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En Route Independent Verification & Validation 

Screening Information Request #1

The FAA En Route Integrated Product Team (IPT) is responsible for the development and implementation of Air Traffic Control (ATC) automation systems in the En Route domain of the National Airspace System (NAS).  As the lead acquisition organization for the En Route IPT, AUA-200 is responsible for the system engineering, acquisition, and program management for En Route ATC automation systems.  

In accordance with the FAA Acquisition Management System (AMS), this procurement has been set-aside for competitive award for Socially and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses (SEDBs) that are 8(a) certified.  Prospective Offerors must demonstrate their ability to comply with this requirement.  

This effort will provide Independent Verification & Validation (IV&V) support to the En Route domain.  Programs to be included within this scope include, but are not limited to, En Route Automation Modernization (ERAM) and Display System (DS) Tech Refresh.  Other current and future En Route programs may also be included in order to meet the needs of the En Route IPT.  

The IV&V Contractor will provide domain and system/program IV&V engineering support to AUA-200, as described in the attached Draft En Route IV&V Statement of Work (SOW), on a Time and Material (T&M) basis under a Task Order based contract.  The period of performance is expected to be five years from the date of award.  For planning purposes, prospective Offerors should plan on a two (2) year base period of performance, with three (3) one (1) year options to be exercised at the sole discretion of the Government.  A contract value of at least ten (10) million dollars is planned.  The anticipated award date is September 2003.  

The purpose of this Screening Information Request (SIR) #1 is to allow all interested Offerors an opportunity to respond.  The FAA intends to evaluate Offeror SIR #1 responses in the areas of SEDB compliance, Technical Capabilities and Corporate Capabilities.  The three major tasks from the Draft En Route IV&V SOW for which potential Offerors must demonstrate past experience and knowledge are:  System Requirements Analysis using NAS models (SOW C.3.2.1.1), Software/Interface Requirements Analysis (SOW C.3.2.1.2/C.3.2.1.3), and Software Verification (SOW C.3.2.2 and all sub-sections).  Due to the interdependencies between an individual En Route program, the En Route domain and the NAS, familiarization with the NAS and the En Route interdependencies are considered to be important in order to successfully complete the efforts described in the Draft SOW.  No more than five (5) Offerors will be selected to participate in SIR #2.  SIR #2 is planned to be a formal Request for Offer (RFO) requesting submittal of cost and technical proposals.  

Prospective Offerors are encouraged to team with other businesses in an effort to meet the requirements established in this SIR.  At least fifty one (51) percent of the cost of contract performance incurred for personnel must be expended for employees of the prime contractor.  

The Offerors response to this En Route Domain IV&V SIR #1 will consist of three parts as detailed below:

	Section 
	Page Limit

	Small Socially and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses (SEDBs) or 8(a) compliance
	None

	Technical Capabilities
	25

	Corporate Capabilities
	10


Small Socially and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses (SEDBs) or 8(a) Compliance 

The Offeror is required to complete the FAA Business Declaration Form attached to this SIR as substantiation of compliance with the Small Socially and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses requirement.  Other substantiation, to include compliance documentation for any teammates or sub-contractors, may also be provided.

Technical Capabilities:

The Technical Capabilities section must substantiate the ability of the Offeror to meet the years of experience requirement, demonstrate the Offerors previous performance on at least one large, complex program, and provide the Offerors past performance/experience.  

Offerors must demonstrate that they have: (1) a minimum of twenty (20) staff years of IV&V experience, with a minimum of ten (10) staff years supporting FAA IV&V efforts; and (2) past experience performing IV&V on at least one large complex program of at least two hundred thousand (200,000) Equivalent Software Lines of Code (ESLOC) to be considered for SIR#2.  All Past Performance used by an Offeror to establish compliance with the SIR #1 technical capabilities requirements, to include teammate or sub-contractor past performance, must have occurred on or after January 1, 1998.  

Years of Experience

Documentation of compliance with the years of experience requirements must differentiate between FAA IV&V experience and other IV&V experience.  IV&V experience must be presented in the areas of System Requirements Analysis using NAS models, Software/Interface Requirements Analysis, and Software Verification.  A summation of total experience in each of the areas must also be provided.  The total staff years experience presented in each of the tables must be consistent.  For the purposes of the response to this SIR #1, a staff year is defined as 1,920 billable hours in the calendar year.  The IV&V experience data must be arranged in the format presented below:

Offeror Experience by Program and IV&V Discipline

	
	
	
	
	Staff Years per Calendar Year
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	FAA (Y/N)
	Skill Area
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Summary of IV&V Experience 

	
	
	Staff Years per Calendar Year

	IV&V Discipline
	Total Staff Years
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	2000
	2001
	2002
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Summary of Reference Project Experience
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Large, Complex Program Experience

Documentation of compliance with the requirement to have previously performed IV&V on at least one large, complex program of at least two hundred thousand (200,000) Equivalent Software Lines of Code (ESLOC) must be presented in a narrative and cross-referenced to the Past Performance data.  For the purposes of compliance with the ESLOC requirement, a Software Line of Code (SLOC) is defined using the Deliverable Source Instruction (DSI) methodology.  Specifically, only a non-blank, non-comment, physical source-level line of code is defined as a new line of code.  In determining ESLOC, modified code counts at a rate of 50%, and carry-over code counts at a rate of 20%.  Hence, one (1) line of new developed code is equal to one (1) ESLOC, two (2) lines of modified code are equal to one (1) ESLOC, and five (5) lines of carry-over code are equal to one (1) ESLOC.  

Past Performance/Experience Data

Past Performance/Experience data must be provided for each Program/Project used to substantiate compliance with the staff years of experience and program SLOC requirements of this SIR.  Additional Programs/Projects may be included up to the page count limitations established for the Technical Capabilities section.  For each Program/Project referenced, the Offeror is required to provide the following Past Performance/Experience data:

· Program name

· Program description

· Program status (in development, fielded, etc.)

· Program size and complexity (number of developed SLOC, number of ESLOC, number of Computer System Configuration Item (s) (CSCIs), number of Hardware Configuration Item (s) (HWCIs), number of systems, number of sites, etc.)

· Contract Number

· Contracting Agency 

· Contract contact information (name, phone, address, and e-mail) of the Contracting Officer (CO), Contracting Officers’ Technical Representative (COTR) and Government Program Manager (PM)

· Contract type

· Contract value

· Contract Period of Performance

· Value of the effort

· Full name of business unit performing the effort

· Type of effort (prime, sub-contractor, support contractor, etc.)  

· Number of Full Time Equivalent (FTE) staff employed by the Offeror (or sub-contractor) in the conduct of IV&V (peak and average)

· Relevance of the Program/Project to the En Route domain (narrative)

Corporate Capabilities:

The third section of the SIR #1 response is a statement of corporate capabilities.  This is intended to allow the Offeror an opportunity to present their current ability to fully support the En Route domain IV&V requirements.  For the purposes of the SIR #1 response, all data must be no more than one (1) month old from the date of the release of this SIR #1.  The following corporate capability data must be addressed:

· Current total number of employees

· Current employee education mix

· Current employee break-out of the total number of years of IV&V experience; to include detailed breakout of both FAA IV&V experience and non-FAA IV&V experience 

· Description of any other corporate FAA experience that may be relevant to performing the En Route IV&V tasks and current employee break-out for this experience

· Corporate total number of FAA programs supported

· Corporate organizational structure

· A listing of all FAA offices supported

If another business or sub-contractor will perform any portion or portions of the work, the Offeror must include in the corporate qualification response supporting documentation of their qualification(s).  Specifically, all of the data requested above is required for the prime and all sub-contractors, with a total summarizing the capability of the Offerors team in each area.  Additionally, the Offeror must describe the roles, responsibilities and percentage of the overall effort to be performed by the other business or sub-contractor.

Additional Information:

The En Route Mission Need Statement (MNS-309), Fact Sheets on selected En Route programs and the Draft Statement of Work (SOW) for the anticipated work to be performed under the IV&V effort are attached.  These documents should be used by prospective Offerors to gain an understanding of the work to be performed and the complexity of the programs to be supported.  

Copies of AMS Policy, FAA clauses, FAA Forms and Small Business guidance may be found via the Internet at http://fast.faa.gov under the Procurement Toolbox menu icon.  

Evaluation Criteria:  

All responses received from Offerors will be evaluated for compliance with SIR #1.  Any response deemed to be deficient (e.g. the proposal does not represent a reasonable effort to address all of the elements of SIR #1, is not compliant with the SEDB compliance requirement, or clearly demonstrates that the Offeror does not understand the requirements of SIR #1), will be deemed non-compliant and eliminated from further consideration.  

Responses from Offerors will be evaluated based on SEDB compliance, Technical Capabilities and Corporate Capabilities.  Within this, SEDB compliance is mandatory, and Technical Capabilities are more important than Corporate Capabilities.  Based on the ratings, a maximum of five (5) Offeror responses will be eligible for participation in SIR #2.  The areas to be evaluated are as follows:

Small Socially and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses or 8(a) Compliance:  

The compliance of the Offeror with the SEDB requirement is pass/fail.  Offerors whose response is not compliant with the requirements will be eliminated from further consideration.  

Technical Capabilities:  

The Offeror must demonstrate experience with all three (3) IV&V skill areas identified above.  Within this, Software Verification experience is more important than Software/Interface Requirements Analysis, which is more important than System Requirements Analysis using NAS models.  The Offerors experience with IV&V efforts for large, complex programs with more lines of ESLOC is more important than IV&V experience for small programs of less than two hundred thousand ESLOC.  The Offerors experience supporting the FAA and the NAS are more important than experience supporting other IV&V programs.  Experience supporting complex FAA programs is more important than experience supporting non-FAA complex programs.  Finally, the number of complex programs the Offeror has supported and the currency of the programs that the Offeror provides as past performance will be considerations in the evaluation.  

Corporate Capabilities:  

The Offerors number of current staff years of FAA IV&V experience is more important than the number of current staff years of IV&V experience.  A high number of on-board staff years supporting the FAA and the NAS is more important than a high number of on-board staff years in other business areas.  

Offeror Instructions:

The Offerors response to SIR #1 must substantiate and document compliance with the three (3) evaluation areas cited above.  The SIR number must be clearly labeled on all responses, and all responses shall be on 8 ½ by 11 paper with no foldouts.  No cost or price data will be submitted.  Any questions concerning this Draft SIR must be received within ten calendar (10) days of its’ issuance.  Questions may be submitted to the Contracting Officer as set forth below:

Federal Aviation Administration

800 Independence Avenue SW

Attn: Daniel Lear, ASU-350

Washington, DC  20591

Daniel.Lear@faa.gov
An original and five (5) copies of the response to this SIR are required to be delivered to the FAA.  Delivery must be to the Contracting Officer at the address specified above no later than 2PM local time on ___TBD___.  Late submissions, modifications and withdrawal of submittals will be handled in accordance with AMS Clause 3.2.2.3-14. 
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