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SECTION L - INSTRUCTIONS, CONDITIONS AND NOTICES TO BIDDERS

[bookmark: PD000771]L.1   ANTICIPATED AWARD DATE

The anticipated award date for this requirement is January 20th, 2017.  This information provides the basis for schedules and burden (labor, overheads, G&A, etc.) mid-point calculations.

L.2   TYPE OF TASK ORDER

The Government contemplates an award of a Firm Fixed Price task order under the FTSS III Unrestricted Multiple Award Contract.

L.3   SOLICITATION QUESTIONS

Solicitation questions shall be emailed to Contract Specialist Roxanne Wiseman at roxanne.wiseman@navy.mil  using Attachment L-1, Solicitation Question Form and it must be received no later than 5:00pm EST/DST on September 12, 2016.  All questions and subsequent answers will be posted to NECO at https://www.neco.navy.mil/  / FedBizOpps https://www.fbo.gov/.

L.4   PRE-PROPOSAL CONFERENCE AND SITE VISIT 

A Pre-Solicitation Conference was held on 9 August 2016 and Site Visits (to all five sites) were conducted 9-11 August 2016.  Information regarding attendance was provided via NECO on 09 June 2016 and all Offerors were urged to attend.  In no event will failure to attend the conference constitute grounds for a claim after award of the task order.

L.5 SOLICITATION RESPONSE REQUIREMENTS

The Offeror shall comply with and respond to all requirements of the solicitation and not alter or rearrange any requirements of the solicitation in their offers.  The Government may consider any exception or deviation to any term or condition of the Request for Proposal (RFP), which is not expressly authorized by the RFP, to be a deficiency.  The Offeror has the burden of proof to demonstrate compliance with all the evaluation factors identified in this solicitation.  With the exception of the Price Volume and the Small Business Volume, no cost or pricing information should appear in any other volume.

An “exception” occurs if an Offeror states that he will not comply with a requirement.  This usually involves contract terms and conditions.  

A “deviation” occurs if an Offeror states that he will not comply with a requirement, but proposes an alternative to meet the intent of the requirement, usually involving a specification.  

A “waiver” is where an Offeror requests authorization for the Government to accept an item, which will depart from specified requirements, but would nevertheless be considered suitable.  An offer based or conditioned on Government acceptance of a waiver may be viewed as a deficiency.

L.5.1	PROPOSAL VOLUMES REQUIREMENTS

Offerors shall submit each volume of the proposal as specified in the table below.  Each volume shall contain a title page and a table of contents.  The title page shall include: the Offeror’s name, address, POC, RFP number, proposal volume title, and copy number.  Present volumes which are short and concise.  Provide all of the relevant information and price data needed to evaluate the proposal. 

	Volume Number
	Volume Title
	Page Limit
	Paper Copies Required
	CD-ROM Copies Required

	1
	Technical Volume
	20*
	1 Original/4 Copies 
	1 Original/1 Copy

	2
	Price Volume
	None**
	1 Original/1 Copy
	1 Original/1 Copy

	3
	Small Business Volume
	None
	1 Original/1 Copy
	1 Original/1 Copy


* The twenty page limit does not include the required Charts.
** “None” does not indicate a desire or intent for full Cost volumes.  Rather, the Offeror is encouraged to present as short and concise a Price Volume as is reasonable for the Offeror to effectively convey all relevant Price data and to enable the Government to accomplish its evaluation requirements.  

L.5.1.1 Proposal Format

Offerors shall format written proposals in Times New Roman, 12 pt. normal font (no reduction permitted), single-spaced with 1-inch margins all around, and formatted for standard 8.5 x 11 inch paper.  For Tables and Graphics, no less than 9 pt. normal font may be used.  Number all pages with section and page numbers.  Do not alter the portions of the proposal that are completed file attachments from the RFP provided format.  Foldout pages are acceptable only for the staffing charts (Technical) and the pricing workbook attachments.     

The electronic copy of the written proposal shall be compatible with Microsoft Office© 2010.  Each DVD/CD-ROM is to be labeled for content and the Offeror’s name.  If a discrepancy exists between the original paper copy of the proposal and the CD-ROM, the paper copy will take precedence. 

L.5.1.2 Proposal Submission Due Date 

The submission date for the proposal shall be no later than the date and time specified in Block 9 of Standard Form (SF) 33 of the RFP – 2:00 PM Eastern Time on October 4th, 2016.


L.5.1.3 Proposal Packaging  

The Offeror shall package the proposal volumes in one box and that box shall be marked, “For Official Use Only” and “Source Selection Information – See FAR-2.101 and 3.104.”.  The proposal package shall include a packing slip detailing the contents of the carton.

L.5.1.4 Proposal Submission Address

The proposal package shall be sent or hand carried to:

Naval Air Warfare Center Training Systems Division (NAWCTSD)
Code:  AIR-2.5.3.2.1
Attention: Roxanne Wiseman
RFP Number: N61340-16-R-1146
12211 Science Drive
Orlando, FL  32826-3224
Phone number:  407-380-8024
Email:  roxanne.wiseman@navy.mil

Alternate:
Naval Air Warfare Center Training Systems Division (NAWCTSD)
Code:  AIR-2.5.3.2.1
Attention: Kathleen Dougherty
RFP Number: N61340-16-R-1146
12211 Science Drive
Orlando, FL  32826-3224
Phone number:  407-380-8189
Email:  kathleen.dougherty@navy.mil

If an offeror intends on hand-delivering its proposal, coordinate with the POCs listed above at least 3 business days in advance of proposal due date listed in Block 9 of the SF33.


L.5.1.5   Minimum Offer Acceptance Period

a. The “Acceptance Period” is the number of calendar days available to the Government for awarding a task order from the date specified in this solicitation for receipt of proposals.
b. This provision supersedes any language pertaining to the acceptance period that may appear elsewhere in this solicitation.
c. The Government requires a minimum acceptance period of 180 calendar days.
d. The Government may reject an offer allowing less than the minimum acceptance period.
e. The Offeror agrees to execute all that it has undertaken to do, in compliance with its offer, if that offer is accepted in writing within the acceptance period stated in paragraph (c) of this section.


L.5.1.6		Classified Data

All proposals must be UNCLASSIFIED. 

L.5.1.7 	Solicitation Changes

For any changes and additional information for the solicitation please go to website:  
https://www.neco.navy.mil/ / FedBizOpps https://www.fbo.gov/.  

L.5.2   TECHNICAL FACTOR, VOLUME I REQUIREMENTS   

Note:  This volume shall not contain any pricing information or make reference to price aspects of the offer. 

The following is a list of Section L Attachments that the Offeror shall utilize to provide information for this volume:

Attachment L-2, Staffing Chart

Please provide Technical Volume 1 in a separate 3-ring binder.  In this volume, provide the information described below:


L.5.2.1  Staffing Approach.  The Offeror shall complete and submit the Attachment L-2, Staffing Chart in accordance with the instructions found in the Attachment.  Describe the rationale for how the Offeror’s proposed manning approach will efficiently and effectively fulfill COMS requirements as specified in Addendum A of the PWS and associated Appendices, including the rationale for what is included in each site management task.

Within the Offeror’s Staffing Approach, please provide an approach that addresses the following 
single scenario at NAS Meridian:

1. Based on the staffing proposed in the Offeror’s Attachment L-2, assume that TW-1 is preparing for an upcoming Carrier or Weapons detachment and that the training schedule for the week requires completion of all of the 66 possible training events per day (100% availability on the 4 OFTs (16.5 OHPD) and 2 IFTs (16.5 OHPD)).
a. Part 1 – The shift supervisor for the day shift is hospitalized on Sunday and will not be available for the week.  What general measures and approach would management take to account for the shift supervisor’s responsibilities in order to accomplish the required work for the week?
b. Part 2 – During the day shift on Tuesday, the site manager learns that the most highly qualified Technician on mid shift (not the shift supervisor) has also been hospitalized and will also not be available for the rest of the week.  Again, based on the staffing proposed in Attachment L-2, and within the approach offered for Part 1 above, what general measures and approach would management take to account for this technician’s nightly maintenance responsibilities in order to deliver the required 100% availability for the Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday training days?

Throughout the Technical Volume, the Offeror should identify any proposed capability, approach or feature that provides benefit to the government or reduces risk inherent in the Task Order.  Specifically, explain the benefits to the Government in technical terms and the degree of impact it will have to performance, operations and/or risk for the levels of support (stepladders) specified in Attachment PBW/PEW -1 Price Breakout Worksheet (PBW)/Price Evaluation Worksheet (PEW).

L.5.3 PRICE FACTOR, VOLUME II REQUIRMENTS   

The CNATRA COMS PBW/PEW -1 Price Breakout Worksheet/Price Evaluation Sheet is listed in Section M and shall be utilized by the Offeror to provide information for this volume:

PBW/PEW-1 Price Breakout Worksheet/Price Evaluation Sheet 

The Offeror shall provide sufficient information to support its price, and demonstrate that the unit prices and total evaluated price are reasonable as well as an explanation of all ground rules and assumptions that affect the prices.  Any apparent imbalances in pricing or anomalies should be fully explained.

The Offeror shall propose in compliance with the current FY17 hourly rates set forth in the Department of Labor Area and Collective Bargaining Agreement (CBA) Wage Determinations (WD), attached herein, and shall not include escalation for adjustments for covered employees under the Service Contract Act, even if escalation for FY18 and beyond is included in a CBA or DOL Area Wage Determination for proposed positions not covered by a CBA.

Please provide Price Volume 2 in a separate 3-ring binder.  In this volume, provide the information described below:

As this is a competitive acquisition with adequate price competition anticipated, the price documentation requested is not considered cost or pricing data and shall not be certified in accordance with FAR 15.406-2.  However, in the event that adequate price competition does not exist after receipt of proposals, the PCO will need to obtain cost or pricing data pursuant to FAR Part 15.

L.5.3.1 Price Factor, Volume Contents and Structure   

a. Title Page
b. Table of Contents
c. Exceptions, Deviations, and Waivers.  The Offeror shall provide a detailed description for each exception, deviation, or request for waiver, as applicable.  If there are no exceptions, deviations or waivers, the Offeror shall provide a statement that it “assents to the terms and conditions of the solicitation without exception, deviation or waivers.”
d. A completed PBW/PEW-1 Price Breakout Worksheet/Price Evaluation Worksheet.  All prices shall be in whole dollars.  No formulas shall be hidden or locked.  The Offeror shall ensure that prices are entered for all unit prices and supply support amounts, including all optional stepladders specified in the PBW.  The unit prices shall include the supply support amounts (supply support amounts are not separate prices but are included within the unit pricing).  The only items that do not require a price to be entered are those that have been designated as “Not Separately Priced” (NSP) by the Government and the amounts entered by the Government in the No-fee, Cost Reimbursable CLINs (IAC & MFD – CLINs X370) (x-cubes – CLINs X670) for T-6B Integrated Avionics Computers and Multi-function Displays.   Offerors shall use the Microsoft ® Excel spreadsheet format provided as part of this RFP when providing the electronic copy of the price proposal.  This attachment will show the Offeror’s total evaluated price.  The PBW/PEW will auto populate for the 52.217-8 Option IAW the clause from the prior lot VI, FY22.
e. Completed and signed SF33 that acknowledges all RFP amendments (or the signed SF33 plus the signed SF30(s) for all amendments). 
f. Chart of Offeror’s format showing how the premium time rates were computed including base labor categories, rates, indirect rates and profit.  
g. Completed all provisions and certifications in Section K provided in full text.
h. Offerors shall demonstrate the reasonableness of the unit prices identified in the various Site Management CLINs.  Site Management CLINs are limited to corporate program costs, Site Manager, Shift Supervisor hours not associated with operating a trainer, administrative costs and other core maintenance fixed costs associated with operating a site.  These costs do not vary in relationship to CTT or the addition or deletion of training devices or tasks.
i. The offeror’s proposal is presumed to represent the offeror’s best efforts to respond to the solicitation.  The offeror shall provide sufficient information to support its price as well as an explanation of all ground rules and assumptions that affect the proposed prices.  
j. The Offeror shall complete Section G NAVAIR Clause 5252.201-9502 - CONTRACTOR’S AUTHORIZED CONTRACT COORDINATOR AND TECHNICAL LIAISON 
k. This Task Order includes a cost-reimbursement contract line (CLIN).  To be awarded a contract with a cost-reimbursement contract line (CLIN), the contractor must have an accounting system that is adequate to determine the costs allocable to the contract.  Pursuant to DFARS clause 252.242-7006, "Accounting System Administration," the contractor shall maintain an acceptable accounting system during the entire period of contract performance for determining costs applicable to this cost-reimbursement contract line (CLIN).  Pursuant to FAR 9.103, "Purchases shall be made from, and contracts shall be awarded to, responsible prospective contractors only."  The responsibility determination will include, but not be limited to, an assessment of an Offeror's accounting system to ensure acceptability for accumulating costs.  Accordingly, the Offeror shall provide evidence that its accounting system has been determined adequate and acceptable from a federal government entity for administration of a cost-reimbursable contract line (CLIN); state that some other determination regarding its accounting system has been made by a federal government entity; or state that its accounting system has not been reviewed by a federal government entity for adequacy and acceptability.  If, at the time of proposal submission, the Offeror does not already have an accounting system that has been determined adequate and acceptable for determining costs applicable to a cost-reimbursement contract line (CLIN), the Procuring Contracting Officer (PCO) may request a preaward survey.  In the event of a preaward survey, it is requested that Offerors cooperate with the federal government entity to provide required information in a timely manner so as not to delay contract award.


L.5.4    SMALL BUSINESS VOLUME, VOLUME III REQUIREMENTS

The following is a list of Section L Attachments that the Offeror shall utilize to provide information for this volume:

Attachment L-3, Subcontracting Plan Goals

For Large Business (LB) Offerors, the Small Business (SB) Volume shall consist of both a SB Participation Plan and a separate SB Subcontracting Plan.  Each is required to be consistent with the other.  

For SB Offerors, the SB Volume shall consist of only the SB Participation Plan.

Please provide SB Volume 3 in a separate 3-ring binder.  In this volume, provide the information described below:

L.5.4.1    Small Business Participation

All Offerors (Large and Small Businesses) shall address their strategies for utilizing SB concerns in the performance of this task order, whether as a joint venture, teaming arrangement or subcontractor.  For purposes of this solicitation, SB categories are SB, Small Disadvantaged Business, Veteran-Owned SB, Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned SB, HUBZone SB, Women-Owned SB, and Historically Black Colleges/Universities and Minority Institutions (HBC/UMI).  Each subcategory of SB shall be addressed.  (This strategy is separate from, but shall be consistent with, the SB Subcontracting Plan, if the Plan is required.)  The SB Prime Offeror may include its own participation within this SB Participation Plan.  In describing its plan for this solicitation, the Offeror shall, as applicable: 

a. Describe the extent of participation of SB Concerns on this task order and the details of each work scope and its complexity anticipated to be performed by SB Concerns;
b. Identify, if known, the CAGE code of each SB Concern;
c. Extent of commitment to utilize SBs for the identified scope of work;
d. For LB Offerors only, develop the SB Participation strategy consistent with its Subcontracting Plan;
e. Provide targets, expressed as dollars and percentages of total task order value for SB participation in each SB category.  Total task order value shall be the sum of the PEW stated CLINs and Tasks, with all Lot options but exclusive of the 52.217-8 option.  Targets of subcontractors must be listed separately.  Note:  This calculation is different from the calculation required by FAR 52.219-9 in the Subcontracting Plan, as the Plan requires percentage of subcontracting value. 
f. Any proposed small disadvantaged business goal will be evaluated in accordance with 5252.219-9501.   The Offeror’s SB approach to meeting the 3% goal for this task order will be evaluated.  
g. If proposing no SB Participation for this task order, the Offeror shall provide a detailed explanation clearly supporting the rationale for doing so.

L.5.4.2   SB Subcontracting Plan 
	
The LB Offeror shall provide its SB Subcontracting Plan conforming to the requirements of FAR 19.7 and DFARS 219.7.  If the Offeror is a participant in the DoD Comprehensive Subcontracting Test Program specified in DFARS 219.7, the Offeror shall describe how SB participation on this task order will contribute to its overall Comprehensive Subcontracting goals. The Offeror shall describe its specific efforts to ensure the resulting task order meets or exceeds proposed goals.  These efforts shall include, but are not limited to:  Sponsoring program specific outreach programs and industry conferences; establishing Mentor-Protégé relationships; and, using the NAVAIR Office of SB Programs website (http://www.navair.navy.mil/osbp) to locate small business concerns.

Note:  The Subcontracting Plan of the successful Offeror will be reviewed and approved prior to contract award.  Attachment L-3 shall be used for the purpose of addressing FAR 19.704(a)(1) through (a)(11) and included with Volume III.  See FAR 19.702 Statutory Requirements (a)(1) regarding failure of the apparent successful Offeror to negotiate and submit a Plan acceptable to the Contracting Officer.  The successful Offeror’s Subcontracting Plan will be incorporated as an update to its FTSS III Basic Contract.

CLAUSES INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE
	
	
	
	 

	52.237-1 
	Site Visit 
	APR 1984 
	 

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


CLAUSES INCORPORATED BY FULL TEXT

52.216-1  	TYPE OF CONTRACT (APR 1984)
The Government contemplates award of a Firm Fixed-Price task order with cost-type CLINs resulting from this solicitation.


52.252-1	SOLICITATION PROVISIONS INCORPORATED BY REFERENCE (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):
https://www.acquisition.gov/?q=browsefar or http://farsite.hill.af.mil/ 


 


SECTION M - EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD 



The following have been modified: 
        
[bookmark: PD000114][bookmark: PD000772]
The Government expects to select one Offeror whose proposal provides the best value, all factors considered.  "Best value" means the expected outcome of an acquisition that, in the Government's estimation, provides the greatest overall benefit in response to the requirement.  Based on evaluation results, the Source Selection Team may select on offer that has greater perceived benefits from among Offerors with the same rating in the Technical Factor.  However, the perceived benefits of the higher priced proposal must merit any additional price.

Formal Source Selection Procedures Do Not Apply - This task order evaluation and award is a streamlined evaluation and award conducted pursuant to FAR § 16.505.  This task order evaluation and award is not being conducted using formal source selection procedures of FAR Subpart 15.3.  As a result, procedures such as competitive range determinations, oral or written discussions with all Offerors within a competitive range, and requesting final proposal revisions from all Offerors included within a competitive range are not required.  The identification of deficiencies and weaknesses, the government’s questions and comments, and the Offeror’s answers and responses, do not constitute discussions, clarifications, communications, or exchanges as used in FAR Subpart 15.3.

Under FAR § 16.505, the government provides Offerors a “fair opportunity” to be considered for each task order award.  Accordingly, the government will evaluate each Offeror’s initial proposal fairly, similarly, and in accordance with the solicitation’s evaluation criteria.

After the government’s initial evaluation, the government may: (1) award to one Offeror based on the initial offers received; (2) directly negotiate with and make an award to the Offeror who provides the best value in its initial proposal; (3) obtain a revised proposal from the Offeror who provides the best value in its initial proposal and would be awardable under the solicitation’s evaluation criteria but for one or two easily-resolvable deficiencies or weaknesses or; (4) further consider only the Offeror or Offerors who are most likely to provide the best value via a final proposal revision to participate in one-on-one sessions and/or provide additional information, including final proposal revisions.  Thus, the Offeror’s initial proposal material should contain the Offeror’s best terms, conditions, and prices.

All proposals must comply with the terms, conditions, and requirements set forth in the solicitation.  Failure to address each of the areas identified in Section L may make the Offeror’s proposal ineligible for award.

M.1 EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

The Government will evaluate proposals using the following factors:

a. Factor 1: Technical
b. Factor 2: Price

The Technical Factor is significantly more important than the Price Factor.
For all Offerors, their SB Participation Plan will be evaluated to ensure that it fully complies with Section L Volume III Requirements.

For LB Offerors, their SB Subcontracting Plan will be evaluated by NAWCTSD’s Deputy for SB for its compliance to FAR 19.7 (as described in L.5.4.2).  An Unacceptable SB Participation Plan or Subcontracting Plan may make the Offeror’s initial offer unawardable.

M.1.1  Technical

The Government will assign a separate Technical Compliance Rating and Technical Risk Rating for the Technical factor.  The Government will evaluate the Technical proposal to determine the Offeror's approach and ability to meet the Task Order requirements.

The Government will evaluate each Offeror’s manning approach and rationale to assess its efficiency and effectiveness in fulfilling RFP requirements.  The Government will evaluate each Offeror’s staffing charts to determine if skills/qualifications and labor resources are proposed at appropriate times and places to adequately accomplish the requirements in an efficient and effective manner.  The Government will evaluate the correlation between each Offeror’s charts, approach, and rationale for soundness of its staffing rationale and risks to performance.  The Government will evaluate each Offeror’s approach to determine its perceived effectiveness in balancing responsibilities to meet all of the requirements, to include its responses to the Meridian scenario from L.5.2.1.  The Government will evaluate each Offeror’s rationale for how site management tasks are resourced.

The Technical Compliance Rating is an assessment of an Offeror’s Staffing Approach in meeting the Task Order requirements.  The Government will use rating definitions of Good, Acceptable, Marginal and Unacceptable to relate the results of the evaluation.

The Technical Risk Rating considers the risks associated with the staffing approach in meeting the requirement.  Assessment of technical risk considers potential for disruption of schedule, increase in costs, degradation of performance, the need to increase Government oversight, or the likelihood of unsuccessful contract performance.  The Technical Risk Ratings of Low, Moderate, High and Unacceptable will be used to relate the results of the evaluation.

The Government may decide to include parts of an Offeror’s proposal considered to be “strengths” or “risk reducers” directly into the PWS or other section of the task order prior to award.  Strengths or risk reducers included directly into the PWS or other section of the task order will not constitute “discussions,” as that term is used in FAR Subpart 15.3, in part because the policies of FAR Subpart 15.3 do not apply to this task order competition conducted under FAR Subpart 16.5.  The Offeror’s refusal to agree to include its assessed strengths or risk reducers directly into the PWS or other section of the task order may require the government to revise its evaluation record, which may or may not impact the selection decision, depending upon the strengths or risk reducers to which the Offeror does not agree.



M.1.1.2 Technical Evaluation Ratings and Risk Assessment Definitions 

EVALUATION RATINGS DEFINITIONS
Technical Compliance Rating. The Offeror’s technical solution will be rated separately from the risk associated with its technical approach. The technical rating evaluates the quality of the Offeror’s technical solution for meeting the Government’s requirement.   

	Good
	Proposal indicates a thorough approach and understanding of the requirements and contains at least one strength.

	Acceptable
	Proposal indicates an adequate approach and understanding of the requirements.

	Marginal
	Proposal has not demonstrated an adequate approach and understanding of the requirements.

	Unacceptable
	Proposal does not meet requirements of the solicitation and, thus, contains one or more deficiencies and is unawardable.













RISK ASSESSMENT DEFINITIONS
Technical Risk Rating. Assessment of technical risk, which is manifested by the identification of weakness(es), considers potential for disruption of schedule, degradation of performance, the need for increased Government oversight, and/or the likelihood of unsuccessful contract performance.

	Rating
	Description

	Low
	Proposal may contain weakness(es) which have little potential to cause disruption of schedule or degradation of performance. Normal contractor effort and normal Government monitoring will likely be able to overcome any difficulties.

	Moderate
	Proposal contains a significant weakness or combination of weaknesses which may potentially cause disruption of schedule or degradation of performance. Special contractor emphasis and close Government monitoring will likely be able to overcome difficulties.

	High
	Proposal contains a significant weakness or combination of weaknesses which is likely to cause significant disruption of schedule or degradation of performance. Is unlikely to overcome any difficulties, even with special contractor emphasis and close Government monitoring.

	Unacceptable
	Proposal contains a material failure or a combination of significant weaknesses that increases the risk of unsuccessful performance to an unacceptable level.



OTHER DEFINITIONS
Strength is an aspect of an Offeror's proposal that has merit or exceeds specified performance or capability requirements in a way that will be advantageous to the Government during contract performance.

Deficiency is a material failure of an Offeror’s proposal to meet a Government requirement or a combination of significant weaknesses in a proposal that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance to an unacceptable level.

Uncertainty is an aspect of an Offeror’s proposal that affects the Government’s ability to determine if a requirement will be met.

Risk Reducer is an aspect of an Offeror’s proposal that reduces risk in a way that will be advantageous to the Government during contract performance.  

A Significant Weakness in an Offeror’s proposal is a flaw that appreciably increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance.

A Weakness in an Offeror’s proposal is a flaw that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance.

M.1.2 Price

Each Offeror’s price proposal shall be evaluated to determine if it is complete (IAW Section L.5.3), reasonable, verifiable, and contains no unbalanced pricing per FAR 15.404-1(g).  In its evaluation, the Government may use commercial published data, same or similar DoD contracts; Government estimates; industry standards; DCAA audit information; or, other information as deemed appropriate by the Government.  The evaluation will not bind the Government to purchase any of the options.

The Total Evaluated Price (TEP) will be the sum of the extended prices for Mobilization, and the base and option CLINs/Tasks as shown in the PBW/PEW -1 Price Breakout Worksheet/Price Evaluation Worksheet.  The extended price for a CLIN or Task is the unit price multiplied by the unit quantity.  The TEP also includes the option available to the Government under FAR 52.217-8, Option to Extend Services.  As such, the Government will extend the Offeror’s unit prices, in the last option Lot, by six months to arrive at the TEP.  This is also shown at the end of the PEW. 

Reasonable - Adequate price competition will produce price proposals that are reasonable.  If additional analysis is needed, the Government may compare an Offeror’s TEP to the other Offerors’ TEPs to determine reasonableness.

Unbalanced - The Government may compare the PEW stepladder prices to the other mutually exclusive stepladders that are not included in the TEP to determine if unbalanced pricing exists. The comparison will use a per unit hour per day (HPD) basis for the analysis. In accordance with FAR 15.404-1(g)(3) an offer may be rejected, if the contracting officer determines that the lack of balance poses an unacceptable risk to the Government.  Also, the Government may compare proposed prices at the individual CLIN level amongst offers to also determine if unbalanced pricing exists.


 

(End of Summary of Changes) 
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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:

1) Provide corrected Attachment PBW/PEW-1

2) Provide corrected Appendix COMS-AE Site Specific NAS Pensacola

3) Provide Inventory data - CDRL A005

4) Provide answers to questions received. Additional questions will be answered via a subsequent amendment. 

5) Note that this is Amendment 0001, but will post to NECO as Amendment 0002.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.

1. CONTRACT ID CODE

PAGE OF  PAGES

1

14

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

16C. DATE SIGNED

BY

13-Sep-2016

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

N61340-16-R-1146

X

9B. DATED (SEE ITEM 11)

01-Sep-2016

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,

X

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

1

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

13-Sep-2016

CODE

NAWCTSD 253

12211 SCIENCE DRIVE  (25321)

ORLANDO FL 32826-3224

N61340

7. ADMINISTERED BY  (If other than item 6)

4. REQUISITION/PURCHASE REQ. NO.

CODE

See Item 6

FACILITY CODE

CODE

EMAIL:

TEL:


