated as Acceptable for Technical Factor I, and that have also been evaluated Acceptable for Past Performance Factor II, will then be evaluated for Price, Factor III.

The Government will consider an offeror’s history of performance in evaluating its proposal. Offerors shall list three relevant contracts and/or subcontracts (not limited to Government contracts),  completed within the last five (5) years using the same or similar format provided above that demonstrates the ability to handle requirements of the same scope, magnitude and complexity as those in this solicitation. Offerors shall include a discussion of how the references provided are relevant to the solicitation requirements. 
Factor III Price 

Evaluation for price will be based on the aggregate amount proposed for the three (3) year period.

Price proposals will be evaluated to determine fairness and reasonableness.  Proposals which are unrealistic in terms of unrealistically high or low price may be deemed to be reflective of an inherent lack of technical competence or indicative of a failure to comprehend the complexity and risks of the proposed work and may be grounds for rejection of the proposal.  

(End of Summary of Changes) 
The following items are applicable to this modification:   

Section M:
Three (3) subfactors:

1) Ability To Meet Navy Security Requirements -

  Added: Contractors must meet ALL the requirements in order to be considered for this factor.

2) Technical Plan to Connect to BMCSD Information System –

Deleted:  While the structure of  for factor #1 is very rigid (you meet the requirement or not),  
Added:  Contractors must present a staffing plan as well as detailed information on what hardware/software will be used and how the workflow will proceed.  Contractors must meet All the requirements in order to be considered for this factor.
3)Qaulity Assurance Surveillance Plan (QASP) – no changes









