BASIS FOR AWARD
BEST VALUE  LOW PRICE / TECHNCIALLY ACCEPTABLE (LPTA)
EVALUATION OF TASK ORDER EXECUTION PLANS (TOEP)

1.   Basis for Award:    This is a best value Low Price – Technically Acceptable (LPTA) source selection conducted in accordance with Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) 15.3, Source Selection, as supplemented by the Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement (DFARS), and the Army Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement (AFARS).

As this Task Order will be awarded on a LPTA basis, trade-offs between price and non-price factors are not permitted.  Award will be made on the basis of the lowest evaluated price of task order proposals meeting or exceeding the acceptability standards for non-price factors.  Unreasonably proposed prices may be grounds for eliminating a proposal from competition either on the basis that the offeror does not understand the requirement or the offeror has submitted an unreasonable proposal.  

2.   Evaluation:  The evaluation will be based on the demonstrated capabilities of the prospective contractors in relation to the requirements set forth in the Performance Work Statement (PWS).  Each TOEP will be evaluated carefully by each Technical Evaluation Board (TEB) Member and will be evaluated on its own merit.  For a TOEP to receive a rating of Acceptable, it must document the feasibility of successful implementation of the requirements of the PWS for all tasks/subtasks.  Offerors must submit information sufficient to evaluate their TOEP based on the detailed criteria provided. 

3.  Evaluation Criteria:   The TEB will evaluate the TEOP for Factor 1 – Mission Capability (see below), of the evaluation criteria.  The TEB Member will fully document how the offeror’s TOEP meets or fails to meet the minimum requirements of the Task Order PWS. 

FACTOR 1 – Mission Capability.  Mission Capability will be evaluated to assess the offeror’s capability to satisfy the Government’s requirements.  The offeror’s proposal shall demonstrate a clear understanding of the nature and scope of the work specified in the Task Order PWS.  The Government will assess the offeror’s ability to successfully perform the major tasks and subtasks outlined in the in the Task Order PWS.  Failure to provide a reasonable and complete proposal shall reflect a lack of capability to perform the work requirements and will result in a determination that the offeror’s proposal is unacceptable.  The following elements will be assessed as part of this factor:

	Element A - Technical Capability:   The Government will evaluate the offeror’s technical approach to ensure a complete understanding of the services to be performed and to ensure the Task Order Execution Plan (TOEP) identifies a methodology capable of successfully meeting the requirements of the Task Order PWS.  

              Element B - Personnel Staffing:  The Government will evaluate the offeror’s approach to ensure the proposed labor categories, skill mix, and man-hours are adequate to successfully perform the tasks/subtasks outlined in the Task Order PWS.  In addition, the Government will evaluate proposed key personnel resumes to ensure the qualifications and education requirements for those positions are adequate to successfully meet the requirements of the Task Order PWS.

	Element C - Specialized Experience.  The Government will evaluate the offeror’s ability to identify the relative risks associated with the work efforts and the likelihood of success based on the offeror’s experience in the major tasks and subtasks.   The evaluation will focus on the identified experience (to include partner/subcontractor’s) and how the proposal identifies that experience to demonstrate the depth and breadth necessary to satisfactorily perform the services outlined in the Task Order PWS.

4.  Adjectival Ratings:  The following adjectival ratings will be used in the evaluation of the TOEP for Faction 1 – Mission Capability:

    
	Technical Acceptable / Unacceptable Ratings


	Adjectival Rating
	Description 


	Acceptable
	Proposal clearly meets the minimum requirements of the solicitation.


	Unacceptable
	Proposal does not clearly meet the minimum requirements of the solicitation.
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