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AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION/MODIFICATION OF CONTRACT

Except as provided herein, all terms and conditions of the document referenced in Item 9A or 10A, as heretofore changed, remains unchanged and in full force and effect.

15A. NAME AND TITLE OF SIGNER (Type or print)

30-105-04

EXCEPTION TO SF 30

APPROVED BY OIRM 11-84

STANDARD FORM 30 (Rev. 10-83)

Prescribed by GSA

FAR (48 CFR) 53.243

Changes to Administrative Requirements:  Deletion of requirement to submit a work breakdown schedule in L002, and the added requirement

 in M002 that the Government reserves the right to request other than cost and pricing data if some form of cost analysis is deemed

 necessary.

1. CONTRACT ID CODE

PAGE OF  PAGES

J

1

8

16A. NAME AND TITLE OF CONTRACTING OFFICER (Type or print)

16C. DATE SIGNED

BY

23-Aug-2004

16B. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

15C. DATE SIGNED

15B. CONTRACTOR/OFFEROR

(Signature of Contracting Officer)

(Signature of person authorized to sign)

8. NAME AND ADDRESS OF CONTRACTOR  (No., Street, County, State and Zip Code)

X

FA8601-04-R-0062

X

9B. DATED (SEE ITEM 11)

19-Jul-2004

10B. DATED  (SEE ITEM 13)

9A. AMENDMENT OF SOLICITATION NO.

11. THIS ITEM ONLY APPLIES TO AMENDMENTS OF SOLICITATIONS

X

The above numbered solicitation is amended as set forth in Item 14.  The hour and date specified for receipt of Offer  

is extended,

X

is not extended.

Offer must acknowledge receipt of this amendment prior to the hour and date specified in the solicitation or as amended by one of the following methods: 

(a) By completing Items 8 and 15, and returning

1

copies of the amendment; (b) By acknowledging receipt of this amendment on each copy of the offer submitted;

or (c) By separate letter or telegram which includes a reference to the solicitation and amendment numbers.  FAILURE OF YOUR ACKNOWLEDGMENT TO BE 

RECEIVED AT THE PLACE DESIGNATED FOR THE RECEIPT OF OFFERS PRIOR TO THE HOUR AND DATE SPECIFIED MAY RESULT IN  

REJECTION OF YOUR OFFER.  If by virtue of this amendment you desire to change an offer already submitted, such change may be made by telegram or letter, 

provided each telegram or letter makes reference to the solicitation and this amendment, and is received prior to the opening hour and date specified.

12. ACCOUNTING AND APPROPRIATION DATA (If required)

13. THIS ITEM APPLIES ONLY TO MODIFICATIONS OF CONTRACTS/ORDERS.

IT MODIFIES THE CONTRACT/ORDER NO. AS DESCRIBED IN ITEM 14.

A. THIS CHANGE ORDER IS ISSUED PURSUANT TO:  (Specify authority) THE CHANGES SET FORTH IN ITEM 14 ARE MADE IN THE

 CONTRACT ORDER NO. IN ITEM 10A.

B. THE ABOVE NUMBERED CONTRACT/ORDER IS MODIFIED TO REFLECT THE ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (such as changes in paying 

office, appropriation date, etc.) SET FORTH IN ITEM 14, PURSUANT TO THE AUTHORITY OF FAR 43.103(B).

C. THIS SUPPLEMENTAL AGREEMENT IS ENTERED INTO PURSUANT TO AUTHORITY OF:

D. OTHER (Specify type of modification and authority)

E. IMPORTANT:   Contractor

is not,   

is required to sign this document and return

copies to the issuing office.

14. DESCRIPTION OF AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION  (Organized by UCF section headings, including solicitation/contract subject matter

 where feasible.)

10A. MOD. OF CONTRACT/ORDER NO.

0005

2. AMENDMENT/MODIFICATION NO.

5. PROJECT NO.(If applicable)

6. ISSUED BY

3. EFFECTIVE DATE

23-Aug-2004

CODE

88 CONS/PKE

POC: TOM KIELBASO

1940 ALLBROOK DR STE 3

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB OH 45433-5309

FA8601

7. ADMINISTERED BY  (If other than item 6)

4. REQUISITION/PURCHASE REQ. NO.

CODE

See Item 6

FACILITY CODE

CODE

EMAIL:

TEL:


SECTION SF 30 BLOCK 14 CONTINUATION PAGE 

SUMMARY OF CHANGES  

SECTION L - INSTRUCTIONS, CONDITIONS AND NOTICES TO BIDDERS 

The following have been modified: 

        L002 PROPOSAL FORMAT AND CONTE
SECTION L

L002 - PROPOSAL FORMAT AND CONTENTS  (88 ABW/PKE) 

PREPARATION OF PROPOSALS
1.
General Instructions — To aid in equitable and timely evaluation of competitive proposals, all proposals shall follow the same general format. Proposals must be complete, self-sufficient, and respond directly to the requirements of this solicitation. The response shall consist of three (3) separate parts: Part I — Price Proposal Information, Part II — Technical Proposal, and Part Ill —Past Performance information.

(a)
In proposal volumes, follow the quantity and page limits as follows:


Part I - Price Proposal Information
Original and 2 copies
Unlimited pages


Part II — Technical Proposal
Original and 2 copies
10 pages

Part Ill — Past Performance Information Original and 2 copies 10 pages

2.
Proposals shall be neat, indexed (cross-indexed as appropriate) and assembled in an orderly manner. All pages of each part shall be appropriately numbered and identified with the Request for Proposal (RFP) number and Contractor name. Include only information that is relevant to this source selection. Pages in excess of the maximum will be removed from the proposal and will not be evaluated.

3.
Proposals shall be submitted in the following format:

(a)
The proposals will be submitted on 8 ½” x 11” paper except for fold-outs used for charts, tables, or diagrams, which may not exceed 11’, x 17”.

(b)
A page is defined as one face of a sheet of paper containing information.

(c)
Typing shall be no smaller than 12 pitch.

(d)
The composition of each proposal shall be such that extensive searching throughout the document is not required to locate and evaluate any area. Total page count will be determined by the number of printed pages (printing on both sides of the paper will be counted as two pages). The proposal shall be divided, tabbed, and indexed. (The dividers, tabs, and indexes will not count toward page limitations.) Bound proposals must be easily separated to facilitate review.

(e)
Formal Communications: Offerors should submit formal communications such as requests for clarifications and/or information concerning this solicitation in writing to the following address NO LATER THAN SEVEN (7) DAYS PRIOR TO THE CLOSING DATE.

88thCONS/PKEB

ATTN:
Thomas J. Kielbaso

1940 ALLBROOK DRIVE, SUITE 3

WRIGHT-PATTERSON AFB OH 45433-5309

E-mail:
Tom.Kielbaso@wpafb.af.mil

or fax to (937) 257-2825 

4.
PROPOSAL PREPARATION INSTRUCTIONS-- SPECIFIC

(a)
PART I — PRICE/COST PROPOSAL: Submit the Standard Form 1442 and certifications in Section I through K. Section K shall be returned in its entirety. For Sections C through I, the offeror shall submit only those pages that require a fill-in. Submit original and two (2) copies.

(1)
Complete blocks 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, and 20A-C of the SF 1442, Solicitation Offer, and Award. An authorized official of the firm must sign and date the SF 1442 in Block 20A-

C.
(In doing so, the offeror accedes to the contract terms and conditions as written in the RFP, Sections A through K.)

(2)
Insert proposed lump sum and/or unit and extended prices in Section B for each Contract Line Item. 

(3)
Complete the necessary fill-ins and certifications in Sections I through K.

(b)
PART II — TECHNICAL PROPOSAL: Limited to ten (10) pages. Submit original with two (2) copies.

(1)Proposed Construction Schedule: Prepare and submit a construction schedule showing the order in which the offeror proposes to perform the salient features of the work, and the number of days in which the offeror proposes to perform each element of the work. The proposed schedule must include the work elements which are consistent with those described within the project specifications and drawings and must not exceed the Government’s maximum allowable performance period, as noted in FAR Clause 1-100, 52.211-10, paragraph (c) of the Request for Proposal. The Construction Schedule submitted as part of the Technical Volume of the proposal must be tailored to this acquisition.

(2)
Quality Control Plan: Provide a detailed Quality Control Plan that will be expanded after award into the formal Quality Control Plan. The plan should address the successful offerors internal quality control procedures that will ensure satisfactory performance under this contract. Discuss in detail your procedures to ensure correction of deficiencies and prevention of recurring problems.

(3)
Ability to Perform: Provide detailed information on the period of time the offeror has been in business for this type of work, including disciplines required and size of project.  Describe the offeror’s in-house capability to perform and manage this project.

(4) Ability to Manage: Provide an in depth description of the offerors ~ proposed supervisors experience with this type work including scope of disciplines required and size of project, and the length of time the supervisor has been with the company.

Warranty Plan: Provide a detailed description of the procedures the offeror plans to implement for responding to all routine and emergency warranty calls. The plan shall include response time, notification plan that details the offerors procedures for accomplishing routine and emergency warranty calls.

(c)
PART Ill--PAST PERFORMANCE: Limited to ten (10) pages. The Past Performance Volume page limitation does not include the Past Performance Questionnaire. Submit originals with two (2) copies. Only references for same or similar type contracts are desired.

(1)Each proposal shall provide CURRENT AND RELEVANT INFORMATION regarding an offeror’s actions under previously awarded contracts. Offerors shall identify past contracts (including Federal, State, and local government and private) for efforts similar to the Government requirement as stated in this RFP. Limit references to work performed in the last three (3) years. Offerors must provide information on contracts (maximum of FIVE (5) contracts) performed during the past 3 years. The offeror shall provide, as a minimum, the following information regarding previous projects:

(a)
Company/Division Name/Client

(b)
Program/Project Title

(c)
Contracting Activity (agency or customer)

(d)
Contract Number

(e) A brief description of the contract effort

(f) The period of performance

(g)
The original contract dollar value, and the final (or current) contract

dollar value, and a brief description to explain the difference.

(h)
The original completion date and the actual (or current) completion date.

(i)
Name, address, fax number, and telephone number of the current (or

last) Project Director/Manager, email address, and the contracting officer.

YOU MUST INCLUDE FAX NUMBERS AND PHONE NUMBERS FOR

REFERENCES.

(j)
Your comments regarding the relevancy to this project.

(k)
Bonding company name, point of contact, and telephone number.

(2)
Each offeror is asked to submit Part Ill one (1) week in advance of the due date of the proposal. Failure to submit early Past Performance Information (Part Ill) will not result in offeror disqualification.

(3)
In addition to the information provided above, past performance information on contracts not listed by the offeror may be solicited and used in the evaluation. Offerors may be asked to provide information on problems encountered on the identified contracts and corrective actions taken.

(4)
Information regarding an offerors past performance shall be recorded on the Past Performance-Fax Request provided at the end of Section M (Appendix A). The offeror shall complete one Fax Request Form for each previous contract referenced. All Fax Request Forms must include COMPLETE AND ACCURATE information. Limit total number of references (Fax Request Forms) to five (5).

5.
RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN INSTRUCTIONS AND EVALUATION

Your attention is directed to the functional relationship between Sections L and M of this solicitation. Section L provides information for the purpose of organizing the proposal and is not intended to be all inclusive. Section M describes evaluation factors for award. Since the Government evaluation of proposals will cover areas identified in Section M, proposals should address all such areas of evaluation.

PROPOSALS THAT DO NOT CONTAIN THE INFORMATION REQUESTED BY THIS PROVISION RISK REJECTION.

SECTION M - EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD 

The following have been modified: 

        M002-PROPOSAL AWARD
SECTION M

M002 - PROPOSAL AWARD/EVALUATION FACTORS/CRITERIA FOR AWARD (88CONS/PKEB)

IAW FAR 15.204-5(c))

1.
This acquisition will utilize a best value approach, in which the Government seeks to award to an offeror who provides the greatest confidence that they will meet the Government’s requirements affordably. The Best Value technique chosen for this particular acquisition will be Performance Price Tradeoff (PPT). The PPT approach permits tradeoffs between price/cost and past performance, and will include an evaluation for technical acceptability as well. Contract award will be made to the responsible offeror whose proposal conforms to the solicitation requirements, is considered technically acceptable, and will provide the best value to the Government, considering price and past performance. Each proposal will be evaluated for all factors listed below. For this acquisition, past performance and technical acceptability are significantly more important than price/cost.

a.
Proposals that are unrealistic in terms of technical or price may be rejected at any time during the evaluation process. Discussions or negotiation may be conducted with all offerors in the competitive range. Offerors may be required to participate in telephone discussions or in face-to-face oral discussions at 88thCONS/PKEB, 1940 Allbrook Drive, Suite 3. Wright-Patterson AFB OH. Offerors are cautioned to follow the detailed instructions fully and carefully, as the Government reserves the right to make an award based on initial offers received, without discussion of such offers. The offeror’s initial proposal should reflect their best effort.

2.
Price/Cost Proposal: Each offeror’s price will be evaluated for completeness and reasonableness. Price analysis will be used to determine price reasonableness in accordance with FAR 15.404-1(b).  The Government reserves the right to request other than cost or pricing data if some form of cost analysis is deemed necessary to determine fair and reasonablesness of the awarded price.   Unrealistically low proposed costs/prices may be grounds for eliminating a proposal from competition either on the basis that either the offeror does not understand the requirement or the offeror has made an unrealistic proposal.

3.
Technical Evaluation. Offers shall be evaluated independently of the cost/price proposal evaluation to determine the offeror’s compliance with the technical requirements of this solicitation. The government may make a final determination as to the rating of an offer based on the proposal as submitted without requesting any further information. Any offer determined to be unacceptable will render the entire proposal as technically unacceptable and eliminate that proposal from further consideration. Offerors’ proposals will be evaluated against the following factors:

a.
Proposed Construction Schedule: The offeror’s proposed construction schedule will be evaluated relative to overall coordination of the construction phase, to include ability to identify all required activities of the specific project. and the offeror’s ability to schedule the activities within the time proposed. Failure to identify all required activities and appropriately schedule those activities will render the proposal unacceptable.

b.
Quality Control Plan (QCP): Offeror is to submit a complete quality control plan that will become a compliance document upon contract award. This plan should address all aspects of quality control to include: the inspection process, maintaining project scheduling, subcontract management, submittal management, contract closeout, and procedures for minimizing the impact of discrepancies in the plans and specifications--before and after award. This plan will remain in effect for the life of the contract. The Government reserves the right to request any necessary changes to the QCP during the life of the contract. Failure to provide a complete quality control plan as specified herein will render the proposal unacceptable.

c.
Ability to Perform: Offer or shall demonstrate in writing their ability, knowledge and/or experience in performing the type of work needed for the proposed project. Failure to demonstrate their ability, knowledge, and/or experience in performing the type of work needed for the proposed project will render the proposal unacceptable.

    d.  Ability to Manage: Offeror shall provide in writing the proposed supervisor’s experience with this type work and the proposed supervisors experience of at least two years as a supervisor. Failure to provide the required information will render the proposal unacceptable.

    e. Warranty Plan: Offeror shall submit a Warranty Plan, which provides details on the offeror’s procedures for responding to all routine and emergency warranty calls. The plan shall include names and telephone numbers of personnel who will be available to receive and respond to both routine and emergency calls for warranty repairs. The plan shall also include response times, procedures for notification of Government personnel, both before and after responding to a call, and how the call will be documented. Failure to provide a complete warranty plan as described herein will render the proposal unacceptable.

  f.  Evaluators shall assign a rating which falls within one of the following ranges according to the degree to which the offeror meets the minimum requirements described above:


(I)
Acceptable—Meets minimum requirements stated above. Proposal is acceptable. Minor clarifications/corrections can be readily made.


(2)
Reasonably Susceptible of Being Acceptable—Fails some areas of the technical evaluation, but not to the degree that correction would essentially amount to a re-write of the proposal.


(3)
Unacceptable—Fails to meet minimum requirements. Deficiencies are significant and require major revisions to proposal to make it acceptable. If determined to be unacceptable, this will render the entire proposal as technically unacceptable and eliminate the offeror from further consideration.

4. Past Performance.  
a. Using questionnaires, the contracting officer will seek performance infonnation for only those offerors rated technically acceptable. Generally, the contracting officer will not seek information on or evaluate past performance of higher priced offers unless it is determined none of the lower priced offers are acceptable for award. The purpose of the past performance evaluation is to allow the Government to assess the offerors ability to perform the effort described in this RFP, based on the offerors demonstrated present and past performance.

b. The Government will assign to each offeror a performance risk assessment rating of Exceptional/High Confidence, Very Good/Significant Confidence, Satisfactory/Confidence, Neutral/Unknown Confidence, Marginal/Little Confidence or Unsatisfactory/No Confidence.  This rating represents the likelihood that an offeror will successfully accomplish the proposed effort.  In assigning this rating, the Government will use the statement of qualifications and past performance data provided by the offerors, as well as data obtained independently.  Rating terms are defined as follows:

Exceptional/High Confidence
Based on the offeror’s qualifications and performance record, essentially no doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.

Very Good/Significant Confidence
Based on the offeror’s qualifications and performance record, little doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.

Satisfactory/Confidence
Based on the offeror’s qualifications and performance records, some doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.

Neutral/Unknown Confidence
No qualifications or performance record identifiable (see FAR 15.305(a)(2)(iii) and (iv)).

Marginal/Little Confidence
Based on the offeror’s qualifications and performance record, substantial doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.  Changes to the offeror’s existing processes may be necessary in order to achieve contract requirements.

Unsatisfactory/No Confidence
Based on the offeror’s qualifications and performance record, extreme doubt exists that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.

(End of Summary of Changes) 

