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PART IV – REPRESENTATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

SECTION M – EVALUATION 


M.1

AWARD - GENERAL
Contract award will be based on a best value determination.  In making such a determination, the FAA will consider technical merit, risk, and total evaluated price.  

M.2

TECHNICAL MERIT

The FAA will measure and score technical merit based on its assessment of the following factors.  

M.2.1

Factor 1 – Compliance with FAA Specification FAA-E-2970

a.
The FAA will consider the extent to which the proposed system currently complies with FAA specification FAA-E-2970 based on results of the Field Demonstration of certain critical operational parameters and the offeror’s affirmative response to other requirements as documented by the offeror in its written response to the Specification Compliance Matrix (Volume III, Part 1, of the proposal).  

b.
The FAA considers some of the demonstrated parameters to be more important than others.  Also, the FAA considers the demonstrated parameters collectively to be more important than the remaining undemonstrated requirements listed in the Specification Compliance Matrix as follows:

· Signal in Space is allotted 30% of Factor 1 points available

· Monitor action is allotted 20% of Factor 1 points available

· Monitor response is allotted 15% of Factor 1 points available

· PMDT/human factors/maintenance operation is allotted 15% of Factor 1 points available

· Functional operation and control is allotted 15% of Factor 1 points available

· The remaining undemonstrated requirements together are allotted 5% of Factor 1 points available

c.
This factor overall (Field Demonstration and response to Specification Compliance Matrix) is weighted 50% of total evaluation points for Technical Merit.

M.2.2

Factor 2 – Proposed Modifications for Compliance

a.
The FAA will consider the proposed solution(s) to effectively meet those FAA requirements that are not currently met by the offeror’s deployed (proposed) equipment.  The evaluation will take into account the complexity of modifications needed, the soundness of the development plan(s) submitted in Volume III, Part 2, of the proposal, and the associated schedule. 

b.
This factor is weighted 35% of total evaluation points for Technical Merit.

M.2.3

Factor 3 – Logistics

The FAA will consider the information provided in Volume IV of the proposal to assess the value and validity of the proposed MTBF and MTTR.  Actual reliability/maintainability performance observed during the evaluation may affect evaluators’ assessment under this factor.  Evaluators will also assess the approach and methodology for complying with CDLS, training and logistics documentation.

b.
This factor is weighted 10% of total evaluation points for Technical Merit.

M.2.4

Factor 4 – System Safety Assurance Plan

a.
The offeror’s proposed System Safety Assurance Plan provided in Volume V of the proposal will be evaluated as to the approach, independence, methods, and planned assignment of responsibility for execution of the safety assessment tasks identified in the SOW.  Information garnered from the written plan will be used to assess the offeror’s capability to effectively manage and integrate its safety assurance responsibilities into the development, production, and delivery activities without significant impact to schedules.

b.
This factor is weighted 5% of total evaluation points for Technical Merit.

M.3

RISK

The FAA will perform a risk assessment of each Offeror's technical and price proposals.  The risk assessment evaluation will assess the degree and magnitude of risks inherent to the Government within each Offeror's proposal.  The assessment will consist of a qualitative assessment of risk as it relates to technical and price and will result in a determination of High, Medium, or Low risk to the Government in relation to each offer.  These determinations are defined as follows:

(a) LOW RISK:  Few or no risk elements are identified.  Risk elements identified are all minor and easily mitigated at no cost to the FAA and little or no impact on schedule.  The FAA has a high level of confidence that the contract will be satisfactorily performed.  Little or no expected adverse affect on the ILS program. 

(b) MEDIUM RISK:  One or more risk elements identified that pose moderate disruption to the program.  Mitigation will involve use of FAA resources with adverse affect on cost and/or schedule.  While the FAA is confident that the contract can be performed, it anticipates some difficulties that may result in delay or additional cost.

(c) HIGH RISK:  One or more risk elements identified that pose significant risk of severe disruption to the program.  Mitigation will be costly and time-consuming.  The FAA has a low level of confidence that the contract will be satisfactorily performed.
M.4

TOTAL EVALUATED PRICE

The FAA will consider proposed total evaluated contract price derived from the Price Evaluation Matrix (Tables L-1 and L-2 of the solicitation).  Although Section B of the contract schedule shows maximum quantities for each CLIN, total evaluated price is based on the estimated quantities provided in the Matrix and includes all options.  Evaluation of options does not obligate the Government to exercise the options.

M.5
DETERMINATION OF RESPONSIBILITY

Separate and independent of this screening decision, the CO will make a determination of offeror responsibility.  This signifies that the offeror has been adjudged qualified and competent to perform the resultant contract from the solicitation.  The offeror must be meet the following requirements: 

· Have adequate financial resources to perform the contract, or the ability to obtain them;

· Be able to comply with the required or proposed delivery or performance schedule, taking into consideration all other commercial and Government business commitments;

· Have a satisfactory performance record;

· Have a satisfactory record of integrity and business ethics;

· Have the necessary organization, experience, accounting and operational controls, or the ability to obtain them;

· Have the necessary production, construction, and/or technical equipment and facilities, or the ability to obtain them;

· Be otherwise qualified and eligible to receive an award under applicable laws and regulations. 

In the event an offeror is deemed nonresponsible that offeror will be notified and removed from participation in this procurement.

M.6
FINAL SOURCE SELECTION
a.
Final source selection will be made on the basis of best value to the Government.  Best value will be determined based on the total evaluated contract price relative to the scored criteria and assessed risk.  While the FAA is willing to pay more for greater technical merit and lower risk, the price must be fair and reasonable and the assessed higher technical merit and lower risk must be worth the price premium.  The relative importance of price will increase as the difference in technical merit and risk among offerors decreases.  Among offers determined by the FAA to be essentially technically equal, price may become the deciding factor.

b.
Final source selection may be made based on the evaluation of an offeror’s responses without discussion.  However, discussion for the purpose of clarifying the offer may be conducted by the Government before a final source selection decision is made. Discussions or clarifications may or may not be conducted.  If discussions or clarifications are conducted, they may be conducted with only one or two offerors.   Those offerors may be allowed to revise their offers.  The results of any such communications will be considered in the evaluation process.


