PART IV - SECTION M

EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

3.1-1   Clauses and Provisions Incorporated by Reference (September 2002)

     This screening information request (SIR) or contract, as applicable, incorporates by reference one or more provisions or clauses listed below with the same force and effect as if they were given in full text. Upon request, the Contracting Officer will make the full text available, or offerors and contractors may obtain the full text via Internet at: http://fast.faa.gov (on this web page, select "Contract Writing/Clauses").

3.2.2.3-34 Evaluation of Offers for Multiple Awards (April 1996)

M.1

GENERAL

Formal source selection procedures will be used in the evaluation of all responses received to the Screening Information Request for the proposed Software and Digital Systems Safety (SDSS) Research Contract(s). The following sections will be considered in the evaluation process:


(a)  Technical Proposal

(b) Cost/Price Proposal

All offers will be subject to a detailed technical and cost/price proposal evaluation by respective teams who will evaluate each in accordance with a pre-established evaluation plan and evaluated in accordance with Clause M.2 below.

Technical proposals will be evaluated, rated and scored in accordance with the pre-established evaluation factors listed in clause M.2 below. Cost/Price proposals will be evaluated on the basis of cost realism. 

M.2    EVALUATION CRITERIA AND THE BASIS FOR AWARD

The contracts resulting from the screening information request (SIR) will be awarded to the responsible offeror(s) whose proposal, conforming to the SIR is determined to be the best value to the Government. For evaluation purposes, technical is considered more important than cost. There will be three contract awards resulting from this SIR, one award per Task. The following evaluation criteria described below will be used:

a.  TECHNICAL:

	Overall Rating
	Definition

	Outstanding 
	     Outstanding in essentially all respects; represents best that could be expected of any qualified contractor.  None or very few minor weaknesses and not pertaining to the stated performance requirements.

	Highly 

Acceptable
	Cannot be considered outstanding, but is above average expected from any qualified contractor.  Minor weaknesses, which would require correction and/or expansion before the contractor would be permitted to begin work.

	Acceptable
	Satisfactory; represents the norm from a qualified contractor. Several weaknesses including at least one that risks causing difficulty in performance.

	Unacceptable


	Less than satisfactory; below the standard expected from a qualified contractor.  Lacking in most areas of stated performance requirements and containing many weaknesses.  Substantial revision would be required to perform at an acceptable level. 


In order to be considered for award, the offeror must receive an overall technical rating of Outstanding or Highly Acceptable in each of the factors/subfactors below:     

1. Technical Approach:  The proposal shall contain a detailed technical discussion of the technical approach.  This element will be evaluated on the following points, in descending order of importance:

a. Demonstrate an understanding of certification needs (e.g., knowledge of RTCA/DO-178B and RTCA/DO-248B for software, RTCA/DO-254 for complex electronic hardware); 

b. Demonstrate the application and implementation into real aviation products; and

c. Ability to partner with experienced avionics or aircraft manufacturers, and identify same. 

2. Relevance to Aviation Safety: This element will be evaluated on the following points, in equal order of importance.  The proposal shall demonstrate:

a. knowledge and understanding of pertinent issues in aviation safety, particularly as related to software and digital systems safety;

b. The following probable benefits of the research:

1) evidence of contribution to accident reduction;

2) evidence of contribution to accident mitigation.

3. Research Performance Competence:  This element will be evaluated on the following points, in equal order of importance. The proposal shall contain:

a. Key Personnel - Proposed to work under each Task that clearly evidences the minimum levels of education and experience as cited in Clause C.2, “Personnel Qualifications” for Senior Engineer. It is expected that each Task under the SIR will have no less than one Senior Engineer proposed. Resumes must represent the offeror’s capability to perform the work and shall be no more than 2 pages in length, excluding listed publications, which shall not exceed 3 pages. Resume formats shall include the following:

1) Employee Name (including city and state of employee);

2) Proposed Labor Category; 

3) Education – including, in reverse chronological order, colleges and/or technical schools attended (with dates), degree(s)/certification(s) received, major field(s) of study, and approximate number of total class hours in non-degreed/non-certified areas of study;

4) Experience – including, in reverse chronological order, area(s) of work in which person is qualified, company and title of position, approximate starting and ending dates (month/year), specific experience on projects of similar size/scope/complexity/functionality, and specific experience related to the SOW requirements; and

5) Certification that the information contained in the resume is current and accurate (including the signature of the person and an accompanying signed letter of intent if not currently employed by the offeror).

b. Past Performance- Provide a brief description of three (3) contracts performed of similar technical complexity performed in association with a university and/or industry partner, as applicable.  Include contract number, contract type, date of contract award and completion date, contract value at award and completion, labor categories and hours, name, address, telephone number, and point of contact/ Contracting Officer . These three contracts shall demonstrate:

1) ability to achieve program objectives;

2) ability to provide and support the staff performing work; and, quality measurements of product/service delivered.

B.  COST:


Cost and cost realism will be evaluated in a Best Value environment. Cost proposals will have costs commensurate with the work load proposed and will not be in excess of the following budgets after cost realism:

	Task
	Max $ 1st  Year
	Max $ 2nd Year 
	Planned 

Max Budget 

	001 - Databus Evaluation Criteria
	$125,000
	$100,000
	$225,000

	002 - Local Area Networks in Aircraft
	$231,000
	$100,000
	$331,000

	003 – Requirements Engineering Management
	 $70,000 
	$100,000
	$170,000 




Offerors cost proposals will reflect the 24 month deliverable schedule as set forth in Section F.

M. 3 

Award by Task

Award will be made by Task.  Offerors may propose on some or all Tasks.  Each Task and its respective technical and cost proposal will be evaluated in accordance with Clause M-2.      
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