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PART IV – REPRESENTATIONS AND INSTRUCTIONS

SECTION M - EVALUATION FACTORS FOR AWARD
M.1
BASIS FOR AWARD

(a)
Proposal evaluations will be conducted pursuant to the policies and procedures in Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) Part 15 and Department of Energy Acquisition Regulation (DEAR) Part 915.  DOE will award the contract to the Offeror or Offerors that represent the best value to DOE based on the criteria and factors as described in this Section M.  

(b)
In the provisions of this solicitation, the term “Offeror” is defined as a responsible prospective Offeror (refer to FAR 9.101).

(c)
The proposal preparation instructions contained in Section L provide guidance to Offerors concerning the type and depth of information considered necessary for DOE to conduct an informed evaluation of each proposal.  A proposal may be eliminated from further consideration prior to detailed evaluation if it is considered so grossly and obviously deficient as to be totally unacceptable on its face or if it fails to meet any one of the following:  (1) the applicant is eligible for award (i.e., meets the requirements of FAR 9.1, has no organizational conflict of interest, and fulfills the foreign ownership, control, or influence (FOCI) requirements); (2) the information required by the solicitation has been submitted; and (3) all mandatory requirements are satisfied.

(d)
Offerors should be prepared to respond to requests for oral and/or written discussions as DOE may need other information in the conduct of proposal evaluations.  Offerors should, however, rely exclusively on their proposal as the need for any discussions is entirely within DOE’s discretion.  

(e) Regarding the Past Performance criterion (“D” in M.2 below), DOE may solicit information from other sources, including, but not limited to, references and clients identified by the Offeror. The experience data concerning your past performance will be considered in the evaluation of the Offerors.  DOE reserves the right to limit the number of references it decides to contact and to contact references other than those provided by the Offeror.
(f) DOE’s intention is to ensure that both separation and immobilization technologies are addressed by this solicitation and desires to make awards in both technical areas.  At the discretion of the SSO, a lower scoring proposal from a technical area may be awarded to ensure that both technical areas are represented.

M.2
TECHNICAL AND PAST PERFORMANCE EVALUATION CRITERIA

(a)
The proposals will be evaluated in accordance with the criteria listed in M.2(c) below.  Within each criterion, bulleted sub-criteria are approximately equal in weight. 

(b)
All evaluation factors A through D below, when combined, are significantly more important than price.   Selection of an Offeror for award may involve a determination as to whether an otherwise superior proposal, based on the total score of the evaluation factors, is worth any additional associated price.  

(c)
The possible points awarded for the evaluation criteria are listed in the table below:

	TECHNICAL AND PAST PERFORMANCE EVALUATION CRITERIA

	No.
	Description
	Total Points Possible

	A
	Implementation Strategy
	500



	B
	Technical Maturity
	200

	C
	Test Plan Outline
	200

	D
	Past Performance
	100

	
	  TOTAL
	1,000


A.  Implementation Strategy


The Offeror’s proposed implementation strategy will be evaluated in the areas of:

a) Tank waste program cost reduction, schedule acceleration, and risk reduction

b) Integration and compatibility with the DOE baseline including existing/planned facility and infrastructure, cost and schedule impacts.

c) Implementation cost (Life-cycle cost and budget profile)

d) Adequacy of the Implementation Strategy and of the technical approach of the proposed technology. 

e) Role of the demonstration project in the Implementation Strategy

f) Assessment of programmatic risks and management/mitigation of these risks 


B.  Technical Maturity 

The technical maturity of the offer’s proposal will be evaluated in the areas of: 

a) Ability to initiate final design and procurement of long lead time items within 3 years.  

b) Summarizing the principal technical risks to deploying the process (including engineering and technical risk and operating risks, e.g., sole-source vendor for process consumable items such as resin)

c) History and success of technology deployments or applications to radioactive and non-radioactive materials.

d) History and success of demonstrations and testing, including scale, scope, waste applicability, and level of integration.

C.   Test Plan Outline 

The Offeror’s proposed test plan outline will be evaluated in the areas of:

a) Testing methodology (including QA/QC) is technically sound

b) Test result validation of Offeror’s Implementation Strategy

c) Addressing specific technical risks with the test process

d) Testing results being representative and/or scalable

e) Adequacy and feasibility of the test plan, including adequacy of 

testing facility and equipment

D.  Past Performance

The evaluation of Past Performance will include, but is not limited to, organizational and personnel capability, efficiency and effectiveness in the areas of quality of work, timeliness of deliverables submitted and customer service/business relations approach.  Applicants without a record of relevant past performance, or for whom information on past performance is not available, will be evaluated neither favorably nor unfavorably on past performance (in accordance with FAR 15.305(a)(2)(IV)).  More recent experience on similar projects will be rated more favorably. 

M.3     PRICE CRITERIA

The Offeror’s detailed price support data will be analyzed for the purpose of conducting a cost realism analysis (i.e., FAR 1 5.404-1(d)) to ensure that the price proposed reflects consistency with the technical proposal and an understanding of the statement of work.  The cost realism analysis will include an examination of the Offeror’s cost data for reasonableness, allowability, appropriateness of cost elements, completeness, and the Offeror’s understanding of the solicitation requirements.  Results of the analysis may be further used by the Government to assess performance risk and in determining the responsibility of the Offeror in accordance with FAR Sub-Part 9.104.  However, the offered price will not be adjusted as a result of the cost realism analysis; the proposed price of the Offeror will be used in any best value trade-off analysis as stated in M.2(b) above.

A price adjustment factor may be applied to small business offeror’s prices in accordance with FAR 52.219-4, “Notice of Price Evaluation Preference for HUBZone Small Business Concerns” and in accordance with FAR 52.219-23 “Notice of Price Evaluation Adjustment for Small Disadvantaged Business Concerns”. 
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