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SUBMISSION OF OFFERS

As an alternative to hardcopy, offerors may submit offers electronically via Internet.  In so doing the offeror accepts all risk of unauthorized disclosure of offeror confidential information transmitted by unsecured electronic means.   Send completed electronic offer packages to both of the following addresses: Gerald.Boyer@faa.gov and to Troy.Teachey@faa.gov.  Files submitted must be formatted for use by the Microsoft Office-97 application programs, Word, and Excel.  With an electronic offer the offeror must send their SF-33 with authorizing signature to Mr. Gerald Boyer, Contracting Officer.  Offerors may submit the SF-33 via FAX to (202) 267-5142.  When sending any FAX, offerors should verbally or by E-mail request and receive confirmation of receipt by the FAA.  Confirmation of receipt of offers may be obtained by calling Mr. Troy Teachey at (202) 267-7386.

CONTRACT AWARD

The FAA intends to make award without discussions.  Therefore, the offeror’s initial offer should contain the offeror’s best terms from a price and schedule standpoint.  However, the FAA reserves the right to conduct discussions if determined by the Contracting Officer to be necessary.  The Government may reject any or all offers if such action is in the public interest; accept other than the lowest priced offer; and waive informalities and minor irregularities in offers received.

Section M

EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD

The FAA intends to evaluate offers based on the following factors which are provided in descending order of importance and with factors 1 and 2 each being of considerably more importance than factor 3.

Evaluation Factors

1) Extent to which the vendor’s proposed solution meets or exceeds the Government requirements:   The Government’s evaluation of this proposal will be based upon any Specifications, Test Data, Drawings or other data provided.  

2) Maturity of design:  This factor will be based upon the extent to which the design is developed, and if fully developed, the length of time it has been a stable design and the exent to which it has been marketed and sold.  Included in this factor will be evaluation of the proposed draft Qualification Test Procedures and Acceptance Test Procedures.  In evaluation of these procedures, the Government will consider the extent to which the procedures appear complete and capable of allowing for assessment of the proposed TR Limiter.  As a means of evaluating maturity of design, the Government will also consider the extent to which such plans utilize analagy and simulation data, the extent to which such data has actually been provided, and the validity and appropriateness of any data provided.  

3) Small business participation:  This factor will be evaluated upon the extent, that small business will be utilized in meeting the contract requirements.    

FINAL SOURCE SELECTION
The source selection decision will be made on the basis of best value to the Government.  Source selection may be made based solely on the evaluation of proposals without discussion, however the Government reserves the right to conduct discussions.   A pre-award plant visit for the purpose of determining contractor responsibility may or may not be conducted by the Government.  Discussion and the plant visit may be conducted separately or jointly.  Any information obtained through discussion or pre-award plant visits, if conducted, will be used in determining “best value” for the source selection decision.   In determining best value, the Government may make a comparative analysis of proposals, and will consider the proposed contract price including option provisions.  For evaluation purposes, it will be assumed that option SubCLINs 005A through 005D will be exercised one time each, and for quantities of 150 units per subCLIN.  It will also be assumed that subCLINs 006A and 006B will be exercised one time each for quantities of 50 units per subCLIN, and that subCLINs 006C and 006D will be exercised one time each for quantities of 100 units per subCLIN.  In determining best value, the Government may also consider any potential cost to the Government necessary to implement the proposed solution at non-standard ASR-9 sites.
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