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SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE

SUMMARY OF CHANGES

SECTION SF 30 - BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE

The following have been added by full text:

AMENDMENT 0003
This amendment is issued to add language to incorporate the design completion date on the Project Data Sheet to the
Design Experience portion of Factor 1, Experience as shown below. Changes are in bold italic font.

SECTION 00100 - BIDDING SCHEDULE/INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS

The following have been modified:
INSTRUCTIONS TO OFFERORS
TABLE OF CONTENTS

1. GENERAL

1.1 NOTICE TO OFFERORS

1.2 GENERAL OVERVIEW OF PROCUREMENT PROCESS
1.3 GENERAL OVERVIEW OF CONTRACT

2. GENERAL OVERVIEW OF THE SEED PROJECT
3. BASIS FOR AWARD
4. EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

5. PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS

5.1 PRE-PROPOSAL CONFERENCE AND SITE VISIT
5.2 PROPOSAL SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS

5.3 PRE-PROPOSAL INQUIRIES (PPIs)

5.4 NAVY ELECTRONIC COMMERCE ONLINE (NECO)
5.5 INCORPORATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSALS

6. ATTACHMENTS: Will be located on NECO under additional documents.
A) CONSTRUCTION EXPERIENCE PROJECT DATA SHEET

B) PAST PERFORMANCE QUESTIONNAIRE

C) PPI LOG TEMPLATE

D) ONE DAY VISITORS PASS

1. GENERAL
1.1 NOTICE TO OFFERORS

1.1.1 THIS SOLICITATION IS BEING ISSUED AS A HUBZONE SET-ASIDE. THE NAICS CODE
FOR THIS PROCUREMENT IS 236220 AND THE SIZE STANDARD IS $36.5M.
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1.2 GENERAL OVERVIEW OF PROCUREMENT PROCESS

1.2.1 This solicitation is formatted as a Request for Proposal (RFP) in accordance with the
requirements designated by sections of the FAR 15.203. This method permits evaluation of proposals
based on price competition, technical merit and other factors; permits impartial and comprehensive
evaluation of offerors' proposals; permits discussions if necessary; and ensures selection of the source
whose performance provides the best value to the Government. This acquisition will be solicited as a
competitively negotiated procurement as a HUBZone set-aside.

1.2.2 The Government reserves the right to reject any or all proposals at any time prior to award; to
negotiate with any or all offerors; to award the contracts to other than the offeror submitting the lowest
total price; to award to other than the offeror submitting the highest technically rated proposal; and to
award to the offeror submitting the proposal determined by the Government to be the most
advantageous (best value) to the Government. OFFERORS ARE ADVISED THAT AWARD MAY
BE MADE WITHOUT DISCUSSION OR ANY CONTACT CONCERNING THE PROPOSALS
RECEIVED. Therefore, proposals should be submitted initially on the most favorable price and
technical terms. Offerors should not assume that they will be contacted or afforded an opportunity to
qualify, discuss, or revise their proposals. However, the Government reserves the right to clarify
certain aspects of proposals or conduct discussions providing an opportunity for the offeror to revise
its proposal.

1.3 GENERAL OVERVIEW OF CONTRACT

1.3.1. This acquisition will result in the award of approximately five (5), Firm Fixed Price (FFP) Indefinite-
Delivery/Indefinite Quantity (IDIQ), Design-Build/Design-Bid-Build Multiple Award Construction Contracts
(MACC:s) for the Beaufort and Parris Island, SC area. Projects will primarily be located in the Beaufort/Parris
Island area, but may also be located within the NAVFAC Atlantic area of responsibility (AOR). The Government
intends to award no more than five (5) contracts resulting from this solicitation to the responsible offerors whose
proposals represent the best value after evaluation in accordance with the factors in the solicitation.

1.3.2. Construction projects to be performed under this MACC will primarily consist of general building type
projects and may be either be design-bid-build or design-build. General construction includes new construction,
renovation, alteration, demolition, and repair work for industrial, warehouses, airfield, aircraft hangar, aircraft
traffic control, infrastructure, administrative, training, dormitory, recruit barracks, mess facilities, assembly
facilities, medical facilities and community support facilities. The Contractor shall provide all labor, supervision,
engineering, design, materials, equipment, tools, parts, supplies, and transportation, to perform all of the services
described in the plans and specifications for each task order. Area of Responsibility includes Marine Corps Air
Station Beaufort and Marine Corps Recruit Depot Parris Island area managed by NAVFAC Mid-Atlantic. Work
may be required in other areas in the area of responsibility of NAVFAC Atlantic if deemed necessary and
approved by the Chief of Contracts.

1.3.3 The completion date for the basic contract is one (1) year from the date of contract award with four (4)
one- year option periods. The total five-year (base and four one-year options) estimated construction cost for all
contracts is not to exceed $95,000,000.00 for the life of the contract. Projects for the MACC have an estimated
construction cost between $150,000 and $5,000,000; however, smaller and larger dollar value projects may be
considered at the discretion of the Contracting Officer. The Government guarantees an award amount of
$5,000.00 to each successful offeror over the full term of the contract, including option years.

1.3.4 After award of the initial contracts and “seed” project, the successful IDIQ contractors will compete for
task orders based on best value, using the tradeoff process or lowest price technically acceptable (to include
lowest price). Only the successful IDIQ contractors will compete for task orders. Should an IDIQ contractor
with a guaranteed minimum be unable to competitively secure a task order to meet the $5,000 minimum
guarantee, the Government reserves the right to negotiate a task order directly with that contractor.
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1.3.5 The intent of this contract is that all IDIQ Contractors participate in pre-proposal conferences
and site-visits and submit proposals on each task order. Contract awardees will be expected to
submit a proposal for all Task Order Requests for Proposal (RFP) received from the Government.
However, in the eventa MACC awardee is unable to submit a proposal on a particular RFP, the
contractor is required to notify, in writing, the Contracting Officer who issued the RFP and the ACO
for the basic contract within five (5) working days from receipt of the RFP. A MACC awardee can
only elect to withdraw from submitting a proposal on three (3) task order RFPs during the course of
each year of the contract (base plus four options). Additional withdrawal requests, in excess of three
per year, may result in the Government choosing not to exercise remaining option terms.

1.3.6 Each task order will contain project specific evaluation factors that will vary depending on the
unique requirements for each task order. Additionally, each task order will cite a specific completion
date and associated liquidated damages.

1.3.7 A minimum of two proposals will satisfy the competitive requirements of the Multiple Award
Construction Contract (MACC) and preclude the necessity of soliciting for a replacement contractor if
for any reason one or more of the contracts is terminated or the offeror is not able to participate in the
process. The Government may choose to not exercise an option.

1.3.8 Contractor Performance Information: Contractor’s performance will be evaluated using the respective
contractor performance evaluation report entry system located on the website http://www.cpars.gov/. Prior to
commencement of work the contractor is required to provide the government with the name, phone number and
e-mail address of the “Contractor’s Representative” that will be responsible for receipt and review of draft
performance evaluations prepared by the government in the appropriate system. It is the contractor’s
responsibility to keep this contact information current

2. GENERAL OVERVIEW OF THE SEED PROJECT

2.1 The initial project to be awarded as the first task order along with the basic contract will be Design Bid
Build Repair/Improve Aircraft Recovery, Building 1039 at Marine Corps Air Station Beaufort, South
Carolina.

BE1706M Repair Aircraft Recovery Building 1039: The work includes replacement of existing roof,
gutters and downspouts; repair of the existing building exterior finish and building envelope by
installing EIFS; repair of the existing interior wall and ceiling finishes in the two story section of the
facility; replacement of one existing central water source heat pump AHU serving a portion of the
facility, repairs of existing ductwork and air outlets, and repositioning of 2 water source heat pumps;
replacement of exterior man doors and frames; and replacement of existing service bay doors.

BE1706R Improve Aircraft Recovery Building 1039: The work includes modification to create new
berthing space to the single-story section of the facility. Work includes new wall, ceiling, and floor
finishes in newly created space; adjustment to mechanical, electrical, and fire alarm systems as
required; installation of a new electric stove, range hood and associated cabinetry; repair interior
finishes affected by construction. New work shall include new floor covering in classroom, crew
lounge/kitchen, corridor and  office spaces.

Amendment 0001 will include the General Requirements for the seed project.

Pursuant to FAR 52.232-18, Availability of Funds, the Government's obligation under this solicitation, or any task
order or contract that might result from the solicitation is entirely subject to, and contingent upon, the availability
of appropriated funds. Should the Government be unable to award the seed project, the Government guarantees an
award in the amount of $5,000.00 to each successful offeror upon award of the Multiple Award Construction
Contracts. This minimum guarantee is over the full term of the contract, including option years. No legal liability
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on the part of the Government shall arise until funds are made available to the Contracting Officer and a task order
or contract is awarded by the Contracting Officer. Any offeror proposing on this solicitation does so at its own cost
and with the full knowledge that a task order for the seed project, might not result from this solicitation.

3. BASIS FOR AWARD

3.1 The Government reserves the right to eliminate from consideration for award any or all offers at any time
prior to award of the contracts; to negotiate with offerors in the competitive range; and to award the contracts
to the offerors submitting the proposals determined to represent the best value—the proposals most
advantageous to the Government, price and other factors considered.

3.2 The Government intends to evaluate proposals and award a contract without discussions with offerors (except
clarifications as described in FAR 15.306(a)). The Government reserves the right to conduct discussions if the
Contracting Officer later determines them to be necessary. In addition, if the Contracting Officer determines that
the number of proposals that would otherwise be in the competitive range exceeds the number at which an
efficient competition can be conducted, the Contracting Officer may limit the number of proposals in the
competitive range to the greatest number that will permit an efficient competition among the most highly rated
proposals.

3.3 The tradeoff process is selected as appropriate for this acquisition. The Government considers it to be in its
best interest to allow consideration of award to other than the lowest priced offeror or other than the highest
technically rated offeror.

3.4 All technical factors, when combined, are of equal importance to the performance confidence assessment
(Past Performance) rating; and all technical factors and the performance confidence assessment (Past
Performance) rating, when combined, are approximately equal to price.

3.5 Any proposal found to have a deficiency in meeting the stated solicitation requirements or performance
objectives will be considered ineligible for award, unless the deficiency is corrected through discussions.
Proposals may be found to have either a Significant Weakness or multiple Weaknesses that impact either the
individual factor rating or the overall rating for the proposal.

4. EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

1. The solicitation requires the evaluation of price and the following non-cost/price factors:
Factor 1 — Experience
Factor 2 — Safety
Factor 3 — Management Approach
Factor 4 — Past Performance

The distinction between Experience and Past Performance is that Experience pertains to the volume of
work completed by a contractor that are comparable to the types of work described under the definition of recent,
relevant projects, in terms of size, scope, and complexity. Past Performance pertains to both the relevance of
recent efforts and how well a contractor has performed on the contracts.

2. The relative order of importance of the non-cost/price evaluation factors is equal. The technical factors
(Factors 1 through 3) are of equal importance to each other and, when combined, are equal in importance to the past
performance evaluation/performance confidence assessment (Factor 4). When the proposal is evaluated as a whole,
the technical factors and past performance/performance confidence assessment factor combined (i.e., the non-
cost/price evaluation factors) are approximately equal to price.

The importance of price will increase if the Offerors’ non-cost/price proposals are considered essentially
equal in terms of overall quality, or if price is so high as to significantly diminish the value of a non-cost/price
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proposal’s superiority to the Government. Award will be made to the responsible Offeror(s) whose offer conforms
to the solicitation and represents the best value to the Government, price and non-price factors considered.

3. Basis of Evaluation and Submittal Requirements for Each Factor.
(@) Price
(1) Solicitation Submittal Requirements:

Provide one (1) marked original, one (1) marked copy and one (1) electronic copy (CD format) of the solicitation
submittal requirements identified below. The electronic copy does not have to include the price for the seed project;
however, the price for the seed project must be included in the original and hard copies. In case of variation, the
original hard copy proposal takes precedence over electronic or copies.

(i) Executed SF1442. Offeror shall insert its company name and address in Block #14, telephone
number in Block #15, acknowledge all amendments in Block #19 (if applicable), name and title of person authorized
to sign in Block #20A, signature in Block #20B, and offer date in Block #20C of the SF1442. In addition, Offeror
shall provide its DUNS Number, CAGE code, and Federal Tax ID number with its proposal.

(if) Completed Proposed Price for the Seed Project.

(iii) Bid bond (SF-24). Offeror shall submit a bid bond (SF-24) in the amount of 20% of total project
bid price for the seed project or $3M, whichever amount is less. The bid bond shall be in the name of the offeror
identified on the SF1442. In addition, the offeror shall provide a letter from its bonding company confirming that it
has a single award bonding capacity of at least $5,000,000 and the ability to bond multiple projects.

(iv) SAM registration. Offeror shall ensure current registration on the SAM Website, www.sam.gov,
including Annual Representations and Certifications are complete and updated for this procurement. If a
Representation or Certification required by Section 00600 of the RFP is not provided in SAM, include the
representation or certification in your price proposal.

(v)  FAPIIS Certification. Offeror shall ensure Federal Awardee Performance and Integrity
Information System (FAPIIS) Certification as required by FAR 52.209-7, Information Regarding Responsibility
Matters.

(vi) VETS-4212 registration. Offeror shall ensure a current VETS-4212 report has been submitted to
the Department of Labor (DOL) website, http://www.dol.gov/vets/vets4212.htm, if the Offeror is required to submit.
An email confirmation of submission can be requested and received by the Offeror from the DOL website and
submitted in the price proposal. If the Offeror is not required to submit a report to VETS-4212, include a brief
statement and justification explaining why the Offeror is not required to submit a report. Visit the VETS-4212
website for details concerning if your company is required to submit a VETS-4212 report and to request an email
confirmation of submission.

(if) Basis of Evaluation: The Government will evaluate price based on the total price for the seed project. Total
price consists of the basic requirements and all option items, if applicable. The Government intends to evaluate all
options and has included the provision FAR 52.217-5, Evaluation of Options (JUL 1990) in the solicitation. In
accordance with FAR 52.217-5, evaluation of options will not obligate the Government to exercise the option(s).
Analysis will be performed by one or more of the following techniques to ensure a fair and reasonable price:

(i) Comparison of proposed prices received in response to the RFP.

(if) Comparison of proposed prices with the IGCE.

(iif) Comparison of proposed prices with available historical information.
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(iv) Comparison of market survey results.
(b) Non-cost/price Factors:

Provide one (1) marked original, three (3) marked copies, and one (1) electronic copy (CD) of the solicitation
submittal requirements for Factors 1 — 4 identified below. In case of variation, the original hard copy proposal takes
precedence over electronic or copies. Include a cover page to include the following for the Prime Contractor and
Designer of Record: Solicitation Number, Solicitation Title, Contractor Name, Address, Phone Number, Fax
Number, DUNS, Cage Code, Point of Contact, Title, phone number, and email address. Offerors shall also insert as
an attachment to their technical proposal, proof of their HUBZone certification.

(1) Eactor 1, Experience

(i) Solicitation Submittal Requirements:
Construction Experience:

Offerors shall submit a minimum of three (3) up to a maximum of five (5) relevant construction projects as the
prime contractor that best demonstrates your experience on relevant projects that are similar in size, scope, and
complexity to the projects proposed for this MACC.

For purposes of this evaluation, a relevant project is further defined as follows:

Size: A final construction cost of $300,000 or greater.
Scope/Complexity: New building construction, interior/exterior alteration or renovation of facilities, and/or
repair projects that include repairs to multiple building systems and infrastructures.

Additionally, relevant projects demonstrating the following shall be submitted:

a) Experience as the prime contractor on submitted projects. Subcontractor experience will not be
considered.

b) New construction and renovation of buildings. Projects submitted that only include horizontal or civil
site work will not be considered relevant.

c) Design-Build experience (a minimum of one project).

Projects submitted for the Offeror shall be completed within the past five (5) years of the date of issuance of this
RFP.

A project is defined as a construction project performed under a single task order or contract. For multiple award
and indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity type contracts, the contract as a whole shall not be submitted as a project
and will not be considered; rather, Offerors shall submit the work performed under a task order as a project.

The attached Construction & Design Experience Project Data Sheet (Attachment D) is MANDATORY and SHALL
be used to submit project information. If the same project is being used to demonstrate Construction and Design
Experience, submit separate Project Data Sheets for construction and design. Except as specifically requested, the
Government will not consider information submitted in addition to this form. Individual blocks on this form may be
expanded; however, total length for each project data sheet shall not exceed one (1) double-sided page (or two (2)
single-sided pages).

For all submitted projects, the description of the project shall clearly describe the scope of work performed and the
relevancy to the project requirements of this RFP (i.e.: unique features, area, construction methods) using the criteria
identified above. In addition, the description should also address any sustainable features for the project, including
specific descriptions of those features. The Offeror shall provide applicable documentation on projects that were
validated and/or certified through U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC) or the equivalent organization or process.
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If the Offeror is a Joint Venture (JV), relevant project experience shall be submitted for projects completed by the
Joint Venture entity. If the Joint Venture does not have shared experience, projects shall be submitted for each Joint
Venture entity. Offerors who fail to submit experience for all Joint Venture members may be rated lower. Offerors
are still limited to a total of five (5) projects combined. For a JV, the offeror shall submit the signed JV agreement.
For 8(a) Mentor-Protégé Joint Ventures, submit the signed and U.S. Small Business Administration (SBA) approved
Mentor-Protégé agreement.

If an Offeror is utilizing experience information of affiliates/subsidiaries/parent/LLC/LTD member companies
(name is not exactly as stated on the SF1442), the proposal shall clearly demonstrate that the
affiliate/subsidiary/parent firm will have meaningful involvement in the performance of the contract.

Experience of proposed subcontractors will not be considered.
Design Experience:

While the seed project is not design-build, design-build projects may be contemplated under this MACC. Therefore,
the Offeror is required to address the design firm to be proposed on future projects.

Offerors shall clearly state the Architect-Engineer firm that is proposed to be utilized as the Designer of Record
(DOR) for future task orders under this MACC. Provide the full name of the firm, address, DUNS number, and
CAGE code. The designated firm will be required to be utilized as the DOR on future design-build task orders under
the resulting MACC, unless a substitution is approved by the Contracting Officer for the proposed task order.

Offerors shall submit a minimum of three (3) up to a maximum of five (5) relevant projects for the above designer
of record that best demonstrate your experience in a diverse range of design tasks similar in size, scope and
complexity to the projects proposed for this MACC.

For purposes of this evaluation, a relevant project is further defined as follows:

Size: A final construction cost of $300,000 or greater.
Scope/Complexity: Design of new building construction, interior/exterior alteration or renovation of
facilities, and/or repair projects that include repairs to multiple building systems and infrastructures.

Relevant projects demonstrating the following shall be submitted:

a) Experience as the designer of record on submitted projects. Subcontractor experience will not be
considered.

b) Design of both new construction and renovation of buildings. Projects submitted that only include
horizontal or civil site work will not be considered relevant.

c) Design-Build experience (a minimum of one project)

Projects submitted shall be completed within the past five (5) years of the date of issuance of this RFP. For design-
build projects, the design portion of the contract shall have been completed within the past five (5) years of the date
of issuance of this RFP. The design completion date shall be clearly stated on the Project Data Sheet. If the
design completion date cannot be determined, the project may be considered not relevant.

A project is defined as a complete design effort performed under a single task order or contract/subcontract. For
multiple award and indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity type contracts, the contract as a whole shall not be
submitted as a project and will not be considered; rather, Offerors shall submit the work performed under a task
order as a project.

The attached Construction & Design Experience Project Data Sheet (Attachment D) is MANDATORY and SHALL
be used to submit project information. If the same project is being used to demonstrate Construction and Design
Experience, submit separate Project Data Sheets for construction and design. Except as specifically requested, the
Government will not consider information submitted in addition to this form. Individual blocks on this form may be
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expanded; however, total length for each project data sheet shall not exceed one (1) double-sided page (or two (2)
single-sided pages).

For all submitted projects, the description of the project shall clearly describe the scope of work performed and the
relevancy to the project requirements of this RFP (i.e.: unique features, area, construction methods). In addition, the
description should also address any sustainable features for the project, including specific descriptions of those
features. The Offeror shall provide applicable documentation on projects that were validated and/or certified
through U.S. Green Building Council (USGBC) or the equivalent organization or process.

If an Offeror is utilizing experience information of affiliates/subsidiaries/parent/LLC/LTD member companies
(name is not exactly as stated on the SF1442), the proposal shall clearly demonstrate that the
affiliate/subsidiary/parent firm will have meaningful involvement in the performance of the contract.

The Offeror may utilize experience of a design subcontractor to demonstrate Design Experience under this
evaluation factor. The Offer must provide a supporting joint venture agreement, partnership agreement, teaming
agreement, or letter of commitment and an explanation of the meaningful involvement for the design subcontractor.

(ii) Basis of Evaluation:

The basis of evaluation will include the Offeror’s demonstrated experience and depth of experience in performing
relevant construction and design projects as defined in the solicitation submittal requirements. The assessment of
the Offeror’s relevant experience will be used as a means of evaluating the capability of the Offeror to successfully
meet the requirements of the RFP. The Government will determine the relevancy of projects submitted using the
criteria outlined above. Projects will be determined Relevant or Not Relevant. The Government will only review
five projects for construction and five for design. Any projects submitted in excess of the five (5) for Construction
Experience and five (5) for Design Experience will not be considered and the Government will review only the first
five (5) projects submitted for each. Furthermore, a proposal with less than three relevant projects will be
considered to have a Deficiency and not eligible for award.

Relevant projects where the Offeror and the proposed design firm(s) have previously worked together may be
considered more favorably than those that have not worked together.

Relevant projects that demonstrate experience with execution of projects simultaneously may be considered more
favorably. In order for this experience to be “met”, the Offeror must show at least two (2) projects with overlapping
start and completion dates.

Relevant projects with a final construction cost of $1,000,000 or greater may be considered more favorably.

(2) Eactor 2, Safety

(i) Solicitation Submittal Requirements:

The Offeror shall submit the following information: (For a partnership or joint venture, the following submittal
requirements are required for each contractor who is part of the partnership or joint venture; however, only one
safety narrative is required. EMR and DART Rates shall not be submitted for subcontractors.)

(1) Experience Modification Rate (EMR): For the three (3) previous complete calendar years (2013, 2014,
& 2015), the offeror must submit its EMR (which compares your company’s annual losses in insurance claims
against its policy premiums over a three (3) year period). If you have no EMR, the offeror must affirmatively state
so, and explain why. Any extenuating circumstances that affected the EMR and upward or downward trends shall
be addressed as part of this element. Lower EMRs will be given greater weight in the evaluation.

(2) OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate: For the three (3)
previous complete calendar years (2013, 2014, & 2015), the offeror must submit its OSHA Days Away from Work,
Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate, as defined by the U.S. Department of Labor, Occupational Safety
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and Health Administration. If you cannot submit an OSHA DART Rate, the offeror must affirmatively state so, and
explain why. Any extenuating circumstances that affected the OSHA DART Rate data and upward or downward
trends shall be addressed as part of this element. Lower OSHA DART Rates will be given greater weight in the
evaluation.

(3) Technical Approach for Safety: The Offeror shall describe the plan that the Offeror will implement to
evaluate safety performance of potential subcontractors, as a part of the selection process for all levels of
subcontractors. Also, the Offeror shall describe any innovative methods that the Offeror will employ to ensure and
monitor safe work practices at all subcontractor levels. The Technical Approach to Safety shall be limited to two
pages.

(if) Basis of Evaluation:

The Government is seeking to determine that the Offeror has consistently demonstrated a commitment to safety and
that the Offeror plans to properly manage and implement safety procedures for itself and its subcontractors. The
Government will evaluate the Offeror’s overall safety record, the Offeror’s plan to select and monitor
subcontractors, any and innovative safety methods that the Offeror plans to implement for this procurement. The
Government’s sources of information for evaluating safety may include, but are not limited to, OSHA, NAVFAC’s
ESAMS database, and other related databases. While the Government may elect to consider data from other
sources, the burden of providing detailed, current, accurate and complete safety information regarding these
submittal requirements rests with the Offeror. The evaluation will collectively consider the following:

- Experience Modification Rate (EMR)

- OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate
- Offeror Technical Approach to Safety

- Other sources of information available to the Government

(1) Experience Modification Rate (EMR): The Government will evaluate the EMR to determine if the
Offeror has demonstrated a history of safe work practices taking into account any upward or downward trends and
extenuating circumstances that impact the rating. Lower EMRs will be given greater weight in the evaluation.

(2) OSHA Days Away from Work, Restricted Duty, or Job Transfer (DART) Rate: The Government will
evaluate the OSHA DART Rate to determine if the Offeror has demonstrated a history of safe work practices taking
into account any upward or downward trends and extenuating circumstances that impact the rates. Lower OSHA
DART Rates will be given greater weight in the evaluation.

(3) Technical Approach to Safety: The Government will evaluate the narrative to determine the degree to
which subcontractor safety performance will be considered in the selection of all levels of subcontractors on the
upcoming project. The Government will also evaluate the narrative to determine the degree to which innovations
are being proposed that may enhance safety on this procurement. Those Offerors whose plan demonstrates a
commitment to hire subcontractors with a culture of safety and who propose innovative methods to enhance a safe
working environment may be given greater weight in the evaluation.

(3) Eactor 3, Management Approach

(i) Solicitation Submittal Requirements:

Offeror shall submit a detailed narrative Management Plan describing how the offeror intends to successfully
complete the work. The narrative plan shall not exceed five (5) pages (pages beyond the five (5) page limit will not
be considered) and, at a minimum, address the following:

Offeror’s strategy for successful execution of the work, managing multiple concurrent projects and
managing the geographic coverage of the contract requirements.

Offeror’s plan for accomplishing the varied scope of work (Design-Build and Design-Bid-Build (fully
designed)) for general construction projects.
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As Design-Build projects may be performed under this contract, the offeror shall identify the roles,
responsibilities, and contractual relationships of the prime contractor (Offeror) and the designated
Architect-Engineer firm that is proposed to be utilized as the Designer of Record for future task orders
under this MACC (as listed in Factor 1). (Note: The designated firm will be required to be utilized as the
DOR on future design-build task orders under the resulting MACC.), unless a substitution is approved by
the Contracting Officer for the proposed task order.

Offeror’s plan for responding to proposed task orders that may have short response times or are solicited
simultaneously.

(ii) Basis of Evaluation:

Proposals providing greater detail and demonstrating a greater understanding of the requirements, as outlined above,
will be rated higher.

(4) Eactor 4, Past Performance

(i) Solicitation Submittal Requirements:

If a completed Construction Contractor Appraisal Support System (CCASS) evaluation or Contractor Performance
Assessment Reporting System (CPARS) evaluation is available, it shall be submitted with the proposal for each
project included in Factor 1 for Construction Experience. If a completed AE Contractor Appraisal Support System
(ACASS) evaluation is available, it shall be submitted with the proposal for each project included in Factor 1 for
Design Experience. If there is not a completed CCASS or ACASS evaluation then the offeror shall submit Past
Performance Questionnaires (Attachment B) for each project included in Factor 1 for both Construction Experience
and Design Experience. The Offeror should provide completed Past Performance Questionnaires (PPQ) in the
proposal. Offerors shall not incorporate by reference into their proposal PPQs previously submitted for other RFPs.
However, this does not preclude the Government from utilizing previously submitted PPQ information in the past
performance evaluation. If the Offeror is unable to obtain a completed PPQ from a client for a project(s) before
proposal closing date, the Offeror shall complete and submit with the proposal the first page of the PPQ, which must
provide contract and client information for the respective project(s). The Government may make reasonable attempts
to contact the client noted for that project(s) to obtain the PPQ information. However, Offerors should follow-up
with clients/references to help ensure timely submittal of questionnaires. If the client requests, questionnaires may
be submitted directly to the Government’s point of contact, Holly Manning, holly.manning@navy.mil.

Offerors are strongly encouraged to provide any information on problems encountered and the corrective actions
taken on projects submitted under Factor 1 — Experience. Offerors are also strongly encouraged to address any
adverse past performance issues. Explanations shall not exceed two (2) double-sided pages (or four (4) single-sided
pages) in total.

The Government reserves the right to contact references for verification or additional information. The
Government’s inability to contact any of the Offeror’s references or the references unwillingness to provide the
information requested may affect the Government’s evaluation of this factor.

Performance award or additional information submitted will not be considered.
(ii) Basis of Evaluation:

This evaluation focuses on how well the Offeror performed on the relevant projects submitted under Factor 1 —
Experience and past performance on other projects currently documented in known sources. More emphasis will be
placed on more relevant projects. In addition to the above, the Government 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.
Other sources may include, but are not limited to, past performance information retrieved through the Past
Performance Information Retrieval System (PPIRS) using all CAGE/DUNS numbers of Contractors who are part of
a partnership or joint venture identified in the Offeror’s proposal, inquiries of owner representative(s), Federal
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Awardee Performance and Integrity Information System (FAPIIS), Electronic Subcontract Reporting System
(eSRS), and any other known sources not provided by the Offeror.

The Government will consider the currency and relevance of the information, the source of the information, context
of the data, and general trends in the Contractor’s performance. This evaluation is separate and distinct from the
Contracting Officer’s responsibility determination. The assessment of the Offeror’s past performance will be used
as a means of evaluating the Offeror’s probability to successfully meet the requirements of the RFP.

Offerors lacking relevant past performance history will not be evaluated favorably or unfavorably in past
performance and will receive an Unknown Confidence rating.

5. PROPOSAL REQUIREMENTS
5.1 PRE-PROPOSAL CONFERENCE AND SITE VISIT

Information for the Site Visit for Design Bid Build Repair/Improve Aircraft Recovery, Building 1039 at Marine
Corps Air Station Beaufort, South Carolina will be provided in the General Requirements issued via Amendment
0001.

5.2 PROPOSAL SUBMISSION INSTRUCTIONS

In response to this request for proposal, the complete proposal shall include both the Price Proposal and
the Non-Cost/Price Factors Proposal, submitted in accordance with the above Basis of Evaluation and Submittal
Requirements for Each Factor and as follows:

5.2.1. Price Proposal and Non-Cost/Price Factors Proposal - The Price Proposal and the Non-Cost/Price

Factors Proposal shall be submitted in separate 3-ring binders. All pages shall be numbered and binders shall be
appropriately tabbed, conforming to the proposal submittal requirements’ structure for each evaluation factor.
Price and Non-Cost/Price Factors proposals must be submitted in sealed envelopes/boxes. Any pricing
information included in the Non-Cost/Price Factors proposal will not be considered. Similarly, any Non-
Cost/Price information included in the Price Proposal will not be considered. Proposal shall be labeled “PRICE
PROPOSAL OR NON-COST/PRICE FACTORS PROPOSAL FOR RFP N40085-16-R-5516,
BEAUFORT/PARRIS ISLAND MACC, ATTN: HOLLY MANNING; DO NOT OPEN IN MAIL ROOM”.

5.2.2. The offeror’s proposal must include all data and information required and must be submitted in
accordance with these instructions. The offeror shall be compliant with the requirements as stated
herein, for non-conformance may result in an unfavorable proposal evaluation.

5.2.3. All proposals shall be mailed or hand carried to the following

address: Naval Facilities Engineering Command, Mid-Atlantic
Marine Corps IPT, Acquisition

9324 Virginia Avenue

Building Z-140, Room 114

Norfolk, Virginia 23511-

3624

Attn: Holly Manning, Code OPQA1

5.2.4 Hand Carried Proposals

Offerors who would like to hand deliver their proposal and who do not currently have a valid badge issued by the
Department of Defense (DoD) to enter Naval Station Norfolk must do the following:

1. Submit a one day pass request spreadsheet (Attachment D) NO LESS THAN 5 BUSINESS DAYS prior to



N40085-16-R-5516
0003
Page 13 of 14

the proposal due date. The request shall be sent to Holly Manning at holly.manning@navy.mil. This request is
separate from the site visit request

2. Present the following information at the pass office:
Valid Driver’s License, Current Vehicle Registration and/or Rental Car Contract, Current State Safety
Inspection, Current Proof of Insurance

Naval Station Norfolk Pass & ID Office is located on Hampton Boulevard across from Gate 5. All potential
offerors must adhere to this notice in order to avoid delay in submitting your proposal. The level of security at
the Naval Station Norfolk may change at any time. As the level of security heightens, the amount of time
required to gain access to the Naval Station also increases. Early arrival is advised.

Submission of a pass request form is no guarantee you will be able to get on the base. If for any reason you get to
the gate and are not allowed onto the base (even if you have submitted a request form), you will need to find
another way to get your proposal delivered. Government personnel may not be able to sponsor you on base to
deliver your proposal. Ultimately, it is the contractor's responsibility to ensure timely proposal submission to the
specified location. Due to heightened security, it is recommended that you allow sufficient time to get into the
building and turn in your proposal. The submitted pass request only allows access on the proposal due date. If
the proposal due date is extended, the Government will revise the date on the pass request. Submission of a new
pass request form is not necessary. If any other information listed on a submitted pass request form changes, a
new pass request form with the updated information must be submitted.

5.2.5. PROPOSALS SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THIS REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL MUST
BE RECEIVED NO LATER THAN THE DATE AND TIME SPECIFIED IN BLOCK 13A OF THE
SF1442. Proposals not received by the time and date specified shall be treated in accordance with FAR
52.215-1 “Instruction to Offerors - Competitive Acquisitions” and may be rejected.

5.3 PRE-PROPOSAL INQUIRIES (PPIs)

All inquiries must be submitted in writing and received by the Contract Specialist ten calendar days
prior to the solicitation closing date in order to permit adequate time to reply to the inquiry. There is
no guarantee that PP1’s submitted after the cut-off date will be answered before the solicitation
closes. Submit all questions to holly.manning@navy.mil. Use of the PPI Log template is required.
The PPI Log Template (Attachment D) can be found on the NECO website under the Additional
Documents section.

5.4 NAVY ELECTRONIC COMMERCE ONLINE (NECO)

Amendments will be posted directly to NECO/FedBizOpps. The drawings and specifications will be
posted on NECO under the Additional Documents section of this RFP. Additionally, other postings
will be made to NECO, such as the pre-proposal inquires (PPI) log, revised drawings, etc., under the
Additional Documents section of the RFP. Postings to the Additional Documents section of NECO
DO NOT generate an automated email to contractors. It is recommended contractors check the
NECO Additional Documents section of the RFP periodically to see if additional postings have been
made. It is the contractor’s responsibility to check NECO for all postings.

5.5 INCORPORATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

The Contractor’s technical proposal, including revisions and amendments, made prior to contract
award and a copy of which is in the possession of both parties, will be incorporated into this
contract upon award by reference with the same force and effect as if set forth in full text. All
contractor personnel shall meet or exceed the qualification standards, experience levels and trade
background set forth in the technical proposal.

In the event of an inconsistency between the provisions of this contract and the technical proposal,
the inconsistency shall be resolved by giving precedence in the following order: (i) the contract
(excluding the technical proposal), and then (ii) the technical proposal.
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(End of Summary of Changes)



