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M.1
basis for awardtc  \l 1 "M.1.1
GENERAL"
(a)  Proposals will be evaluated with respect to Technical (including Past Performance) and Price.

(b)  Proposals that are unbalanced as to the prices for the basic and option quantities may be rejected.  An unbalanced proposal is one which is based on prices significantly less than cost for some work and prices which are significantly overstated for other work of a similar nature.

(c)  Proposals that fail to meet the minimum requirements of the specification and are unrealistic in terms of technical content, schedule commitments, or cost will be deemed reflective of an inherent lack of technical competence or indicative of a failure to comprehend the complexity and risks of the contract requirements, and may be grounds for a determination that a proposal is outside the competitive range and may no longer be considered for contract award.

(d)  The Government reserves the right to:  


(1)  Award a contract from initial proposals without entering into discussions with offerors.   Offerors are cautioned to submit their best offer with the initial proposal.


(2)  Reject proposals that are unrealistic in terms of program commitments or unrealistically high or low in price, as assessed by the Government, such that the proposals are deemed to reflect an inherent lack of competence or failure to comprehend the complexity and risks of the program.

(e)  In order to be eligible for award, the offerors must achieve an overall rating of acceptable for the Past Performance section of the Technical proposal.

(f)  Technical is more important than Price and is the only proposal to be numerically scored, excluding the Past Performance section.  

(g)  Offerors are cautioned not to minimize the importance of a detailed, adequate response in any area because of its order of importance, or due to its not being numerically scored. 

(h) Price may become increasingly more important as the difference in technical scores decrease. 

(i)  Prior to the award of any contract, the prospective contractor must also be determined to be responsible in accordance with Section L.9.  To assist in this determination, the Government reserves the right to conduct a pre-award survey of any offerer, or offeror's subcontractor(s) if deemed necessary by the Contracting Officer.  If a pre-award survey is conducted, it does not necessarily mean an offeror has been selected for award. 
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M.2
METHOD OF SCORING/EVALUATIONtc  \l 1 "M.1.3
METHOD OF SCORING/EVALUATION"
(a)  Volume 1 - Technical Proposal.  The Technical proposal will be numerically scored, except for the Past Performance (Contracts Listing) section which will be scored as acceptable or unacceptable. For the Essay section, the offeror will be evaluated on the breath and scope that these essays reflect an understanding of AST’s regulatory responsibilities as well as insight into the analytical methods and technical issues involved.  Each essay will be scored with a maximum of 100 points possible.  The Staffing List and Resumes section will be scored to the extent its proposed personnel will facilitate effective performance of the requirements.  This will include whether the proposed key personnel meet or exceed contract requirements, and the offeror can provide, obtain, retain, or subcontract for the personnel necessary to accomplish solicitation requirements.  The proposed Staffing List and Resumes will be individually scored and consolidated with the Essay score for an overall technical numerical score.

The evaluation of the technical proposals will utilize the following general criteria: 

1. Approach - The degree to which the technical approach described for implementing the requirements is logical, valid, feasible and achievable.

2. Understanding - The degree to which the technical approach demonstrates comprehension of the complexity of the requirements and the necessary resources to implement a successful program.

3. Substantiation - The degree to which the quality and thoroughness of the information provided supports the technical approach selected and the degree to which the technical information is substantiated.

The specific evaluation factors for the essay portion of the Technical Proposal require that the offeror …

I. Demonstrates knowledge and understanding of public safety risk and mitigation issues in commercial space operations.

II. Demonstrates knowledge and understanding of rules, regulations, orders, and treaties relevant to commercial space operations and the AST mission.

III. Demonstrates knowledge of licensing and compliance procedures relevant to commercial space operations and the AST mission.
These evaluation factors are listed in declining order of importance for weighting purposes (e.g. Factor I is more important Factor II, etc.).

An evaluation of offeror's past performance will assess the experience of the offeror from the listing of relevant contracts offered.  Technical experience from similar contracts, ability to meet schedule and cost restraints, achieve program objectives, and deliver quality products will be considered in the acceptability determination.    

(b)  Volume 2 - Offer and Price Proposal.  Volume 2 will be evaluated on the basis of completeness of data, contents of the disclosure statement, and best value to the Government.  Lowest price does not necessarily imply contract award.  Volume 2 will not be numerically scored.  

