SECTION M

EVALUATION PROCEDURES

1.0  General.  The Government intends to make split awards from this solicitation to the responsible offerors whose proposals meet the Government’s requirements, demonstrate a high probability of success, are advantageous to the Government, and are fairly and reasonably priced.  The Government reserves the right to refrain from making an award on an individual NSN if no proposals are received or the proposal(s) received is/are not considered in the best interests of the Government.  Awards will be made to offerors whose proposals represent the best value to the Government. 

2.0  Evaluation Factors.  The awards will be made using a tradeoff process that allows award to other than the lowest priced proposals or the highest technically rated proposals (See FAR 15.101-1).  The following factors will be considered in the evaluation of proposals received under this solicitation.

· Price

· Past Performance

· Proposed Delivery

· Surge and Sustainment

· System Interface and Integration Statement

The System Interface and Integration Statement is also an evaluation factor and will be rated as pass/fail.  All factors other than cost or price, when combined, are approximately equal to cost or price.   
2.1  Price Proposal.  The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s and/or it’s proposed subcontractor’s prices for the NSNs listed in Attachment 1 to determine if the prices are fair and reasonable.  Price reasonableness is a judgment of the proposed price as compared to competitive prices received, current market conditions, Independent Government Cost Estimates (IGCE) historical prices, certified cost or pricing data or information other than certified cost or pricing data, the application of the appropriate industry indices, value analysis and/or other relevant measures.  The Government may utilize any one or a combination of these techniques to ensure that prices are determined fair and reasonable.  While it is not foreseen that one offeror will propose on all items, in addition to other factors, offers will be evaluated on the basis of advantages and disadvantages to the Government that might result from making numerous awards.  It is assumed, for the purpose of evaluating offers, that $500 would be the administrative cost to the Government of issuing and administering each contract awarded under this solicitation, and individual awards will be for the items or combination of items that result in the lowest aggregate cost to the Government, including the assumed administrative cost.
2.2  System Interface and Integration Statement.
The Government will evaluate on a pass/fail basis the contractor’s affirmative statement regarding system interface and integration.  

2.3 Past Performance. The Government will conduct a performance risk evaluation based upon the past performance of the offerors and their proposed major subcontractors as it relates to the probability of successfully performing the solicitation requirements.  In conducting the performance risk evaluation, the Government may use data provided by the offeror, references and data obtained from other sources, such as DLA’s Automated Best Value System (ABVS).  Additional information about ABVS is available at: http://www.dscr.dla.mil/proc/abvm/About%20ABVS%20Revised.doc.
Past performance will be rated for two subfactors:  Corporate Experience and Customer Satisfaction.  Both factors carry equal weight.  The Government reserves the right to limit the number of references it decides to query and to contact references other than those provided by the offeror.  

2.3.1  SubFactor P1: Corporate Experience.  The rating for corporate experience will be based upon the offeror’s experience, its subcontractor’s experience, or its employee’s experience with a different company, in performing individual elements of the technical proposal under commercial or government contracts within the past five years.  More weight will be given to an offeror’s experience than a subcontractor’s experience.  Offeror or subcontractor experience will be weighted more heavily than employee experience with a different company.  A lack of corporate experience of the type requested will result in a neutral rating.

2.3.2  SubFactor P2:  Customer Satisfaction.  The Government will evaluate customer satisfaction based upon references provided in the past performance questionnaire.  Inherent in this evaluation is the assessment of how satisfied your customers were with key personnel assigned to the contract, compliance with contract terms and conditions, your ability to deliver on-time and within performance objectives, your ability to contain costs and your ability to anticipate, identify and resolve problems.   

2.4  Proposed Delivery.  Offerors will be evaluated on their offered delivery as compared to the government’s required delivery.  Preference may be given for offers with delivery schedules shorter than the required delivery.

2.5  Surge & Sustainment. The Government will evaluate Surge and Sustainment in accordance with clause 52.217-9G27 SURGE & SUSTAINMENT EVALUATION - MINIMUM REQUIREMENT
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