1.CONTRACTID CODE PAGE OF PAGES

AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION/MODIFICATION OF CONTRACT ; L .

2. AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION NO. 3.EFFECTIVE DATE  |4.REQUISITION/PURCHASE REQ.NO. 5.PROJECTNO (Ifapplicable)
0006 11-Jan-2016 N0O016116RCG0002

6.I1SSUED BY CODE N00189 7.ADMINISTERED BY (Ifother than item6) CODE

NAVSUP FLC NORFOLK CONTRACTING
NORFOLK OFFICE See Item 6
ATTN: M. OLSZAK

1968 GILBERT ST, SUITE 600
NORFOLK VA 23511-3392

8. NAME AND ADDRESS OF CONTRACTOR (No., Street, County, State and Zip Code) X ?\IAOb?BI\g)Ell\(ISDTMOEO’\g OF SOLICITATION NO.

x | 9B. DATED (SEE ITEM 11)
22-0ct-2015

10A. MOD. OF CONTRACT/ORDER NO.

10B. DATED (SEE ITEM 13)

CODE [Eacil 1TY copE
11. THISITEM ONLY APPLIESTO AMENDMENTS OF SOLICITATIONS
The above numbered solicitation is amended as set forth in Item14. The hour and date specified for receipt of Offer is extended, |:| is not extended.

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

(a) By completing Items 8 and 15, and returning 1  copies ofthe amendment; (b) By acknowledging receipt ofthis amendment on each copy ofthe offer submitted;
or (c) By separate letter or telegramwhich 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 RESULTIN

REJECTION OF YOUR OFFER. Ifby virtue ofthis amendment you desire to change an offer already submitted, such change may be made by telegramor letter,
provided each telegramor letter makes reference to the solicitation and this amendment, and is received prior to the opening hour and date specified.

12. ACCOUNTING AND APPROPRIATION DAT A (If required)

13. THISITEM APPLIESONLY TO MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACT SORDERS.
IT MODIFIESTHE CONTRACT/ORDER NO. ASDESCRIBED IN ITEM 14.

A. THISCHANGE ORDER IS ISSUED PURSUANT TO: (Specify authority) THE CHANGESSET 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 ADMINISTRAT IVE 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. THISSUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT ISENTERED 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.)

The reason for this amendment is to extend the receipt of offers date until 14 January 2016, incorporate the clause FAR 52.237-1 (Site
Visit), and provide an updated past performance questionnaire.

Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions ofthe document referenced in Item9A or 10A, as heretofore changed, remains unchanged and in full force and effect.

15A. NAME AND TITLE OF SIGNER (Type or print) 16A. NAME AND TITLE OF CONTRACT ING OFFICER (Type or print)
TEL: EMAIL:
15B. CONTRACT OR/OFFEROR 15C. DATE SIGNED  |16B. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 16C. DATE SIGNED
BY 11-Jan-2016
(Signature of person authorized to sign) (Signature of Contracting Officer)
EXCEPTION TO SF 30 30-105-04 STANDARD FORM 30 (Rev. 10-83)
APPROVED BY OIRM 11-84 Prescribed by GSA

FAR (48 CFR) 53.243



N00189-16-T-0013
0006
Page 2 of 6
SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

SECTION SF 1449 - CONTINUATION SHEET

SOLICITATION/CONTRACT FORM
The required response date/time has changed from 13-Jan-2016 12:00 PM to 14-Jan-2016 12:00 PM.

The following have been added by reference:

52.237-1 Site Visit APR 1984

The following have been added by full text:

ADDENDUM TO FAR 52.237-1
A site visit will be held prior to the receipt of proposals and reservations are required. Offerors are limited to two
(2) representatives for the site visit.

Date: 12 January 2016
Time: 8:30 a.m.
Location: Preble Hall, 118 Maryland Avenue, Annapolis, MD 21402

Interested offerors must contact the Contract Specialist, Ms. Morgan Olszak, by email at morgan.olszak@navy.mil
no later than 6:00 p.m on 11 January 2016 if they wish to attend the site visit.

There will be no onsite parking. It is recommended that the offeror park in Downtown Annapolis and use their
driver’s license or passport to enter through Gate 3 (Maryland Avenue entrance) and proceed to the Museum. Upon
arrival, Mr. Berube, the Director of the USNAM, will meet all potential offerors in the front lobby on the first floor.

NOTE: ADDITIONAL SITE VISITS WILL NOT BE ARRANGED TO ANY PARTIES WHO ARRIVE AFTER
THE GOVERNMENT AND THE INSPECTION PARTIES HAVE DEPARTED FROM THE LOCATION. ALL
PARTIES ARE STRONGLY ENCOURAGED TO BE ON TIME. NO SPECIAL ACCOMODATIONS WILL BE
GRANTED TO OFFERORS WHO REQUEST TO VISIT PRIOT TO THE SCHEDULED SITE VISIT DATES.

The following have been modified:
INSTRUCTIONS

INSTRUCTIONS TO QUOTERS

Quoters are required to submit their quotes by Noon, Norfolk, VA local time on Thursday, January 14, 2016.

Quotes shall be submitted electronically to Ms. Morgan Olszak at Morgan.Olszak@navy.mil.

Ms. Olszak’s telephone number in the event of any questions is (757) 443-1975.

Quotes shall consist of the following information:


mailto:morgan.olszak@navy.mil
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1. Past Performance: The Quoter shall demonstrate relevant past performance, or affirmatively state
that it possesses no relevant past performance.

Relevant past performance is performance under contracts performed since January 2013 that is the same
as, or similar to, the scope and magnitude of the work described by this RFQ.

To demonstrate its past performance, the Quoter shall identify up to three (3) of its most relevant
contracts performed since January 2013 and provide any other information regarding these contracts
which the Quoter considers relevant to the requirements of the RFQ.

Quoters should provide a detailed explanation demonstrating the relevance of the contracts to the
requirements of the RFQ.

If subcontractor past performance is provided as part of the three (3) most relevant contracts, the
percentage of work to be done by the subcontractor on this current effort must be provided.

Therefore, the Quoter’s submittal shall clearly detail the aspects of the work in the RFQ that the
subcontractor is proposed to perform.

If the prime quoter provides past performance where it performed as a subcontractor to another
contractor, a description of that work and its percentage of the total prime contract value should also be
provided.

The Quoter should complete a Past Performance Information Form for each contract submitted and that
Form is provided as an attachment to the RFQ (Attachment I).

In addition to the information requested above, quoters shall contact their past performance references
and request that each reference complete the attached Past Performance Report Form (Attachment I1) and
e-mail the completed survey form directly to Ms. Morgan Olszak via the e-mail address provided above
by the due date of this RFQ. The Government reserves the right to consider past performance report
forms received after the due date of the RFQ and to contact references for verification, or additional
information.

2. Technical Approach - Quoters shall provide a narrative to describe their approach to successfully
completing the services specified in the Performance Work Statement (PWS). The technical approach
should explain how they will fulfill the required delivery schedule and also how they intend to collaborate
with Government personnel to fulfill the necessary design and installation requirements.

3. Price: The quoter shall include a price for the completion of the required services.

EVALUATION OF QUOTES

The Government intends to award a firm fixed price contract to the responsible vendor whose quote
represents the best value to the Government.
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The Government intends to award based solely on the information contained in the quote and is not
obligated to seek completion, or clarification regarding any of the information provided except at its own
discretion.

Award will be made based on a consideration of past performance, technical approach, and price with
past performance being more important than technical approach and the two combined being
substantially more important than price.

a. Past Performance - Past performance will be evaluated based on the quality of relevant performance
and the degree of confidence that past performance creates in successfully performing the requirements of
the RFQ.

The evaluation will focus only on work experience already performed.

Work yet-to-be performed, and work prior to January 2013 will not be considered.

Subcontractor past performance will be given weight relative to the percentage of the work under the
RFQ that the subcontractor is proposed to perform.

Relevancy: Each past performance reference submission will be evaluated to determine its individual
scope and magnitude relative to the instant requirement using the following ratings:

Rating Description

Present/past performance effort involved essentially the same scope and magnitude of effort this

Very Relevant o .
solicitation requires.

Present/past performance effort involved similar scope and magnitude of effort this solicitation

Relevant .
requires.
Present/past performance effort involved some of the scope and magnitude of effort this solicitation
Somewhat Relevant requires

Present/past performance effort involved little or none of the scope and magnitude of effort this

Not Relevant AT .
solicitation requires.

The following definitions will apply to this evaluation:
- Scope: Experience in the areas defined in the Performance Work Statement (PWS).

- Magnitude: The measure of the similarity of the dollar value of actually performed work that exists
between the PWS and the Quoter’s contracts.

Quoters lacking relevant past performance history will not be evaluated favorably or unfavorably on past
performance.

However, the past performance submittal of a quoter with no relevant past performance history, while not
rated favorably or unfavorably for past performance, may not represent the most advantageous quoter to
the Government. In this instance, the quoter will receive a rating of “Not Relevant” in the relevancy
rating factor.

Past Performance Confidence Assessment Ratings — The overall assigned rating for Past Performance will
be the Past Performance Confidence Assessment rating. The assignment of this rating will be based on the
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quality of relevant past performance and will consider the currency and relevance of the information,
source of the information, context of the data, and general trends in contractor’s performance.

The following ratings will be used to assess past performance confidence:

Rating Description

Based on the quoter’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has a high
expectation that the quoter will successfully perform the required effort.

Based on the quoter’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has a
reasonable expectation that the quoter will successfully perform the required effort.
Based on the quoter’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has a low
expectation that the quoter will successfully perform the required effort.

Based on the quoter’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has no
expectation that the quoter will be able to successfully perform the required effort.
No recent/relevant performance record is available or the quoter’s performance record
is so sparse that no meaningful confidence assessment rating can be reasonably
assigned.

Substantial Confidence

Satisfactory Confidence

Limited Confidence

No Confidence

Unknown Confidence
(Neutral)

The quality of performance under a past performance reference that that has no relevance to the instant
requirement will not be considered in the overall assessment of Past Performance Confidence.

In the case of a quoter without a record of relevant past performance or for whom information on past
performance is not available, the quoter may not be evaluated favorably or unfavorably on past
performance. Rather, the quoter will receive an “Unknown Confidence” rating.

In order to verify past performance information and determine the relevancy and quality of the past
performance submission, the Government may contact some or all of the references provided, as
appropriate, and may collect information through questionnaires (i.e. the Past Performance Report Form),
telephone interviews and existing data sources to include, but not be limited to, Contractor Performance
Assessment Reporting (CPARS).

The Government also reserves the right to obtain information for use in the evaluation of past
performance from any and all sources including sources outside of the Government and in addition to the
past performance information provided by the quoter.

It is also noted that the evaluation of past performance is separate and distinct from the contracting
Officer’s responsibility determination.

b. Technical Approach — The Government will review the quoter’s technical approach to meeting its
requirements and will evaluate the approach’s effectiveness and the risk related to it utilizing the
following ratings:

Rating Description

Outstandin Quote meets requirements and indicates an exceptional approach and understanding of the
g requirements. Strengths far outweigh any weaknesses. Risk of unsuccessful performance is very low.
Quote meets requirements and indicates a thorough approach and understanding of the requirements.

Good Quote contains strengths which outweigh any weaknesses. Risk of unsuccessful performance is low.
Accentable Quote meets requirements and indicates an adequate approach and understanding of the requirements.
P Strengths and weaknesses are offsetting or will have little or no impact on contract performance. Risk
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of unsuccessful performance is no worse than moderate.

Quote does not clearly meet requirements and has not demonstrated an adequate approach and
Marginal understanding of the requirements. The quote has one or more weaknesses which are not offset by
strengths. Risk of unsuccessful performance is high.

Unacceptable | Quote does not meet requirements and contains one or more deficiencies. Quote is un-awardable

DEFINITIONS:

Strength - An aspect of the quote that has merit or exceeds specified performance or capability
requirements in a way that will be advantageous to the Government during contract performance.

Weakness - A flaw in the quote that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance.

Deficiency - A material failure to meet a Government requirement, or a combination of weaknesses in a
guote that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance to an unacceptable level.

Risk — The potential for unsuccessful contract performance. The consideration of risk assesses the degree
to which a quoter’s proposed approach to achieving the technical aspects of the requirement may involve
risk of disruption of schedule, increased cost or degradation of performance, the need for increased
Government oversight, and the likelihood of unsuccessful contract performance.

c. Price — The quoter’s price will be evaluated in accordance with FAR 13.106-3(a).

Vendors responding to this solicitation are advised that, prior to award, the government may request that
vendors submit information/data to support price reasonableness.

That information may include such things as copies of paid invoices for the same or similar items, sales
history for the same or similar items, price list with effective date and/or copies of catalog pages along
with any applicable discounts. Failure to submit the requested information may result in disqualification
of the submitted quote.

Although price is not the most important evaluation factor, it has the potential to become more significant
during the evaluation process. The degree of importance of price will increase with the degree of equality
of the quotes in relation to technical approach and past performance. The importance of price will also
increase when a vendor's price is so significantly high as to diminish the value to the Government that
might be gained under the other aspects of its quotation. If, at any stage of the evaluation, all quoters are
determined to have submitted equal, or virtually equal, quotes, price could become the factor in
determining which quoters shall receive the award.

(End of Summary of Changes)




