SECTION M

EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

1.  Solicitation Provisions Incorporated by Reference, 

June 1988, FAR 52.252-1.

    The contract incorporated 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.

2.  FAR 52.0217-0005  Evaluation of Options (Jul 1990)[(Reference FAR 17.208(c)(1)]

3.  Evaluation Criteria.

    I.  Evaluation Factors for Award.


   a.  Selection of an offeror for award will be based on an evaluation of proposals in three areas:  Technical, Price, and Past Performance.  Technical acceptability will be evaluated on a go/no go basis.  Price and Past Performance are equally important in relationship to each other.  Award will be made to the offeror whose proposal is determined to offer the best overall value to the Government based upon the evaluation criteria.  Therefore, award may be made to other than the low offeror.  These evaluation areas have been selected because they will identify the proposal that represents the best value to the Government in terms of technical acceptability and excellence in price and past performance.


   b.  The objective of the evaluation is to determine whether the proposal offers a fair and reasonable value for achieving the objectives of the Performance Work Statement (PWS).

    II.  Proposal Risk.  Proposal risk is an inherent consideration during the evaluation of Technical and Price proposals and is integral to each evaluation area.  Proposals shall be evaluated for inconsistencies between an offerors Technical and Price proposals.  Inconsistencies may indicate a risk associated with the offerors proposed approach to meeting the Government requirements and may result in a reduced rating.

    III.  Areas of Evaluation.  Areas of evaluation are described as follows:


    a.  Technical – Technical acceptability will be evaluated on a go/no go basis.  Technical acceptability will be determined based on:



  (1)  Adequacy of the proposed types and quantities of all labor proposed to meet the requirements of the PWS.



  (2)  Adequacy of the proposed types and quantities of vehicles, equipment, supplies, and others materials proposed to meet the requirements of the PWS.



  (3)  Adequacy of the quality control approach to meet the requirements of the PWS.  The Government will evaluate the offerors proposed inspection system to gain insight into how the contractor proposes to accomplish inspections on either a scheduled or unscheduled basis.  The offerors method of identifying deficiencies will be evaluated as well as the offerors method of documenting and enforcing quality control operations.

    b.  Price.  Offers shall be submitted on an “all or none” basis; therefore, Section B shall be evaluated to insure that offerors propose on every contract line item (CLIN) in Section B, basic and all option years included.  This area consists of two factors, equal in importance, as follows:


   (1)  Section B (Supplies or Services and Prices/Costs) – The price evaluation shall include a comparison of the aggregate price of the proposal, which is determined by multiplying the unit proposed for each CLIN, times the estimated quantity, and then adding the prices for each CLIN, so multiplied, to determine the total cost for each contract year.  The aggregate price is the total of the basic and 8 six month option peroids.


   (2)  Pricing Support Information – The Price evaluation shall also include an analysis of the proposed Direct Labor hours, Direct Labor rates, Labor Overhead, General and Administrative (G&A), and Profit, to determine the risk of performance within the proposed price.

    c.  Past Performance.


    (1)  Performance risks are those associated with an offerors ability to perform the solicitation’s requirements as indicated by that offerors record of past and current performance.


   (2)  In the past performance area, the Government will conduct a performance risk assessment based upon the offerors current and past record of performance as it related to the probability of successful accomplishment of the required effort.  When assessing performance risk, the Government will focus its inquiry on the offerors (and subcontractors) record of performance as it relates to all solicitation requirements, including costs, schedule and performance.  A significant achievement or problem in any element of work can become an important consideration in the evaluation process.  Absent any past or current performance history within the past three years on the same or similar efforts, the offerors proposal will be considered neutral for performance risk evaluation.

4.  Basis for Award.

    a.  In order to be considered for award, an offer must conform to the requirements of this solicitation and meet the criteria set forth by the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR), Determination of Responsibility.

    b.  Award will be made to the technically acceptable offeror whose proposal offers the best value to the Government based on the evaluation criteria.
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