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9.0 OVERVIEW
This is a “Best Value” solicitation for the Design and Construction of a Trainee Barracks Upgrade Program Buildings 3240 and 3245 located at Fort Benning.  The Government will evaluate the proposals in accordance with the criteria described herein, and award a firm fixed price task order to the responsible firm, whose proposal conforms with all the terms and conditions of the solicitation and whose proposal is determined to represent the overall best value to the Government. 
General Description of Work:  Renovate and expand the exisitng Battalion Headquarters Administration Area, renovate of Organizational Classrooms, renovate sleeping bays, and convert the existing Dining Facilities for Training Classrooms.  Construct Organizational Storage/TA 50 buildings.
10.0 BASIS OF AWARD
The Contracting Officer will award a firm fixed-price task order to that responsible Firm whose proposal the Task Order Selection Authority has determined conforms to the solicitation, is fair and reasonable, and offers the best overall value to the Government, considering all non-price factors described herein, and price.  All evaluation factors, other than price, when combined, are considered significantly more important than the price.  However, firms are reminded that the Contract award shall not exceed the cost limitation described in Section 00 73 10 Supplemental Contract Requirements for this project. The intent of this solicitation is to obtain the best proposal within the cost limitation. There is no obligation to approach or match the cost limitation in the offer.  After the Government individually evaluates and rates each proposal, the Contracting Officer/Task Order Selection Authority will compare proposals to determine which proposal represents the best value. The Government reserves the right to accept other than the lowest priced offer or to reject all offers. The Government will not award a contract to an Firm whose proposal contains a deficiency, as defined in FAR 15.001. If there is a lower priced, conforming offer(s), the Contracting Officer must determine that the added value of a more expensive proposal (within the cost limitation) would justify award to that firm.
As part of the evaluation, the Government will evaluate betterments in proposals relative to the minimum standards in the RFP to determine if they offer additional value to the Government.  In addition, innovations in proposals will be evaluated to determine if creative ideas of the Firm are a better value to the Government compared to the minimum criteria.  
11.0 GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
Submit proposals initially on the most favorable terms from a price and technical standpoint.  Do not assume that firms will be contacted or afforded an opportunity to clarify, discuss or revise their proposals. Submit proposals in tabbed, three-ring binders.  Note that the Government will not evaluate any material that exceeds the page limits, where indicated below. 
12.0 PROPOSAL CONTENTS AND RELATED EVALUATION FACTORS AND SUBFACTORS 
(VOLUME 1 – DESIGN TECHNICAL)
	Factor/Sub Factor
	Location
	Description
	Relative Importance

	FACTOR 1
	
	DESIGN TECHNICAL
	Most Important Factor

	Subfactor 1
	Vol. 1 TAB A
	Building Functional and Aesthetics
	Equally important with Subfactor 2

	Subfactor 2
	Vol. 1 TAB B
	Quality of Building Systems and Materials
	Equally Important with Subfactor 1

	Subfactor 3
	Vol. 1 TAB C
	Site Design
	3rd Most Important Subfactor (less important than Subfactors 1 and 2, which are equal in importance.)

	Subfactor 4
	Vol. 1 TAB D
	Sustainability Requirements
	4th Most Important Subfactor (less important than Subfactor 3)


VOLUME 2 –PERFORMANCE CAPABILITY 
	Factor/Sub Factor
	Location
	Description
	Relative Importance

	FACTOR 2
	
	PERFORMANCE CAPABILITY
	2nd Most Important Factor (less important than Factor 1)

	Subfactor 1
	Vol. 2 TAB A
	Proposed Contract Duration and Summary Schedule
	Most Important Subfactor

	Subfactor 2
	Vol. 2 TAB B
	Key Subcontractors
	2nd Most Important Subfactor ( less important than Subfactor 1)

	Subfactor 3
	Vol. 2 TAB C
	Past Performance 
	2nd Most Important Subfactor (equally   important as Subfactor 2)


VOLUME 3 – PRICE AND PRO FORMA INFORMATION)
	Factor/Sub Factor
	Location
	Description
	Relative Importance

	FACTOR 3
	Vol. 3 TAB A
	Price (Standard Form 1442 and Proposal Bid Schedules)
	3rd Most Important Factor (slightly less important than Factor 2)

	N/A
	Vol. 3 TAB B
	Bid Guarantee
	Not Rated

	N/A
	Vol. 3 TAB C
	Required Pre-Award Information
	Not Rated


13.0 VOLUME 1 – FACTOR 1 – DESIGN-TECHNICAL
GENERAL: The design-technical Factor consists of conceptual level presentation drawings, technical approach narratives and information regarding material and system quality. It must clearly define the proposed scope and quality levels that the design-build team is offering to the Government in enough detail for the Government and the Firm (proposer) to mutually understand whether or not the proposal meets or exceeds the minimum Solicitation requirements.  The use of BIM to prepare or submit proposals is NOT required. Fully developed drawings, details, or specifications are not required or desired.  Unless, specifically stated, herein, the Goverment will not be performing a detailed engineering analysis or design review at the proposal stage.  The intent during the proposal submission and review process is not to require detailed design effort or to perform a detailed design engineering review but to focus on the proposed quality levels of materials and systems  If the Government evaluators have actual knowledge or strong suspicion that a proposed product or solution is inappropriately sized, being used in the wrong application or otherwise does not meet the contract requirements, the Government will inform the proposer in the event that discussions are conducted with the firm.  But the Government is not asking for design analyses in the proposal and is not obligated to perform an engineering design review at this stage. After, award, In the event of conflict between the contractor’s accepted proposal and the requirements in the final, amended RFP, the order of precedence is indicated in Special Contract Requirement 1.2, DESIGN/BUILD CONTRACT – ORDER OF PRECEDENCE. The Firm shall identify what it considers to be Betterments in its proposal for Subfactors 1-3 (See Section 00 73 00, SCR “Proposed Betterments“). Note that the Government will not evaluate any material that exceeds the page limits, where indicated below. The final design must comply with the RFP requirements except that accepted betterments become the new contract minimum requirements.
VOLUME 1 - TAB A –SUBFACTOR 1 – BUILDING FUNCTIONAL, AESTHETICS AND SPACE
Submission Requirements:
Presentation Drawings:
(a) Exterior Elevations of each facility clearly noting proposed materials and colors. 
(b) At least one (1) Exterior Perspective Rendering (may be CADD rendering) for each facility type included in the contract.
(c) At least one building section demonstrating typical exterior wall sections, typical exterior construction materials, finished floor elevations, and ceiling heights.
NOTE: The Government will use this information to evaluate functional and aesthetic considerations, such as floor to ceiling heights and may use it to help evaluate exterior aesthetics and appearance. The Government may also use this information in conjunction with the submission information under the subfactor:  QUALITY OF BUILDING SYSTEMS AND MATERIALS, below, to evaluate quality of wall finishes as well as looking at how the proposer has considered  air barrier .  The Government is NOT evaluating the structural framing system or solution.
(d) Schematic floor plans for each floor of each facility. Not necessary if the Government provides the floor plans in the solicitation and the proposer proposes to use them, without change. In that event, the proposer must clearly acknowledge that it will provide the floor plan without change.   If the proposer intends to change any Government provided floor plan, it must clearly identify any and all proposed changes to the floor plans, either on a floor plan or in a narrative.
(e) A color board including primary interior and exterior finish materials.
Technical Approach Narratives  
Provide technical approach narratives, both qualitative and quantitative, defining the elements of the proposal. Preface the narratives with a design concepts narrative, providing the design rationale and basis of the proposal.  
(f) Minimum Space and Facility Size.  Describe the spaces provided for each facility, in accordance with Section 01 10 00, Statement of Work.  As a minimum, include a tabulation of the net square footage for rooms, zones, or other areas, the total gross square footage for each floor of each facility, and the total gross square footage for each facility to clearly demonstrate compliance with the project requirements.   See the sample spreadsheets at the end of this section attachments 8 and 9.
(g) Architectural Theme and Materials.  This narrative shall be no longer than three (3) typewritten pages.  Describe the architectural themes of the various facilities and spaces which demonstrate how the proposal achieves the results desired by the Statement of Work.  Narrative should address how the selection of materials and colors enhances the exterior and interior aesthetics of the facilities and improves the living and/or working conditions for the soldier populations who will utilize the facilities.   This narrative is not intended to be a material listing, but to explain/reflect how the selections were made and how they address the requirements.  
Evaluation Criteria:
The following three areas are equal in importance.
Building Functional Arrangement:   This subfactor considers the overall functional layout (Floor Plan) and interaction of the spaces in the facilities as well.  This subfactor considers the planning and design of the spaces with respect to soldier working conditions and the operations of the facility.  
The following criteria will be considered in the evaluation of the functional arrangement of the various facilities: 
(h) How well the floor plan responds to the Functional Relationship requirements described in the Statement of Work
(i) How well the floor plan and space arrangement facilitate work flow and access necessary to successfully operate this facility in accordance with its mission. 
(j) Do the facilities provide acceptable life safety and fire safety measures? 
(k) Do the proposed plans demonstrate compliance with the mandatory requirements for circulation, furnishings (e.g., for UEPH’s, will the required furniture fit in the rooms?), equipment, and other specifically identified items in the Statement of Work?
Building Aesthetics:   This element considers the overall “appeal” of the facility and the desire that both the interior and exterior of the facilities present a professional, attractive appearance. The following two areas will be considered under this element and are equal in consideration (not separately rated): 
(l) Exterior Considerations: 
To the extent possible within the government identified contract cost limitation (CCL), the proposal must comply with the look and feel of the Installation architectural theme identified in the Request for Proposals. The first priority in order of importance is how well the proposal provides comparable building mass, size, height, and configuration in comparison with the architectural theme expressed in the Solicitation.  The second priority in order of importance is how well the proposal provides compatible exterior skin appearance based upon façade, architectural character (period or style), exterior detailing, matching the architectural theme expressed in the Solicitation. 
· Proposals shall be evaluated on mass, size, height, and configuration in comparison with the architectural theme expressed in the Solicitation, design of facades, roof lines, delineation of entrances, proportions of fenestration in relation to elevations, shade and shadow effects, materials, textures, architectural character (period or style), exterior color schemes.  
· How compatible is the proposed design with the installation architectural theme expressed in the RFP?  If not an exact "copy" of the theme, how well does it harmonize or blend with the expressed theme?
· How well does the proposal provide comparable building mass, size, height, and configuration in comparison with the architectural theme expressed in the Solicitation?
· How well does the proposal provide compatible exterior skin appearance based upon façade, architectural character (period or style), exterior detailing, matching the architectural theme expressed in the Solicitation?
· Is the building’s scale and proportion complimentary of the adjacent structures?
· Is the building an attractive addition to the Installation?
· How well does the building harmonize with its environment, including surrounding facilities?
· Has the proposer addressed/coordinated the arrangement of stacks, louvers, vents, and roof mounted equipment, etc. to provide a visually attractive structure?  
(m) Interior Considerations: 
· Are the proposed colors and material finishes conducive to the working environment of the facility?
· For administrative areas, does the interior design provided establish a positive working environment?
· Has the proposal addressed/provided for natural and artificial light in the living and working spaces and is the arrangement of fenestration and lighting fixtures in the spaces conducive to furniture placement and space usage?
· Do the proposed ceiling material, elevation, and design enhance the environment?
· Has “support item” placement been considered and addressed in the proposal to enhance the environment?  For example:  placement of supply/exhaust devices, placement of electrical panels, placement of exhaust fans, etc. 
· Does the proposal provide for acoustic control of noise from service/support spaces to administrative areas? 
Minimum Space and Facility Size
The proposal must include all the mandatory spaces in response to the requirements set forth in Section 01 10 00, Statement of Work. Proposals will be evaluated on compliance with these requirements.  Proposals shall identify any individual areas which are less than the required areas and describe how such deviation would enhance the building function.  Individual areas may slightly exceed the requirements, so long as building function is not compromised elsewhere and as long as the overall square footage is not greater than that as described in Section 01 10 00, as authorized by Congress
VOLUME 1- TAB B – SUBFACTOR 2 - QUALITY OF BUILDING SYSTEMS AND MATERIALS
General.  As part of this Subfactor, the Government has identified certain items as desirable features or preferable items.  Desirable features are identified below in the evaluation criteria.  Preferable items are listed in order of priority, These items, along with any proposer-identified betterment, will be given additional consideration during the evaluation process, provided that they are included within the contract cost limitation (CCL) identified in the Solicitation.  
No Preferences..
Submission Requirements:
Presentation Drawings
(n) There are no specific drawings requirements for this Subfactor.  However, the firm has the option of providing concept level drawing information for specific materials and/or systems which the firm feels are necessary to describe the proposed systems or materials.
Technical Approach Narratives:
Provide technical approach narratives, both qualitative and quantitative, defining the elements of the proposal.   It is acceptable to include all the sub-items shown below into a single combined narrative for the entire facility.   It is the responsibility of the proposer to ensure that all aspects identified in the evaluation criteria below are addressed.   Whether individual narratives or a single combined narrative is provided, the maximum total length for narratives shall be ten (10) typewritten pages.
(o) Architectural Finishes:  Describe how the materials selected provide for a suitable environment for the expected population of the facility.   Discuss how these selections provide value to the Government and how they address the minimum requirements of the solicitation.   Narrative should focus on aesthetics, durability and maintenance of the finishes proposed. 
(p) Not Used
(q) Mechanical Systems:  Describe how the mechanical systems selected provide for a highly efficient environmental control system including information about provisions for indoor air quality maintenance.  Discuss how these selections provide value to the Government and how they address the minimum requirements of the solicitation.   Narrative should focus on maintenance considerations, limiting energy consumption, and suitability of the proposed systems for the expected usage.
(r) Plumbing Systems:  Describe how the plumbing systems selected provide for a highly efficient domestic hot water system and an efficient piping system.  Discuss how these selections provide value to the Government and how they address the minimum requirements of the solicitation.  Narrative should focus on maintenance considerations, energy consumption, and suitability of the proposed systems for the expected usage.
(s) Electrical Systems:  Describe how the electrical power and lighting systems, telephone, data, and cable television systems selected provide for a highly efficient electrical system.  Discuss how these selections provide value to the Government and how they address the minimum requirements of the solicitation.  Narrative should focus on maintenance considerations, energy consumption, and suitability of the proposed systems for the expected usage.
(t) ATFP Considerations:  Describe how the proposed materials, systems, and designs address the mandatory building ATFP requirements included in the Statement of Work.
(u) Site Utilities and Site Systems:  Describe how the site utility systems selected provide for an efficient piping system.  Discuss how these selections provide value to the Government and how they address the minimum requirements of the solicitation.   Narrative should focus on maintenance considerations and suitability of the proposed systems for the expected usage.  Include information regarding coordination with privatized utility providers where applicable. 
(v) Interoperability:  Describe how systems integrated into the new facilities which require connection and interface with existing Installation wide systems will be accommodated in the proposed project.  Narrative should address the following systems as minimum:  Fire Alarm, Telephone, Cable Television, UMCS, and privatized utility companies where applicable.
(w) Solar Hot Water Heating:  Include provisions to provide at least 30% of the domestic hot water requirements through solar heating methodologies, unless the results of a Life Cycle Cost Analysis (LCCA), developed utilizing the Building Life Cycle Cost Program (BLCC) demonstrates to the Government’s satisfaction that the solar hot water system is not life cycle cost effective in comparison with other hot water heating systems.  Discuss and outline proposer’s strategy for this solar system including components, placement of collectors, and controls Include all applicable input data, assumptions, first cost, replacement cost, and maintenance and repair cost that were utilized in the calculations.   If using the LCCA to justify non-selection of solar hot water heating, make all life cycle cost comparisons to a baseline system to provide domestic hot water without solar components.    Analyze at least two different solar hot water methodologies to compare against the baseline system. Use a study period of 25 years and use the Utility cost information in Appendix K.
Proposed Material Identifications:   In order to evaluate and rate the quality of the materials being proposed, including any material or equipment warranties exceeding the one year warranty in the contract clause “Warranty of Construction”, the Firm shall include in the proposal material identification for major materials in each of the areas shown below.   Provide this information in tabular form supported, if necessary to clearly identify level of proposed quality, by catalog information (may provide on CD-ROM).  Table should include manufacturer’s name, model number if known or at least model series, length of warranty, size/capacity (where available), efficiency (where applicable), and any other notes or information selected by the Firm.  The Government will evaluate and consider materials and equipment proposed by brand name and model series or number as a quality standard.  Unless substitution of a manufacturer, brand name or model is otherwise specifically prohibited in the contract, if the successful Firm desires to substitute manufacturers, brand names or models after award, the substituted product must meet the contract requirements and be approved by the designer of record and the Government as equal in function, performance, quality and salient features to that initially proposed.  Acceptance of the proposal is not a guaranty that the proposed products meet the contractual requirements.  See below under Evaluation Criteria for more explanation.
(x) Architectural Finishes
· Interior Walls
· Floors
· Ceilings
· Exterior Walls
· Any Special Features
· Hardware systems (not individual hardware sets)
· Door systems/types (not individual doors)
· Window systems/types (not individual windows)
· Roofing Systems 
(y) Not Used
(z) Not Used
(aa) Plumbing Systems
· Fixtures
(ab) Electrical Systems
· Lighting Fixtures
Provide a list of quality improvements that are above the minimum stated with the performance specifications. Develop the following table, or similar, to identify quality betterments.
	
	Improved Quality
	Concise description of improved quality
	Feature is included within the Construction Cost Limitation  – YES/NO

	Arch. Finishes
	N/A
	N/A
	

	Etc.
	
	
	


Evaluation Criteria:  
General It is the Army's objective that these buildings will have a  50 year useful life. The design and construction should provide an appropriate level of quality to ensure the continued use of the facility over that time period with the application of reasonable preventive maintenance and repairs that would be industry-acceptable to a major civilian sector project OWNER. The facility design should consider that the Army may repurpose the use of the facility over the 50 year life. The Army's intent is to install products and materials of good quality that meet industry standard average life that corresponds with the period of performance expected before a major renovation or repurpose. The design should be flexible and adaptable to possible future uses different than the current to the extent practical while still meeting the operational and functional requirements defined within. Flexibility is achieved through design of more flexible structural load-bearing wall and column system arrangements.  The site infrastructure will have at least a 50-year life expectancy with industry-accepted maintenance and repair cycles. Develop the project site for efficiency and to convey a sense of unity or connectivity with the adjacent buildings and with the Installation as a whole. Building useful life is defined by the length of service of the structural systems; concrete, masonry, steel, and wood in any combination. These structural systems last a lifetime when properly constructed and maintained. The building systems; electrical, mechanical, interior finishes etc. vary in useful life based on quality of the products and materials.  Generally speaking these systems will last an average of 20-30 years. Historically the Army has often performed a major renovation or changed the use of the facility once in the first 25 years.  Within that overriding theme the Government will evaluate the firm selected systems and components proposed in terms of extended warranties provided, maintenance considerations (frequency, estimated cost, access, equipment locations), operability (ease of use, placement of control features, simplicity), durability (withstand troop usage, ease of cleaning), sustainability, and energy consumption (HVAC, lighting, power). The minimum acceptable level of quality for finishes and materials for these buildings are those materials suitable for the expected population and usage.   Residential or similar grade finishes and materials are not acceptable for inclusion in these buildings, unless otherwise specifically stated as allowed in Section 01 10 00. Acceptance of the proposal is not a guaranty that the proposed products meet the contractual requirements or that they are the appropriate size or application for the design which will be developed after award. The intent during the proposal submission and review process is not to require detailed design effort or to perform a detailed design engineering review but to focus on the proposed quality levels of materials and systems  If the Government evaluators have actual knowledge or strong suspicion that a proposed product or solution is inappropriately sized, being used in the wrong application or otherwise wont meet the contract requirements, the Government will inform the proposer in the event that discussions are conducted with the firm.  But the Government is not asking for design analyses in the proposal and is not obligated to perform an engineering design review at this stage. After, award, In the event of conflict between the contractor’s accepted proposal and the requirements in the final, amended RFP, the order of precedence is indicated in Special Contract Requirement 1.2, DESIGN/BUILD CONTRACT – ORDER OF PRECEDENCE.
The Government encourages the Firm to place emphasis on those design features which optimize and emphasize functional/operational requirements; interior/exterior finishes and systems; and life cycle/ energy efficiency.  The Firm may choose the most economical “Type of Construction” allowed by the Building Code for this occupancy/project and put the money into durable finishes and efficient systems.  The features that the Government has identified below as desirable features will be given additional consideration in the evaluation.  The items that the Government identified in paragraph 5.3.1 as preferable will be also be given additional consideration during the evaluation process, provided that they are included within the contract cost limitation identified in the Solicitation.  Proposer-identified betterments may also be given additional consideration during the evaluation process, provided that they are included within the contract cost limitation identified in the solicitation.  Desirable features, Government identified preferences, and Proposer identified betterments that are evaluated as true betterments and that are acceptable to the Government are all considered “betterments”, if they are included within the contract cost limitation. The Government will identify those Proposer identified betterments that are not desired or are otherwise objectionable or unacceptable, if discussions are conducted with that Proposer.  The order of importance for proposed betterments for rating purposes is as follows: desirable features, preferable items (identified in paragraph 5.3.1) and other Proposer identified betterments. Unsubstantiated claims or narrative information will not be given evaluation credit during the evaluations.  The following elements (not rated separately) will be considered in the evaluation of the building systems and materials of the various facilities:
(ac) Architectural Finishes, Components and Systems:
Acceptable proposals include finishes, components and systems which provide usable spaces for the intended purposes and that provide the basic function necessary.   Proposals will receive additional consideration for materials, and systems offered that include extended warranties, longer life expectancies, sustainability, durability (stand up to troop usage), have low maintenance requirements, and enhance the overall life cycle cost efficiency of the facility.  
Specific examples of desirable features: solid wood cabinetry; solid surface counter tops; ceramic tile; 25 year non-pro-rated, no-leak roof warranty; high efficiency windows and doors>
(ad) Furniture Systems:  Not Used
(ae) Mechanical Components and Systems: 
Acceptable proposals include components and systems that provide the basic environmental control function necessary.  Proposals will receive additional consideration for components and systems  offered that include extended warranties, longer life expectancies, reduce energy consumption, sustainability, maintainability (cyclical maintenance, access, equipment placement), and enhance the overall life cycle cost efficiency of the facility.   
(af) Plumbing Components and Systems:
Acceptable proposals include components and systems that provide the basic function necessary.  Proposals will receive additional consideration for components and systems offered that include extended warranties, longer life expectancies, sustainability, durability (stand up to troop usage), have low maintenance requirements, and enhance the overall life cycle cost efficiency of the facility.   
Specific examples of desirable features: lifetime domestic hot water storage tank warranty;  high efficiency equipment; easy/local availability of replacement/repair parts; zoned/valved sub-systems to allow repair without building shutdown; shower heads on hoses
(ag) Electrical Components and Systems:
Acceptable proposals include components and systems that provide the basic function necessary.  Proposals will receive additional consideration for components and systems offered that include extended warranties, longer life expectancies, sustainability, durability (stand up to troop usage), have low maintenance requirements, and enhance the overall life cycle cost efficiency of the facility.   
Specific examples of desirable features: all copper conductors; additional telephone/data/cable TV outlets
(ah) ATFP Considerations:   This consideration verifies the inclusion/compliance with the building related (laminate windows, design for progressive collapse, etc.) ATFP minimum standard constraints included in the Statement of Work.   All proposals must be compliant with the ATFP requirements of the Statement of Work to be considered for award.    Acceptable proposals are compliant with all ATFP requirements. Acceptance of the successful proposal does not constitute acceptance of a design that does not conform to ATFP requirements.  Final designs must comply with the ATFP requirements.
(ai) Site Utilities Components and Site Systems: 
 Acceptable proposals include components and systems that provide the basic function necessary.  Proposals will receive additional consideration for components and systems offered that include extended warranties, longer life expectancies, sustainability considerations, have low maintenance requirements, and enhance the overall life cycle cost efficiency of the facility.
Specific examples of desirable features: enhanced parking/roadway construction/surfaces; sidewalks above the minimum size and construction required; corrosion resistance; valves for isolation/repair of fluid systems; low impact development considerations that exceed the minimum contract requirements, utility placement to allow future replacement/maintenance without significant impact to other systems or access to facilities.
(aj) Interoperability:  Fire Alarm, Telephone, Cable Television, UMCS, and privatized utility systems (where applicable) must be integrated into the new facilities which require connection and interface with existing installation-wide systems must be accommodated in the proposed project.
(ak) Solar Hot Water Heating:   The Government will evaluate the systems and materials proposed for use in the solar domestic hot water system.  Proposals that demonstrate solar hot water provisions above 30% will receive additional consideration during the evaluation, provided that it does not increase first cost beyond the contract cost limitation (CCL).   No additional consideration will be given for proposals providing for more than 30% solar hot water if the proposed price exceeds the CCL.  If the proposer has provided life cycle cost analyses documenting the non-feasibility of the solar system provision, the Government will verify as reasonable and complete. Errors or inconsistencies in the calculations will be considered deficiencies during evaluations.
VOLUME 1 - TAB C – SUBFACTOR 3 – SITE DESIGN
Submission Requirements:
Presentation Drawings:
(al) Schematic/Conceptual Site Plans showing site improvements for drainage, buildings, paving, walks, and landscaping. Indicate all building setbacks and separations, which must meet antiterrorism design requirements. Delineate vehicle circulation and pedestrian access to allow evaluation of the integration of this new development  into the existing surrounding infrastructure.  Select the format of the drawings provided to best illustrate compliance with the requirements of the Statement of Work.
Technical Approach Narrative:
Provide technical approach narrative, both qualitative and quantitative, defining the elements of the proposal. The narrative may include simple sketches or drawings to help illustrate the Proposer’s solutions to the Statement of Work Requirements.  Begin the narrative with a preface concerning the design concepts   It is acceptable to include all the sub-items shown below into a single combined narrative for the entire project.   It is the responsibility of the proposer to ensure that all aspects identified in the evaluation criteria below are addressed.   Whether individual narratives or a single combined narrative is provided, the narratives shall not exceed ten (10) typewritten pages.
(am) Grading
· Cut/Fill Considerations
(an) Landscaping
· Plant Material Selection
· Other Feature Selection
· Site Lighting Considerations
(ao) Pedestrian Circulation
· Development of Circulation Patterns
· Way Finding Between Facilities
· Separation from Vehicular Circulation
(ap) Vehicle Circulation
· Development of Circulation Patterns
· Parking Locations and Quantities
· Interface with Existing Street/Roadway Systems
(aq) Anti-Terrorism/Force Protection
· Compliance with the Statement of Work Requirements.
Evaluation Criteria:
This Subfactor considers the overall layout of the site and the various specialties which define a workable, pleasing environment for the soldiers.  The proposed site development plan must incorporate all the specific requirements from the Statement of Work as well as comply with all statutory and regulatory requirements outlined therein. All site related Anti-Terrorism/Force Protection (ATFP) considerations must be included and/or addressed in the proposal.
Elements one (1) and two (2) below are equal in importance and are not separately rated.  Element (3) is not separately rated but the proposal must meet the Solicitation requirements to be rated acceptable.
(1) Grading and Landscaping: Acceptable proposals include reasonable amounts of cut/fill and regarding as necessary to ensure proper must meet be the minimums required by the Statement of Work.  Proposals which include innovative solutions to storm water management, landscaping to enhance the complex environment, or other similar improvements beyond the basic requirements will receive additional consideration during the proposal evaluation process.
(2) Pedestrian and Vehicle Circulation and Storage:  Acceptable proposals address and include all the specific requirements of the Statement of Work.  
The following items will be considered with respect to pedestrian and vehicle circulation and storage.   These are not sub-factors.
Pedestrian Considerations:
· Are all parking areas served by sidewalks?
· Are all facility entrances/exits served by a paved sidewalk system?
· Does the proposed sidewalk system provide direct, convenient access to all facilities?
· Is the new sidewalk system an extension of the existing adjacent sidewalk system?
· Are sidewalk systems enhanced by appropriate landscaping?
· Is site lighting provided to enhance the security and usability of the site by pedestrians?
Vehicle Considerations:
· Are the vehicle entrance/exit ways pathways clear?
· Have a sufficient number of parking spaces for privately owned vehicles (POV) been provided?
· Do the new vehicle roadways and access points tie into the existing roadway network in an efficient manner? 
· Does the proposal provide for a separation of parking area entrance/exits from street intersections?
· Is lighting provided to enhance the security and usability of the parking and roadway areas?
· Internal circulation patterns within the parking areas.  
(3) ATFP Considerations:   This element verifies the proposal’s inclusion/compliance with the site related (setbacks, etc.) ATFP constraints included in the Statement of Work.   The proposal must be compliant with the ATFP requirements of the Statement of Work to be considered for award.  Acceptable proposals are compliant with all ATFP requirements.  Acceptance of the successful proposal does not constitute acceptance of design that does not conform to ATFP requirements. The final design must comply with the ATFP requirements.
VOLUME 1 - TAB D – SUBFACTOR 4 – SUSTAINABILITY REQUIREMENTS
Submission Requirements:  
The Firm shall acknowledge that it understands the contract requirements for sustainable design and construction and that the final project will achieve a Silver level.  The Firm shall submit  LEED-NC Version 2.2 Project Checklist for each non-exempt facility demonstrating how it will achieve the Silver level. One checklist may be provided for multiple identical facilities.  If the firm proposes a higher LEED rating than silver, the proposal shall describe whether or not it involves additional costs and clearly indicate if such costs would detract from higher rated factors herein, such as functionality, quality of materials and systems, site work, etc. 
Evaluation Criteria:  
All requirements identified as mandatory in Section 01 10 00 or elsewhere in the Solicitation must be included and the proposal must meet the requirements of the  LEED-NC Version 2.2 requirements for a Silver level.  The Government will provide additional evaluation consideration for proposals which include LEED points identified as preferred.  The Government does not desire to pay more to obtain a higher LEED rating, such as Gold, if the additional cost would detract from the higher rated factors, herein.
14.0 VOLUME 2 - FACTOR 2 – PERFORMANCE CAPABILITY VOLUME 2 
VOLUME 2 - TAB A – SUBFACTOR 1– PROPOSED CONTRACT DURATION AND SUMMARY SCHEDULE
Submission Requirements:  
The firm shall propose the contract duration in the appropriate Contract Line Item Number in the CLIN Schedule, not to exceed the maximum contract duration specified in the CLIN.
Submit a summary level schedule for integrated design and construction. Schedules or diagrams may be provided separately in a size that is easily read, but shall be bound and clearly labeled as Tab B.  This summary schedule will, after contract award, be replaced with a project schedule as required by Section 01 32 01.00 10: Project Schedule. The summary schedule shall be task oriented, indicating the number of calendar days, after notice to proceed, by which milestones are to be achieved. Firm may use a critical path or other method of his choice; however, schedules shall be graphically represented. The proposed project schedule shall reflect the proposed contract duration Give attention to the following features:
(ar) Provide a narrative, describing the design packaging plan for separate design packages, based on the firm’s plan for fast tracking. Describe all design and construction to be “fast-tracked” (See section 01 33 16: Design After Award).  If long lead item equipment must be ordered prior to completion of a design phase, describe the requirement in the narrative and show the required ordering date in the schedule.
(as) Show the design phase, including events associated with coordinating the interim and final design submittals for each package and the proper handling of the review comments for each design package (See section 01 33 16).  
(at) Show the overall construction phase for each facility, for the site work, and for utilities. Show fast track starts for design packages but it isn’t necessary to show the detailed breakdown construction (e.g., by trades) of each facility, site work and utilities.
(au) Show turnover of each facility. Identify any proposed phased turnovers. The time to complete the facility and turnover to the Government must consider the requirement for the Contractor’s CQC completion inspection and the subsequent joint Contractor-Government turnover inspection.
(av) Show as-built submissions (See section 01 78 02.00 10).
(aw) Constraints: Firm must demonstrate the capability and flexibility to plan and schedule the complete project to meet the proposed contract completion period. Clearly identify any constraints on the schedules presented (e.g., labor or material availability, permits, weather, etc.). Indicate the anticipated overall critical path on the schedule.
Evaluation Criteria: 
Proposed Contract Duration: This duration will become the contractually binding completion period. The Government will evaluate the contract duration, as proposed by the Firm in the Contract Line Item Schedule, not to exceed the maximum allowed duration of 540 days. In assessing the reasonableness of the proposed contract duration, the Government may take into account how well the proposed summary schedule supports the proposed duration, as well as use other information, such as but not limited to independent judgment concerning logic, constraints and typical construction durations.  A proposed contract duration matching the maximum allowed contract duration is “acceptable”  A proposed contract duration shorter than the maximum allowed duration will receive additional rating consideration, provided it is realistic and deemed to be achievable.  The Government will consider an unreasonably condensed contract duration, which places additional cost or schedule risk on the Government or which may create a risk of contract or performance failure, as a significant weakness or a deficiency, depending upon the evaluators' judgment.  During the subsequent comparison between proposals, differences between proposed contract durations of at least three weeks (differences of 21 calendar days between proposals) will be considered an advantage to the Government, with greater differences also considered, accordingly. No advantage will be considered between proposals for differences less than 21 calendar days.
Summary Schedule: In addition to the proposed contract duration, the Government will evaluate the summary schedule for integrated design and construction.  The length of the schedule must match the proposed contract duration. If it is shorter than the proposed contract duration, it offers no advantage to the Government because it is non-binding, only representing a preliminary planned schedule.  A Schedule shorter than the proposed contract duration may indicate the Firm is placing additional risk on the Government for any delays between the scheduled completion date and the required contract completion period.  Both parties shall assume field overhead costs are included in the contract price for the full proposed contract duration.  Therefore, the Government believes that there is no valid need to shorten the schedule less than the full proposed contract duration.  The Government will evaluate the schedule to assess the strength of understanding of the project scope, restrictions which must be considered in the schedule e.g., permitting (see Section 01 10 00), long lead items, etc. The Government will evaluate the strength of understanding of events associated with coordinating design submittals, reviews and incorporating review comments, the firm's capability to schedule the complete project within the proposed contract duration and the realism of the schedule.  The Government will evaluate the design packaging plan for logic, reasonableness, how it facilitates meeting the proposed contract duration and how it facilitates the Government’s ability to timely perform its design reviews. The packaging plan should minimize risk to the Contractor and to the Government for tear-out and coordination for reviews.  For example, is the footing and foundation plan based on adequate design for building loads; etc.? A schedule that offers advantage(s) to the Government over one that merely indicates an adequate understanding of the scope, restrictions, major milestones and general understanding of the various events that can affect start and completion of construction will receive additional consideration.
VOLUME 2 - TAB B– SUBFACTOR 2– KEY SUBCONTRACTORS
Submission Requirements:
Identify the Key Subcontractors chosen for mechanical and electrical installation for the initial task order, describing the extent of their involvement in the project.  If the project includes multiple facility types or multiple facilities, also identify any subcontractor(s) that will act as a general contractor on one or more of the facilities or facility types and describe their involvement in the project.  Submit no more than five (5) Specialized Experience forms (attachment 10) for each Key Subcontractor, using the same requirements as described in the Phase 1 Specialized Experience submission requirements, including past performance ratings.  The ratings may be from either the owner or the prime contractor, if the firms were subcontractors on the cited projects.  The Firm shall document unequivocal teaming arrangements with its key subcontractors.  Use the Letter of Commitment (attachment 11) at the end of this section.
Evaluation Criteria:
This Subfactor is composed of two equal elements (not separately rated):Specialized Experience and Past Performance.
The Government will evaluate the specialized experience and past performance of the Key Subcontractors for electrical and mechanical installation, using the same criteria as in the Phase 1 evaluation, as applicable to their role on this project.  After award, the section 00 73 00 Special Contract Requirement Key Personnel, Subcontractors and Outside Consultants will apply to the selection, which establishes the minimum quality standard. No substitution will be allowed without adequate reason and possible consideration to the Government. 
VOLUME 2 - TAB C– SUBFACTOR 3 – PAST PERFORMANCE 
Submission Requirements:  
There are no submission requirements for past performance for this task order. See the evaluation criteria, below.
Evaluation Criteria:
The Government will evaluate the firm’s current performance on on-going task orders under this contract, if any, as well as the firm’s past performance record for contracts or task orders underway or completed within the past three years of the date of the solicitation for this task order. The Government will perform a confidence assessment with respect to Past Performance. The Government will consider the currency and relevance of the information, source of the information, context of the data, and general trends in contractor performance.  With respect to relevancy, past performance on projects with more relevance will typically be a stronger predictor of future success and have more influence on the past performance confidence assessment rating than past performance on projects of lesser relevance. If any firm has multiple functions or divisions, the Government will only evaluate past performance of the division or unit submitting the proposal. If interviews are used, Government references on other task orders or contracts may be asked to comment on items such as quality of design or construction, timeliness, management of the work subcontractor management, including timely payment to subs or suppliers, safety, relations between owner and designer or contractor, level of support for such things as as-built documentation, O&M manuals, training, correcting design or construction errors, warranty work, etc. The Government will not release Past Performance Evaluation or telephone interview forms to the Firm at any time, in order for the Government to solicit candid, unbiased interview comments. The Government also places a higher value on performance, which document successful outcomes and are supported by outside source confirmation, for example, but not limited to CCASS/ACASS or other agency performance databases or personal knowledge.  The Government’s evaluation is not limited to past performance information on the cited example projects.  
Each entity (firm) will be rated on its own performance or that of its predecessor, if relevant.  An entity may not establish past performance based on the past performance of proposed key personnel, apart from that of the entity.  If the Government does not obtain past performance information and cannot establish a past performance record for the Firm through other sources, past performance will be rated neither favorably nor unfavorably. The performance risk will be considered “unknown”.
15.0 VOLUME 3 – PRICE AND PRO FORMA INFORMATION
GENERAL
Submit the Pro Forma information in a separate envelope labeled: “Volume 3 – Pro Forma Requirements.”   
TAB A – FACTOR 3 – PRICE (STANDARD FORM 1442 AND CONTRACT LINE ITEM SCHEDULE).
Submission Requirements: 
Submit the properly filled out and executed SF 1442, along with the CLIN Schedule, containing proposed line item and total pricing, as well as the proposed contract duration. See instructions in Section 00 21 00, “Instructions to Offerors”.
Supplemental Price Breakdown.  If deemed necessary to evaluate the price proposals, the Government’s will request a price breakdown of the Contract Line items in a sealed envelope marked “Price Breakdown Information”, in Excel format. The Government will provide details on where and how to send the breakdown.  This information will not be needed sooner than three working days after the proposal submission due date. This information may be required for the initial Task Order proposal and, if requested, for any revised proposals.   This information is not an opportunity for a firm to revise its non-price or price proposal.
Evaluation Criteria:  
Price will not be rated or scored, but will be evaluated for fairness and reasonableness through the use of a price analysis.  The price evaluators will also check for appearance of unbalanced line item prices. Firms are cautioned to distribute direct costs, such as material, labor, equipment, subcontracts, etc. and to evenly distribute indirect costs, such as job overhead, home office overhead, bond, etc., to the appropriate contract line items.   
If deemed necessary, the supplemental price breakdown information will be used to assist the Government in performing the price evaluations described above.
Award cannot be made for project cost for design and construction exceeding the cost limitation described herein.
TAB B – BID GUARANTEE
Submission Requirements
Submit the Bid Bond in accordance with the task order request for proposals.
Evaluation requirements:  
This item is not rated.  The Government will review the Bid Bond for legal sufficiency.  The Bond must be legally sufficient. 
TAB C – SELF- PERFORMED WORK 
Submission Requirements:
The Firm shall confirm that it understands and that it shall perform the amount of work required to be self-performed, in accordance with the appropriate clause in Section 00 72 00 (see Base ID/IQ contract) that applies to the contract performance (see  Base ID/IQ contract Section 00 73 00 for a description of the applicable clause for self-performance of work). 
Evaluation Requirements:  
This is a GO/NO-GO requirement. In order to assure adequate interest in and supervision of all work, the Contractor shall be required to perform a significant part of the contract with its own forces.  This public policy is expressed in various Statutes, as well as in the Federal Acquisition Regulations and in the Small Business Administration Code of Federal Regulations. The Firm must confirm that it understands the amount of work performed, based on the status of the firm, and that it will self perform the required amount of work with its own forces.  This is also a statutory requirement for any set-aside for Small Business or Small Disadvantaged Business or Hubzone firms before contract award can be made.
NOT USED
NOT USED
16.0 EVALUATION PROCEDURES
TASK ORDER SELECTION EVALUATION BOARD (TOSEB)
The TOSEB will be established to conduct the evaluation of proposals received in response to this solicitation.  The evaluation will be based on the content of the proposal and any subsequent discussions required, as well as information obtained from other sources, e.g. past performance information.  The TOSEB will not consider any information incorporated by reference, except as expressly allowed by this solicitation.
EVALUATION
The TOSEB will evaluate the proposals and assign a consensus rating for each evaluation factor and subfactor, except that performance risk ratings are assigned to past performance (see below).
The Government intends to award without discussions. Firms are cautioned to put forth their best efforts, and to furnish all information clearly to allow the Government to evaluate proposals.  Firms should not assume that they will have an opportunity to clarify or correct anything in their proposal after submitting it.
A “Competitive Range” is a subjective determination of the most highly rated proposals in the event that the Government decides that discussions with competing firms are required or are considered to be in the Government’s best interests.  In such an event, the Contracting Officer will establish a competitive range of all the most highly rated proposals.
If discussions are held, the Government may engage in a broad give and take with those firms in the competitive range, in accordance with FAR 15.306 (d).  The Government will provide the Firm an advance agenda for the discussions. During discussions, the Government may ask the Firm to further explain its proposal and to answer questions about it.
Upon conclusion of discussions, those firms still considered the most highly rated, will be afforded an opportunity to submit their proposal revisions for final evaluation and selection.
DEFINITIONS
Deficiency: A material failure of a proposal to meet a Government requirement or a combination of significant weaknesses in a proposal that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance to an unacceptable level.
Weakness: A flaw in the proposal that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance
Significant Weakness: A flaw in the proposal that appreciably increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance
Strength:  Any aspect of a proposal that, when judged against a stated evaluation criterion, enhances the merit of the proposal or increases the probability of successful performance of the contract.
Significant Strength: A significant strength appreciably enhances the merit of a proposal or appreciably enhances the probability of successful contract performance.
Deviation:  Proposal implies or specifically offers a deviation below the specified criteria.  The firm may or may not have called the deviation to the Government’s attention. A deviation is a deficiency.  The proposal must conform to the solicitation requirements for award.
EVALUATION RATING SYSTEM
General:  The Government will review the proposals and rate the quality of each evaluation factor and subfactor (if any).  The TOSEB will rate each proposal against the specified evaluation criteria in the Solicitation requirements.  They will not compare proposals at this time.  After all proposals are rated, the Government will compare the ratings and relative advantages and disadvantages of proposals against each other.
Review Write-up:  The Government will support each rating with a narrative, separately listing all strengths or advantages, weaknesses or disadvantages, deficiencies, and required clarifications.
Rating System:  After listing proposal strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies, the TOSEB will assign an adjective rating of “Outstanding”, “Good”, “Acceptable”, “Marginal”,  or “Unacceptable” to each factor and subfactor (except those factors rated as GO/NO-GO and Past Performance), which reflect the Government's confidence in each firm's ability, as demonstrated in its proposal, to perform the requirements stated in the RFP. The adjectival ratings shall be assigned, using the following criteria, which incorporate a proposal risk assessment:
Outstanding: Proposal meets requirements and indicates an exceptional approach and understanding of the requirements. Strengths far outweigh any weaknesses. Risk of unsuccessful performance is very low. 
Good:  Proposal meets requirements and indicates a thorough approach and understanding of the requirements. Proposal contains strengths which outweigh any weaknesses. Risk of unsuccessful performance is low.
Acceptable:  Proposal meets requirements and indicates an adequate approach and understanding of the requirements. Strengths and weaknesses are offsetting or will have little or no impact on contract performance. Risk of unsuccessful performance is no worse than moderate.
Marginal:  Proposal does not clearly meet requirements and has not demonstrated an adequate approach and understanding of the requirements. The proposal has one or more weaknesses which are not offset by strengths. Risk of unsuccessful performance is high.
Unacceptable. Proposal does not meet requirements and contains one or more deficiencies. Proposal is unawardable.
PAST PERFORMANCE CONFIDENCE ASSESSMENT RATINGS
Past Performance Risk Ratings assess the risks associated with an offeror's likelihood of success in performing the requirements stated in the RFP based on the offeror's demonstrated performance on recent, relevant contracts. 
Performance Confidence Assessment (Overall) Rating System:
Unknown Confidence: No recent/relevant performance record is available or the offeror’s performance record is so sparse that no meaningful confidence assessment rating can be reasonably assigned.
Satisfactory Confidence:  Based on the offeror’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has a reasonable expectation that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort. 
Limited Confidence:  Based on the offeror’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has a low expectation that the offeror will successfully perform the required effort.  
No Confidence: Based on the offeror’s recent/relevant performance record, the Government has no expectation that the offeror will be able to successfully perform the required effort.
FORMAT FOR TABLE OF FACILITIES
SECTION 00 22 30 - ATTACHMENT 8
	FACILITY     
(1)
	SOLICITATION REQUIREMENTS
(2)
	PROPOSAL PROVIDED
(3)
	DIFFERENCE (+/-)
(4)
	NOTES/REMARKS
(5)

	
	Net SF
	Gross SF
	Net SF
	Gross SF
	Net SF
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Notes:
(4) Facility column shall identify building, e.g.  Dining Facility, TEMF, UEPH, etc.  Where different designs are offered for the same overall building type, each different design shall be identified and tabulated separately.
(5) Complete these columns directly from information in the solicitation.  If the solicitation is silent on net square feet for a particular facility, leave this blank.
(6) Complete these columns directly from the information in your proposal.
(7) This column represents the mathematical difference between the proposal and the solicitation requirements + differences represent areas above the solicitation requirements and – differences represent areas below the solicitation requirements.  Proposers are cautioned that exceeding the statutory limitations on building size will cause a proposal to be considered non-compliant.
(8) This column is provided to allow the proposers to place additional relevant information with respect to building area.
FORMAT FOR TABLE OF SPACES
SECTION 00 22 30 - ATTACHMENT 9
FACILITY: _____________________
	SPACE DESIGNATION   
(1)
	SOLICITATION REQUIREMENTS MIN REQUIRED
(2)
SF
	PROPOSAL PROVIDED
(3)
SF
	DIFFERENCE (+/-)
(4)
SF
	NOTES/REMARKS 
(5)

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	


Notes:
(9) The proposer shall list all spaces within the identified facility in this column.
(10) The proposer shall complete this column by taking the information directly from the solicitation Statement of Work.   Where a particular space does not have a specific solicitation requirement, this column may be left blank.
(11) The proposer shall complete this column directly from the information contained in the proposal.
(12) This column represents the mathematical difference between the proposal and the solicitation requirements.  + differences represent areas above the solicitation requirements and   – differences represent areas below the solicitation requirements.   
(13) This column is provided to allow the proposers to place additional relevant information with respect to spaces provided.
(14) Where multiple facilities of the same type (e.g. Dining Facility, UEPH, etc) are included in a single contract, each facility shall be identified in a separate table.
COMPANY SPECIALIZED EXPERIENCE
KEY SUBCONTRACTOR (OR PRIME IF WORK NOT TO BE SUBCONTRACTED)
SECTION 00 22 30 - ATTACHMENT 10
Provide the following information to show examples of projects your company constructed within the last five years indicating experience with projects of similar type and scope.  Use one form per project. 
(ax) Type of BCT Facility Represented ___________________________________________________________
(ay) Your Firm’s Name  _______________________________________________________________________
(az) Name of project  _________________________________________________________________________
(ba) Owner _________________________________________________________________________________
(bb) General Scope of Construction Project    ______________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
(bc) Your Role (Prime, Joint Venture, or Subcontractor, etc.) and Work Your Company Self-Performed :
_______________________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
(bd) Your Contract or Subcontract Amount ________________________________________________________
(be) Detailed Description of Your Self-Performed Work _______________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
(bf) Describe any Work You Subcontract to Others __________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________________
(bg) Dates Your (sub) contract: Started ___________________ Completed______________
(bh) Your Performance Evaluation by Owner, if any _________________________________________________
By Prime:  ______________________________________________________________________________
(bi) Were You Terminated or Assessed Liquidated Damages? ________________________________________
(If either is “Yes”, attach an Explanation)
(bj) Name and Company of Point of Contact (POC) for reference (If you were a subcontractor, also list the firm you were hired by): _______________________________________________________________________
(bk) Current Telephone Number of Reference POC _________________________________________________
LETTER OF COMMITMENT OF KEY SUBCONTRACTOR
(USE SUBCONTRACTOR’S COMPANY LETTERHEAD)
SECTION 00 22 30 - ATTACHMENT 11
TO: Contracting Officer
SUBJECT: Letter of Commitment for Proposed Contract for ____________________
Dear Sir or Madam:
I hereby make the unequivocal commitment that, in the event of an award of a contract to (Fill in name of Proposer), that (insert name of design firm) will fulfill the duties of (state role on a project)
Sincerely, (Authorized Official)
Date: __________
End of Section 00 22 30

SECTION 00 73 10 (TASK ORDER
SUPPLEMENTAL CONTRACT REQUIREMENTS
1.0 GENERAL
COST LIMITATION
52.211-10 COMMENCEMENT, PROSECUTION AND COMPLETION OF WORK (APR 1984).
52.211-12 LIQUIDATED DAMAGES – CONSTRUCTION (SEP 2000).
252.236-7001 CONTRACT DRAWINGS, MAPS, AND SPECIFICATIONS (AUG 2000).
TIME EXTENSIONS FOR UNUSUALLY SEVERE WEATHER (ER 415-1-15) (OCT 1989).
PHYSICAL DATA (FAR 52.236-4) (APR 1984).
IDENTIFICATION OF GOVERNMENT-FURNISHED PROPERTY.
PAYMENT FOR MATERIALS DELIVERED OFF-SITE (EFARS 52.232-5000) (MAR 1995).
TASK ORDER SITE SAFETY AND HEALTH OFFICER REQUIREMENTS AND QUALIFICATIONS (APR 10)
CONTRACTOR SUPPLY AND USE OF ELECTRONIC SOFTWARE FOR PROCESSING DAVIS-BACON ACT CERTIFIED LABOR PAYROLLS (JULY 2011)
2.0 GENERAL
COST LIMITATION
The cost limitation for this task order is $0.00
2.1. 52.211-10 COMMENCEMENT, PROSECUTION AND COMPLETION OF WORK (APR 1984).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : COMMENCEMENT]
2.2. 52.211-12 LIQUIDATED DAMAGES – CONSTRUCTION (SEP 2000).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : DAMAGES]
2.3. 252.236-7001 CONTRACT DRAWINGS, MAPS, AND SPECIFICATIONS (AUG 2000).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : DRAWINGS]
2.4. TIME EXTENSIONS FOR UNUSUALLY SEVERE WEATHER (ER 415-1-15) (OCT 1989).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : TIME_EXTENSIONS]
2.5. PHYSICAL DATA (FAR 52.236-4) (APR 1984).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : PHYSICAL]
2.6. IDENTIFICATION OF GOVERNMENT-FURNISHED PROPERTY.
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : PROPERTY]
2.7. PAYMENT FOR MATERIALS DELIVERED OFF-SITE (EFARS 52.232-5000) (MAR 1995).
[Not Supplied - ContractInfoSuppReq : OFFSITE]
2.8. TASK ORDER SITE SAFETY AND HEALTH OFFICER REQUIREMENTS AND QUALIFICATIONS (APR 10)
(a) The Contractor shall employ a competent person at each project to function as the Site Safety and Health Officer (SSHO) in accordance with EM 385-1-1, Section 01.A.17. The SSHO shall report to the senior project official or to a senior corporate official.  Submit the qualifications of the proposed SSHO for Government Approval. 
(b) The SSHO duties will be the employee’s sole, full-time responsibility 
CONTRACTOR SUPPLY AND USE OF ELECTRONIC SOFTWARE FOR PROCESSING DAVIS-BACON ACT CERTIFIED LABOR PAYROLLS (JULY 2011)
(c) The Contractor is encouraged to use a commercially-available electronic system to process and submit certified payrolls electronically to the Government. The Davis-Bacon Act (DBA) establishes requirements for preparing, processing and providing certified payrolls, as stated in FAR 52.222-8, PAYROLLS AND BASIC RECORDS and FAR 52.222-13, COMPLIANCE WITH DAVIS-BACON AND RELATED REGULATIONS.
(d) If the Contractor elects to use an electronic DBA payroll processing system, obtain and provide all access, licenses, and other services required to provide for receipt, processing, certifying, electronically transmitting to the Government, and storing all payrolls and other data required to comply with DBA and related Act regulations.   An electronic DBA payroll system shall use the electronic payroll service to prepare, process, and maintain the relevant payrolls and basic records during all work under the contract. The electronic payroll service shall be capable of preserving these payrolls and related records for the required three years after contract completion.  Obtain and provide electronic system access to the Government, as required to comply with the DBA and related Act regulations over the duration of the contract.  Access shall include electronic review access by the Government contract administration office to the Contractor’s electronic processing system.
(e) The  provision and use of an electronic payroll system shall meet the following functional criteria: commercially available; compliant with appropriate DBA payroll provisions in the FAR;  able to accommodate the required number of employees and subcontractors planned to be employed under the contract; capable of producing an Excel spreadsheet-compatible electronic output of weekly payroll records (format at http://www.mssupport.com/guides.aspx) for export in an excel spreadsheet to be imported into the Contractor’s Quality Control  System (QCS) version of Resident Management System (RMS), that in turn shall export payroll data to the Government’s Resident Management System (RMS); demonstrated security of data and data entry rights; ability to produce Contractor-certified electronic versions of weekly payroll data; ability to identify erroneous data entries and track the data/time of all versions of the certified DBA payrolls submitted to the Government over the life of the contract; capable of generating a durable record copy, that is, a CD or DVD and PDF file record of data from the system database at end of the contract closeout.  Provide the durable record copy to the Government during contract closeout. 
(f) Include all Contractor-incurred costs related to the provision and use of an electronic payroll processing service in the contract price for the overall work under the contract.  There will be no separate line item for or payment of costs for DBA compliance or the use of electronic payroll processing services.
End of Section 00 73 10

