(U) Proposal Analysis Report (PAR)

(U) Long Range Discrimination Radar (LRDR)

HQ0147-14-R-0002

21 October 2015




S Selection-SensitiverSeetihit-dridi-and-3rk04

(U) Table of Contents
(U) Table of Contents 2
(U) Acronyms 16
1 (U) INTRODUCTION.... e B A e B 18
1.1 (U) Discussion of Requirement/Background.............cccoecnerrnccrnersncscsecrens .18
1.2 (U) Source Selection Procedures ............ccccovveerrverecnrecssacesncsasaeens .18
1.2.1 (L) PP BHBMBIY .vn inssvmesosmsntmssnonswsusmansmvis suvseransuss ssmsonsssnssssss sonsssomsstsussssssssessusasssnas 19
1.2.2 (U) Source Selection Key Events 21
1.3 (U) Evaluation Criteria 23
1.3.1 (U) Factor 1 (F1): Technical 26
1.3.1.1 (U) Technical Sub-factor 1 (TS-1): Architecture and Design 26
1.3.1.1.1 (U) System Architecture 26
1.3.1.1.2 (U) Hardware Architecture, Design and Development.............. ; .26
1.3.1.1.3 (U) Reliability, Availability, Maintainability and Testability (RAM&T)............... 26
1.3.1.14 (U) Technical Data and Computer Software Rights 2]
1.3.1.2 (U) Technical Sub-factor 2 (TS-2): Software Architecture and Development........ 27
1.3.1.3 (U) Technical Sub-factor 3 (TS-3): Technology Maturity/Manufacturing
Readiness g 27
1.3.1.3.1 (U) Technology Maturity 27
1.3.1.3.2 (U) Manufacturing Readiness 28
1.3.2 (U) Factor 2 (F2): Management 28
1.3.2.1 (U) Management Sub-factor 1 (MS-1): Program Management ...28
1.3:2:2 (U) Management Sub-factor 2 (MS-2): Schedule.............c........ 28
1.3.2.3 (U) Management Sub-factor 3 (MS-3): Small Business Participation and
Commitment 28
1.3.3 (U) Past Performance (Factor 3) .......ccvvercversersennssmmsenssonsessessensane 28
1.3.3.1 (U) Recency Assessment 29
1.3.3.2 (U) Relevancy Assessment 29
1.33.3 (U) Performance Quality ASSESSITENL..........ccceoreurenrsencasrsoscosesssssesssssnsnsnconss .30
1.34 (U) Price Factor 31
1.34.1 (U) Total Evaluated Price .31
1.34.2 (U) Additional Costs to the Government 31
1.3.4.3 (U) Funding Limitations 31

S SeteetiomSemsitive-SorFAR-2:04-mmrd-3-+04
=SiER




.

2.1

22

23

3

3.1

3.1.1
3.1.1.1
3.1.1.1.1
3.1.1.1.2
3.1.1.1.3
3.1.1.2
3.1.1.2.1
31122
3.1.1.23
3.1.1.2.3.1
3.1.1.2.32
3.1.1.23.3
3.1.1.234
3.1.1.3
3.1.1.3.1
3.1.1.32
3.1.1.33
3.1.1.3.3.1
3.1.1.3.3.2
3.1.1.333
3.1.1.3.34
3.1.14

3.1.14.1
3.1.14.2
3.1.143
3.1.14.3.1

SEEREF
5 SelectionGensitiverbeediiii-droi-and-3rio4

(U) DESCRIPTION OF PROPOSALS 32
(U
(U
(U
(U) EVALUATION RESULTS 36
B T N N

((8)) Technical Factor

36
(U) Eligibility for Award — Performance Requirements 36
(U) Radar Sensitivity 36
(U) Raid Size Capacity 36

~ (U) Future Growth 37

(U) Technical Sub-factor 1 (TS-1) Evaluation - Architecture and Design............... 38
(U) Summary .

38

(U) Discussions 39
(U) Evaluation 40
(U) Significant Strengths 43
(U) Strengths... 47
(U) Weaknesses 55
(U) Significant Weaknesses , 55
(U) Technical Sub-factor 2 (TS-2) - Software Architecture and Development........ 56
56

56

57

60

62

68

68

(U) Summary

(U) Discussions
(U) Evaltlation...........coiainenseensncccssncrnonssinsnsosssessosssasssassssassassssasase
(U) Significant Strengths
(U) Strengths
(U) Weaknesses
(U) Significant Weaknesses

(U) Technical Sub-factor 3 (TS-3) - Technology Maturity/Manufacturing
Readiness ..

(U) Summary 69
(U) DiSCUSSIONS ...ccvveereerirennrirerinrerervaeessienssneses T e T 70
(U) Evaluation .. 70
(U) Significant SIreN@LRS .......cocceeerecinnenroiniscssiinssii s s s ssssssssssessesssassansssass 72

SR




3.1.14.3.2
3.1.1433
3.1.1.434
3.12
3.1.2.1
3.1.2.1.1

S 3.1.2.1.2
3.12.13
3.1.2.1.3.1
3.1.2.1.3.2
312133
3.1.2.1.34
3.1.2.2
3.1.2.2.1
31222
3.1223
3.1.2.2.3.1
3.1.223.2
3.1.2.233
3.12.234
3123

3.1.2.3.1
3.1.23.2
3.1.2.3.3
3.1.2.3.3.1
3.12332
332333
3.1.23.34
313
3.13.1
3.13.2
3.1.3.2.1

SRR
5 Selection-SensitiverSeedini-dridiand-3ri04

(U) Strengths 72
(U) Weaknesses w73
(U) Significant Weaknesses 73
(U) Management Factor 74
(U) Management Sub-factor 1 (MS-1) - Program Management ... 74
(U) Summary 74
(U) Discussions 74
(U) Evaluation 75
(U) Significant Strength 77
(V) Strengths.. 78
(U) Weaknesses .81
(U) Significant Weaknesses 81
(U) Management Sub-factor 2 (MS-2) — Schedule 82
(U) Summary : 82
(U) Discussions 82
(U) Evaluation 83
(U) Significant Strengths 83
(U) Strengths 83
(U) Weaknesses 85
(U) Significant WeakneSsSes ...c..cvicesversatsrssecsoretsssssssessnseassssensossmesansassscsnssensaseessuornes 85
(U) Management Sub-factor 3 (MS-3) - Small Business Participation and

Commitment 86
(U) Summary 86
(U) Discussions 86
(U) Evaluation. 86
(U) Significant Strengths 87
(U) Strengths 88
(U) Weaknesses 89
(U) Significant Weaknesses 89
(U) Past Performance Factor 90
(U) Past Performance Rating Summary 90
(U) Summary of Contracts 92
(U) PPI1 #1 92

—SEEREE




31321.1
313212
3.13.2.1.3
31322
3.1.3.2.2.1
3.1.3.22.2
2192323
31323
3.1.3.2.3.1
313232
313233
3.1.3.24
3.1.3.24.1
3.1.324.2
3.1.3.24.5
31325
3.1.325.1
3.1.372.5.2
313253
3.1.3.2.6
3.1.3.2.6.1
3.1.3.262
3.1.3.263
31327
3132751
313272
313213
3.13.28
3.1.3.2.8.1
3.1.3282
313283
3.14
3.14.1

G Selection-SensitiverSeetiAiedritinnd-3rio4

(D) REGRIMON: ., ocorassmmescmsmmsssrssvirpimaspegupecsemssasusssespassnesiiubassisstisassaaanensannssasnsensaniniastis 92
(U) REIEVANCY ..ooceirersessemsenconsonssossassssossassassassnsesansssssnssnsssassessssessasensnnsasssuansarsnasavens 92
(U) Performance QUALILY.........ccceevsrueivurnmnessrisesessismssnssissnisessessssssasssssssesessassessessssess 93
U PRI ED iicosonsssmsnnumansrassmsnssnssinsrissssums siess v oo s AR SO RS S S AR IR NS 93 -
ELTT BRBBBIEY s csicsmmnsisnmsnussssissssssssumasmmesansam A s RN S o R A ST A5 AR B MR 93
(U REIEVANICY cisisirsciosanceamssiusmaissiissmsssissssistes s i isess iasvaesasisiss Bk aiamaass so svmsvvens 93
(U) Performance QUALILY...........ccceereerruerurstinieniessecseisseseesnnesnasassssensssssssenseenessssesnnn 94
(L) PRI B ..o icorerarsesinmmmse s i e s se s s S ey S AR Y TSR SR SRR RS 94

LT BBCBIEY .vocnvermassemnsmsmsssssunssassnss s oms s ssius s A8 A B A TR SRS SRR SSAN ST ST 94
QLT IRBIBNIEY 1vs cvo cuvummmnsnossssnssseaomsnsntsn ssnsinmsissisiss s s oA Bs S AR SRS RS s95 95
(L]} Pertormanee QURBIEY ... xamasmmmsmmsismims s sisssssmmmisastssnamssmmsi 95
LI PREIIS « s ciciisisvinininssassinmisssananss soiniiiakeansinio Atsassibsesnsonssssabrmtnonss visbusssssorssonss 95
L) REBEMOY «.o.ovnecrrscresvsusrorsrressssorvssnssvensmensussennsss sonssposossumsasassonsysensn st sasssansnsns apusss 96
(U) REIBVANCY ...coneiireeecececcrtitieeteinenssiosssscssas e sess e saesbs st st s s e s nssnasnssassnsnasaan 96
LT IR S NI .. .. coxininicrisnsmmmsmmins s s TR A RS SR AR S AT 96
KIS PR ID covsscnsvossannsnonssssonnyonsnsssisns s s shsssns s oass cosasassis s owows oA RS s o e 96
LU RBEENEY . ccosnasmamssmssssorsmsssmsmsssmssms s s s A s s massansessssesss 97

(LIS BEIBVHODN . o cciinsncns ssnanisnnsimssimmsin ssuisimmmmmicebsmi vaisiniissshyesiss e assesiesassrosssssrsns 97
(U) Performance QUALItY..........cccceereeerrrereereerueeceersreeennsssescsseeseesssssnssessnesssssseessnesees 97
(U) PPIHO ...eiririiriiieiinscisssteessssenssenesssssstsssesassasssssessanssssssssssssasssssesasasnsssanes 98
(U RECEIEY 1 oumssesnssssvnssssvivesensessassnsosssssassnsessosessossss osass ssussns sasssssassssnsassasesssissmsvesss 98
ANRE LT O S ——— 98
(L) Performnnels DMBHEY. ..oummammniimsmsssssmismimsimsssiissstisiiissiiceses 99
EUE BPERT cosisosicsnsinmsmissiosaunssisamsnsisissipontiisisisiiiisstasstsncsassensnspenssisthassssssvessgsssnpont 99
(D) BRBBRIBEY . sonccenaosmsimmmsomsapansassannsmmenminusonvss coms smsgamsmmsa bhaseissis masse g SRRSO AR £ 99
(U) ReEIEVANCY .....coeuriirieireiennieessensecsisssissessiessssssssissnssssessassnesassnsssasssesssessasnsesasssasas 99
(U} Performance QUBLLY... .......ocnsammssmsssossesssmmaseosuomsssssesonssvsssossssssinsimsssosinsisss 100
LRE & 100
LYY IRBCBIMEY cooommssnssismessmenssnpusses son v diins ssisssin s s st s ias oo oas s s M S A 100
(LT ERERORBREE «siisss vomsuisminsosisnsnsiinsn sess R AR R AN RS AR GRS B Ao RS 100
(U) Performance QUELILY................comesmiammsissimaisssmssssismssnessisos sssasossasssssorssass 101
U P

)




3.14.1.1 ((9)] Fundmg Limitation Analysis
3.14.12 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.13 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.14 (U) Funding Limitation Analysi
3.14.1.5 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.15.2  (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.15.3 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.1.54 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.155 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.1.5.6 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis

3.14.1.7 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.1.8 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.14.19 (U) Termination Liability
3.14.1.10 (U) Evaluation of Proposed Resources

3.14.1.10.1  (U) Direct Labor Hom,-
3.1.4.1.10.2 (U) MATERIAL 129
3.14.1.10.3 (U) OTHER DIRECT COSTS AND TRAVEL ......... 129
3.14.2.10

3.14.2 130
135
136
138
139
140
141
141
142
142
142
3.2 143

3.14.2.1
3.14.22
3.2.1 (U) Technical Factor.... 143
3:2:1.1 (U) Eligibility for Award — Performance Requirements 143

3.1.4.23
3.14.24
3.14.25
3.14.26
3.14.27
3.14.28
3.14.29

5 Seteetiom-Semsithreror-FAit-2 0 iamd-3-104
-SHEERH-




3.2.1.1.1
3.2.1.1.2
32.1.13
3212
3.2.1.2.1
82.1.2.2
82.1.25
3.2.1.23.1
221232
3.2.1.2.3.3
3.2.1.2.34
3.213
3.2.1.3.1
32132
3.2.1.3.3
3.2.1.3.3.1
321332
3.2.1.3.33
3.2.1334
3214

3.2.14.1
32,142
3.2.14.3
3.2.14.3.1
3.2.1432
3.2.14.33
3.2.1434
322
3.2.2.1
3.2.2.1.1
32.2.1.2
3.2.2.1.3

=SEER-

(U) Radar SENSItiVILY ........occecrvrverersnereencrenressensrnsssnsnssnsssssessemsesssensessonsrssssessasnsssans 143
(U) Raid Size CAPACILY ...-couesirrermssernarianssemsssnssanssesssmsssmsssssssnssassnesassassnssessasssnsaseans 143
(U) FULUTE GIOWLN ........eeerereeieneiiieeceiaeessnscissssessnsessenssssassassnssssnesssnsessnsssssnosssssanns 143
(U) Technical Sub-factor 1 (TS-1) Evaluation - Architecture and Design............. 145
(W) STUMIMEALY ... .coicheciomssissassrrnnssisossasarassennesaoaatssas onsionssiissasaassssasssiissassasssansisen .145
(U) DISCUSSIONS .everiesrrresrersareesssssasesessssessesssssoresssssatssssssossssassasssssssssesasssssssossnnsssssonss 146
T(U) EVAIUALION..........cocoeecrverrrisrneesineresssessnsssosasnsassessassasseassassassssassonsesssenseranen 147
(U) Significant Stren@Lhs .........ccccoevrervervenreerencsssressesnscsssssnesesssssessesasssssnes 150
(U) SHENZENS ....covevrieririirmsaermesesinssressssaassassssrsorsssnsssnrsnrssonasasssesssssssnssresassssssssnsrssane 151
(L) WEAKNEREES ..ooicicrmssonnarssmnossonsssnnasasusssssnssustnsasonss saasosssnnesansesastrssasanssssosinsssssssesss 156
(U) Significant Weaknesses.........crereeraesrereenes eSmertasasonceanes rreraien 3 o L
(U) Technical Sub-factor 2 (TS-2) - Software Architecture and Development......158
(U) Summary . L T ..158
(U) Discussions............ : SR T 158
(U) Evaluation 159
(U) Significant SITENGLNS ........c..eoiereeririencrerrireesaeeessrceasesesersesassssssssassaesssserasnss 160
(U) Strengths.....ccccoeevnnuenrienraenvereene s - 160
() W CaRNESSEH oo ovvmsersoossossessermasosiimss omessasmm amiressesarsrsisnossvaTTs fokassasiussmases 163
(U) Significant Weaknesses........... R SR SRR TS e RS TS .. 164
(U) Technical Sub-factor 3 (TS-3) - Technology Matunty/Manufactunng

Readiness ....... SR L T e s TR s S TR e s R SR RS TR T 165
(L) SURIIARY v soremsmssarsaesssss o stvsassesimss Ao sess ses cEammiTowivi st s o Te TR saovwouTosss S Tiaeroneeesd 165
(U) Discussions S R ST ST ST R ER TV ST R FN e ST S TR 6T 165
(U) Evaluation 167
(U) Significant Strengths ............... SSER———————— NRR— 168
(U) Strengths.................. SET—— ..168
(U) Weaknesses e ..169
(U) Significant Weaknesses.........cccovervierererenssensaestassasssnssnssasssassones ..170
(U) Management FACLOT ..c.uuuvinieisenissssnassnssisssnsnsssmssnssmssosasssnisansnsssssssesessassnsssssans 171
(U) Management Sub-factor 1 (MS-1) - Program Management ...............ceevrerenee 171
(U) SUIEITIEATY ..o ccvvasssonsssssnsesunsssssmsnsaassassssasssasansannsnsisssanassnsinssansansaas ..171
(U) Discussions 171
(U) Evaluation 172




3.2.2.13.1
3.22.1.3.2
322133
322134
3222
32221
32222
32223
322231
322232
322233
322234
3223

3.223.1
32332
32233
322331
322332
322333
322334
323
3.23.1
3332
34321
323:2.1.1
3.23.2.1.2
3.232.13
3.23.22
323221
323222
3.23.223
32323

. Selection-Sensitiverteetiiii-drboi-and-3:04

(U) Significant SIrENHNS .........cccovmeemmisssessensssusncesessrssssrsssasssssssssssasasrsssssssssssansssass 173
(U SUENRINA: sssesmomr 2o movaems-miomse s avasmss  sSemeess e oo S EToER S uEs so s man ave s s Kees A SAE TR 173
(U) Weakness 173
(U) Significant Weakness 173
(U) Management Sub-factor 2 (MS-2) — Schedule 174
(U) Summary 174
(U) Discussions 174
(U) Evaluation 175
(U) Significant Strengths ............cccocvvemreervisiesniesnsnsasniane - 176
B R L S — 176
(U) Weaknesses 176
(U) Significant Weaknesses 176
(U) Management Sub-factor 3 (MS-3) - Small Business Participation and
Commitment 177
(U) SUMMATY ...occriiiivicnensnesnssssnesnsenesassaasnssessssssssesaresseseaes 177
(U) Discussions 177
(U) Evaluation 178
(U) Significant Strengths 179
(U) Strengths 179
(U) Weaknesses 179
(U) Significant Weaknesses 179
(U) Past Performance Factor 180
(U) Past Performance Rating Summary..... 180
(U) Summary of Contracts 182
BRI L s eam s s s st s e ST S Hvi T ey 182
(U) Recency 182
(U) Relevancy 182
(U) Performance Quality 183
(U) PP1 #2 183
(U) RECLNCY ...vervrencarnrivnrernisrsssssarossrsonssssssnsssssansasssaressassarsasssssssssasesossnssresses 183
(U) REIEVANCY .....ceeonevenierireniceranensesissssesssssssseonsansescsssasasnranssssssnsnsassssass 184
(U) Performance QUality...........c.cceneereeerervercnessnrsncssersanns 184
(U)PPI #3 184
S Seteetiom-Semsitire-See=FArR-2-H0i-mh3-104

=SEERE-




323231
323232
323233
32324
3.2.324.1
323242
323243
32325
323251
3.23.2.5.2
323253
32326
3.23.26.1
323262
323263
32327
32327.1
323272
323273
32328
3.23.28.1
323282
323283
324
3.24.1
3.24.1.1
324.1.2
324.1.3
324.14
3.24.1.5

3.24.15.1
3.24.15.2

(U) Recency 185
(U) Relevancy 185
(U) Performance Quality 185
(U) PP #4 185
(U) RECENCY ....uoeeemerneecnensacsreensrssesssemssssassaessesasssnsssesssessssassnesssssnssns ..186
(U) REIEVAINICY ...ccveimrerrerrseirecassnrssrassosmsavarssssnssassesssssessossassasssnsssssssensassanssssssesssnssnass 186
(U) Performance Quality 187
(U) PP1 #5 187
(U) Recency 187
(U REIEVANCY cicinsvisvesviveasusis sissesiassassinssonsss 187
(U) Performance Quality...........coccoreesrsnssesissscesssrnsnssesasseans 188
(LI PPE Do cncmnasannnsnnnsssnarmssssmsnssussssns sinssssnasassnsssasnamss svmonssssssssisssmssssesusas 188
(UG IRBCEIEY: . 5. iecoissansinsswsssionmorassrasmumnsnsnnsn i iiRiesesesisintresmiiaanson e S e snenes .188
(U) Relevancy 189
(U) Performance Quality 189
(U) PP1#7 189
(U) Recency 190
(U REICVANEY. . vcevvsiissisanissosivorieimassossssassonssoasesvidinss soais cios ias dinessissa 190
) Pen:formance OB cvnoss oo ssmsnassamvamsmrssssaaTeamss fremstvhvensossgarmsssassss 190
(U) PP1#8.. 190
(U) Recency 191
(U) Relevancy 191
(U) Performance Quality 191
(U) PRICE FACTOR 192

U ——— T R 1

(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
Funding Limitation Analysis

(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysi

K& &K




3.24.15.2.1
3.24.1.5.22
3.24.15.23
3.24.1.5.24
3.24.15.25
324.15.26

3.24.1.5.3.1
3.24.1.5.3.2
3.24.15.34
3.24.15.3.5
3.24.1.5.3.6
3.24.1.5.3.7
3.24.1.6

3.24.1.7
3.24.18
3.24.19
324.19.1
3.24.192
324.193
3.242
3.24.2.1
3.2422
3.2423
32424
32425
32426

3.24.26.1

3.24.2.6.1.
3.24.26.1.
324.26.1.

(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis

(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysis

(U) Funding Limitation Analysi
TN e T S

(U) Funding Limitation Analysis
(U) Funding Limitation Analysi
(U) Evaluation of Proposed Resource

() Dirct Ltor Hovrs 7

(U) Material 213

{U) Other Direct Costs and Travel 214




3242614
3242615
3242616
324262
3242621
3242622
3242623
3242624
3242625
3.24.2.62.6
32427
32428
32429
3242.10
33

331

33.11
33.1.11
33.1.12
33.1.1.3
5,812
3.3.1.2.1
33.1.22
33123
33.1.23.1
33.1232
3.3.1.233
3.3.1.2.34
33.13
3.3.13.1
3.3.13.2
3.3.133
3.3.133.1

(U) Technical Factor 238
(U) Eligibility for Award — Performance Requirements 238
(U) Radar Sensitivity 238
(U) Raid Size Capacity 238
(U) Future Growth 239
(U) Technical Sub-factor 1 (TS-1) Evaluation - Architecture and Design............. 240
(U) Summary ' 240
(U) Discussions 241
(U) EvAlUALION.........ccc.ooeeecrerienccenieenssnncessansssssssasaesessassssssssesassssessnssssssassssessssassassan 242
(U) Significant Strengths 245
(U) Strengths 246
(U) Weaknesses 251
(U) Significant Weaknesses 251
(U) Technical Sub-factor 2 (TS-2) - Software Architecture and Development......252
(U) Summary 252
(U) Discussions 252
(U) Evaluation. 253
(U) Significant Strengths 254

=SEER

11




331332
3.3.1.33.3
3.3.1.3.34
33.14

3.3.14.1
33.14.2
3.3.143
3.3.14.3.1
33.143.2
3.3.14.33
33.1434
332
a32l
33.2.1.1
3.3.2.1.2
33213
3.3.2.1.3.1
332132
332133
332134
3322
33221
333222
33223
3.3.2.23.1
332232
332233
332234
3323

3.3.23.1
33232
33233

SEEREF

s Selection-SemsitiverBrediiitdriiand-3ritd

(U) Strengths 254
(U) Weaknesses 256
(U) Significant Weaknesses 256
(U) Technical Sub-factor 3 (TS-3) - Technology Maturity/Manufacturing

Readiness 257
(U) Summary 257
(U) Discussions 257
(U) Evaluation 259
(U) Significant Strengths 260
(U) Strengths 260
(U) Weaknesses 260
(U) Significant Weaknesses 260
(U) Management Factor 261
(U) Management Sub-factor 1 (MS-1) - Program Management 261
(U) Summary 261
(U) Discussions 261
(U) Evaluation 262
(U) Significant Strengths 263
(U) Strengths 263
(U) Weaknesses 265
(U) Significant Weaknesses 266
(U) Management Sub-factor 2 (MS-2) — Schedule 267
(U) Summary 267
(U) Discussions 267
(U) EVAIUBLION. .....cccoverrvinennninerasesssnssssssasssssessonsansrssonsssessosssrsasassass 268
(U) Significant Strengths 268
(U) Strengths 268
(U) Weaknesses 268
(U) Significant Weaknesses 268
(U) Management Sub-factor 3 (MS-3) - Small Business Participation and

Commitment 269
(U) Summary 269
(U) Discussions 269
(U) Evaluation. 269




3323311
332332
332333
332334
333
333.1
333.2
33321
3332.11
333212
333213
33322
333221
333222
333223
33323
3332311
333232
333233
33324
333.24.1
333242

333243

33325

3.33.25.1
333233
333233
3.3.3.26

3.33.26.1
333262
33.3.2.63
23327

333271

SECREF-
5 Selectiombensitiverbeediiri-drkii-and-3rio4

(U) Significant Strengths 271
(U) Strengths 271
(U) Weaknesses w271
(U) Significant Weaknesses 2N
(U) Past Performance Factor 272
(U) Past Performance Rating Summary 272
(U) Summary of Contracts 274
(U) PP1 #1 274
(U) Recency 274
(U) Relevancy 274
(U) Performance Quality 275
(U) PP1#2 275
(U) Recency 275
(U) Relevancy 276
(U) Performance Quality 276
(U) PP1#3 276
(U) Recency 277
(U) Relevancy 277
(U) Performance Quality 277
(U) PP1 #4 7
(U) Recency 278
(U) Relevancy .. 278
(U) Performance Quality 278
(U) PP1#5 e Te SR TeeeEy 278
(U) Recency 279
(U) REIEVANCY ......ccreerecnmrerrraecernsncssomsesnessenesassessserensenssasnsssassasssnsssssnsassasnsnsessersnns 279
(U) Performance Quality 279
(U) PP1 #6 279
(U) RECEICY teuruccessricsonmimsssasnmsstssssssnmmsmmssnssnsisasssssassssasotonssssassanssssas ssssasssnennasassasnsasss 280
(U) Relevancy 280
(U) Performance Quality 280
U) PP1#7.. 281
(U) Recency 281

13




SEEREF-
s Seleetion-GensitiverSeetiii-driti-and-3:404

333272  (U)Relevancy 281
3.3.3.273  (U) Performance Quality 281
333.28 (U) PP1 #8 281
3.33.28.1 (U) Recency 282
333282 (U)Relevancy 282
3.33.283  (U) Performance Quality 282
3.34 {11} PRICE PAITTIOR .. coovesrsrrrissmrartrmprimasimsnsssstponm seritossrot npmt o phss t1ore ssesstasas e sbssins

334.1
3.34.1.1 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
334.1.2 (U) Funding Limitation Analysi
334.13 (U) Funding Limitation Analysi

33414 (U) Funding Limitation Analysi
334.15 ; R ;
334.16 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis

334.1.7 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
33418 (U) Funding Limitation Analysis
3.34.19 (U) Evaluation of Proposed Resources
3.34.19.1 (U) Direct Labor Hours
3.34.192 (U) Material
3342

33421
33422
33423
33424
33425
33426
33427
33428
33429
34 (U) Funding Eligibility for Award Analysis
34.1 (U) Assessment of Adequate Price Competition 320

342 (U) Comparison of Proposed Prices to the Independent Government Estimates
(IGE) ;
R s

14




SEEREF-
S Seleetion-SensitivereediiR-driiand-dros

40 (U) SOURCE SELECTION ADVISORY COUNCIL (SSAC) COMPARATIVE

ANALYSIS 322
4.1 (U) SSAC Comparative Analysis - Technical Factor (F1) 322
4.1.1 (U) Technical Sub-factor (TS-1) — Architecture and Design.. 323
4.1.2 (U) Technical Sub-factor (TS-2) — Software Architecture and Development........ 326
4.13 (U) Technical Sub-factor (TS-3) — Technology Maturity/Manufacturing

Readiness 328
4.2 - (U) SSAC Comparative Analysis — Management Factor (F2) 328
4.2.1 (U) Management Sub-factor (MS) 1 — Program Management...... 329
422 (U) Management Sub-factor (MS) 2 — Schedule 330
423 (U) Management Sub-factor (MS) 3 — Small Business Participation and

Commitment 331
424 (U) Management Factor 331
43 (U) SSAC Comparative Analysis — Past Performance Factor (F3) 332
4.4 (U) SSAC Comparative Analysis — Price Factor ...332
4.1.4 (U) Price Factor 333
5.0 SSAC BEST VALUE/TRADE-OFF AND RECOMMENDATION.......ccoccveeureene 334
SIGNATURE PAGE Error! Bookmark not defined.
(U) Appendix A, Evaluation Matrix, List of Shreds, (1 of 8) 337

ettt

15




5 Seleetion-GensitiverSeetiiit-riii-and-3ri04

(U) Acronyms
Unclassified
ACO Administrative Contracting Officer
AESA Active Electronically Scanned Array
Ao Operational Availability

BMDS Ballistic Missile Defense System

C2BMC |Command and Control Battle Management and Communications

CBM Condition Based Mamntenance

CDR Critical Design Review

CET Cost Evaluation Team

CLIN Contract Line Item Number

CS Computer Software

CSD Computer Software Documentation

DCAA Defense Contract Audit Agency

DCMA Defense Contract Management Agency

DFARS __ [Defense Federal Acquisition Regulations Supplement

DTIC Defense Technical Information center

EN Evaluation Notice

EP Electronic Protection

ES Element Specification

FAR Federal Acquisition Regulation
GBI Ground-Based Interceptor

GFP Government Furnished Property
GMD Ground-Based Midcourse Defense
GPR Government Purpose Rights

IMP Integrated Master Plan

IMS Integrated Master Schedule

IR&D Independent Research & Development
LIS LRDR Integration Site

LRDR Long Range Discrimination Radar

MDA Missile Defense Agency

MET Management Evaluation Team

Unclassified
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(U) Acronyms (cont)
Unclassified
MRL Manufacturing Readiness Level
MS1 Management Subfactor 1
MS2' Management Subfactor 2
MS3 Management Subfactor 3
MTBCF, |Operational Mean Time Before Critical Failure
NFSP Near Field Scanner Prob
0&S Operations and Sustainment
OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense
PCO Procuring Contracting Officer
PDR Preliminary Design Review
PP/OP Principal and Orthogonal Polarization
PPET Past Performance Evaluation Team
Prel Mission Reliability
RAM&T |Reliability, Availability, Maintainability and Testability
RCS Radar Cross Section
RFI Request for Information
RFP Request for Proposal
RV Re-entry Vehicle
SBX Sea-Based X Band Radar
SOwW Statement of Work
SRR System Requirements Review
SSA Source Selection Authority
SSAC Source Selection Advisory Council
SSEB Source Selection Evaluation Board
SSP Source Sekection Plan
TD Technical Data
TET Technical Evaluation Team
TRL Technology Readiness Level
TS1 Technical Subfactor 1
TS2 Technical Subfactor 2
TS3 Technical Subfactor 3
Unclassified
W‘ - — ry e l *R !-18! .!ld 9-!0‘
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1 (U) INTRODUCTION

1.1 (U) Discussion of Requirement/Background

(U) The Long Range Discrimination Radar (LRDR) is required by the Missile Defense Agency
(MDA) as a component of the Ballistic Missile Defense System (BMDS) and Ground-Based
Midcourse Defense (GMD). Procurement of the LRDR will provide the Warfighter with a
persistent midcourse BMDS discrimination capability contributing to the MDA mission of
developing and deploying a layered BMDS to defend the United States from ballistic missile
attacks of all ranges, in all phases of flight. The LRDR will serve as a BMDS midcourse sensor
to mitigate threat evolution, as well as improve discrimination capability in the Pacific
architecture, increasing the defensive capacity of the homeland defense interceptor inventory.
The deployment of the LRDR will be operational in Alaska no later than 2020 with the intent to
address threats to the homeland from the Pacific region.

(U) The LRDR Market Research Report dated 21 May 2014 concluded that there are sufficient
capable competitors to allow for full and open competition. The LRDR acquisition team issued
a Request For Information (RFI) in the Federal Business Opportunities (FedBizOpps.gov) site,
conducted an LRDR mdustry day and then reviewed responses (which included the conduct of
s) received to evaluate industry ¢ ility to respond to LRDR re
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1.3 (U) Evaluation Criteria

(U) This was a competitive, best value, source selection conducted in accordance with FAR Part
15 and DFARS Part 215. The Government selected for award the most advantageous proposal
representing the best value to the Government based upon an integrated assessment of Non-Price
Factors (Technical, Management and Past Performance) and the Price factor. The SSA approved
the basis for contract award, evaluation factors, and scope of evaluation by approving the SSP.
The same basis for contract award, evaluation factors and scope of evaluation was provided to
Offerors in Section M of the RFP, The Factors and Sub-factors used to perform the evaluations
are outlined as follows:

(U) Evaluation Factors/Sub-factors

Unclassified

Factor 1 (F1): Technical
Sub-factor ] (TS1): Architecture and Design
Sub-factor 2 (TS2): Software Architecture & Development
Sub-factor 3 (TS3): Technology Maturity/Manufacturing Readiness

Factor 2 (F2): Management

Sub-factor 1 (MS1): Program Management

Sub-factor 2 (MS2): Schedule

Sub-factor 3 (MS3): Small Business Participation & Commitment
Factor 3 (F3): Past Performance
Factor 4 (F4): Price

Unclassified

(U) The Technical Factor was more important than the Management Factor. The Management
Factor was more important than the Past Performance Factor.

(U) All evaluation factors other than Price (Technical, Management and Past Performance) when
combined, were significantly more important than the Price. The significance of price as an
evaluation factor increased with the degree of equality in the overall merit of competing
proposals in meeting solicitation requirements.

(U) The importance of Sub-factors was as follows:

(U) TS1 (Architecture and Design) was more important than TS2 (Software Architecture) or TS3
(Technology Maturity/Manufacturing Readiness). TS2 and TS3 were approximately equal in
importance. MS1 (Program Management) was more important than MS2 (Schedule). Each

5 Selectiom-Sensitive-SeeFAit-2-+04-mmd-3-+04
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(MS1 or MS2) was significantly more important than MS3 (Small Business Participation &
Commitment).

(U) Each Technical and Management Sub-factor received one of the color ratings described as
follows:

(U) Technical and Management Sub-factor Ratings

Rating Deseription

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.

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.

Proposal meets requirements and indicates an adequate
approach and understanding of the requirements. Strengths
Acceptable and Weaknesses are offsetting or will have little or no
impact on contract performance. Risk of unsuccessful
performance is no worse than moderate.

Proposal does not clearly meet requirements and has not
demonstrated an adequate approach and understanding of
Marginal the requirements. The proposal has one or more Weaknesses
which are not offset by Strengths. Risk of unsuccessful
performance is high.

Proposal does not meet requirements and contains one or
Unacceptable | more deficiencies. The proposal is unawardable.

QOutstanding

Unclassified

(U) The other evaluation definitions were defined as follows:
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(U) Evaluation Definitiens

Unclassified
Definitions
Sienificant An aspect of an Offeror’s proposal that has appreciable merit or appreciably exceeds
specified performance or capability requirements in a way that will be appreciably
Strength i
advantageous to the Government during contract performance.
An aspect of an Offeror’s proposal that has merit or exceeds specified performance or
Strength capability requirements in a way that will be advantageous to the Government during
contract performance.
Uncertainties Uncertainty is a doubt. l:egardin.g whether an aspect of a proposal meets a material
performance or capability requirement.
Weakness | A flaw in the proposal that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract performance.
Significant | A flaw in the proposal that appreciably increases the risk of unsuccessful contract
Weakness | performance.
A material failure of a proposal to meet a Government requirement or a combination of
Deficiency | significant Weaknesses in a proposal that increases the risk of unsuccessful contract

performance to an unacceptable level.

Unclassified

The Government assessment of risk is manifested by the identification of Weakness(es),
considers the potential for disruption of schedule, increased cost, degradation of performance,
and the need for increased Government oversight, or the likelihood of unsuccessful contract

performance.

(U) Risk Level Definitions

Unclassified

Rating

Has little potential to cause disruption of schedule, increased cost or degradation
Low of performance. Normal contractor effort and normal Government monitoring
will likely be able to overcome any difficulties.

Can potentially cause some disruption of schedule, increased cost or degradation
Moderate | of performance. Special contractor emphasis and close Government monitoring
will likely be able to overcome difficulties.

Is likely to cause significant disruption of schedule, increased cost or
High degradation of performance. Is unlikely to overcome any difficulties, even with
special contractor emphasis and close Government monitoring.

Uneclassified
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1.3.1 (U) Factor 1 (F1): Technical

1.3.1.1 (U) Technical Sub-factor 1 (TS-1): Architecture and Design

1.3.1.1.1 (U) System Architecture

(U) The Government will assess how, under CLIN 0001, the Offeror’s proposed architecture
results in a producible design which accommodates the Future Growth sensitivity and Objective
raid size capacity levels as defined in the LRDR Element Specification without requiring
structural modifications. The Government will assess the initial LRDR capability offered for
CLIN 0001. The Government will also evaluate how well the Offeror’s approach addresses the
Threat Scenarios sample problem.

(U) The Government will assess the performance of the Objective Capability offered (base CLIN
0001 plus option CLINs 1000 & 1200) against the Objective raid scenario.

~ (U) Initial LRDR capability that is offered for CLIN 0001 that has merit (such as enhanced battle
space coverage and/or flexibility to participate in future BMDS flight tests) may be assigned a
Strength or a significant Strength. The Government may assign a Strength or a significant
Strength for capacity and performance of the initial CLIN 0001 capability against the Objective
raid as set forth in the LRDR Element Specification. The Government may also assign a
Strength or a significant Strength for the extent to which the initial CLIN 0001 capability
exceeds the Threshold radar sensitivity up to the Objective radar sensitivity as set forth in the
LRDR Element Specification.

(U) Proposals for CLIN 0001 will not be eligible for award unless they satisfy the following
conditions:

e (U) Radar sensitivity and raid size capacity meets the Threshold levels

¢ (U) LRDR architecture and design accommodate the Future Growth sensitivity and
Objective raid capacity levels as set forth in the LRDR Element Specification.

1.3.1.1.2 (U) Hardware Architecture, Design and Development

(U) The Government will evaluate how well the LRDR hardware design realizes the proposed
architecture and provides a fielded system that is capable, resource efficient, producible, reliable
and supportable which at least meets the requirements in the LRDR Element Specification (ES)
and this solicitation.

1.3.1.1.3 (U) Reliability, Availability, Maintainability and Testability (RAM&T)

(U) The Government will evaluate how the LRDR design (hardware and software) at least meets
all LRDR Reliability, Availability, Maintainability and Testability (RAM&T) requirements as
defined in the LRDR Element Specification. The Government will also assess the Offeror’s
approach to logistics and the proposed content of the logistics demonstrations. The Government
will evaluate how well the Offeror’s approach addressed the RAM&T sample problem.

S Seteetionm-SemsithrerSeeFAi-2riamd-3-+64
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1.3.1.14 (U) Technical Data and Computer Software Rights

(U) The Government will evaluate the extent to which proprietary or otherwise limited or
restricted components, subsystems, devices, interfaces, and software within the system
architecture are used. The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s intellectual property and
technical data rights assertions including: DFARS 252.227-7017 Technical Data Rights List
(Attachment J-09); DFARS 252.227-7028 Technical Data Rights List (Attachment J-09);
Supplemental Information—Noncommercial Technical Data, Noncommercial Computer
Software, Noncommercial Computer Software Documentation (Attachment J-09); Commercial
Technical Data, Commercial Computer Software, and Commercial Computer Software
Documentation-Government Use Restrictions in the Commercial Restrictions List (Attachment
J-09); as well as other information required in Section L pertaining to use of proprietary or
otherwise limited or restricted information.

(U) Evaluation will include both the hardware and software concept design. In the event an
Offeror proposes to deliver any commercial or noncommercial Technical Data/Computer
Software/Computer Software Documentation (TD/CS/CSD) with less than Government Purpose
Rights (GPR), the Government will evaluate the impact on the Government’s ability to use,
modify, release, or disclose such TD, CS, or CSD. Use of proprietary algorithms, designs,
processes, or interfaces will be evaluated based on the extent to which they affect the
Government’s overall goal and ability to acquire and support the LRDR design. Justification and
rationale for all intellectual property and technical data rights assertions will be evaluated. Any
proposal which asserts less than GPRs at any system/subsystem interface or other interface (e.g.,
including, but not limited to, mechanical, electrical and thermal) may result in the assignment of
a Weakness or significant Weakness.

1.3.1.2 (U) Technical Sub-factor 2 (TS-2): Software Architecture and Development
(U) The Government will evaluate how the proposed Software Architecture and Development at
least meets the technical and compliance requirements of the LRDR Element Specification, the
Statement of Work, and the terms and conditions of this solicitation. The Government will also
evaluate the suitability and results of radar algorithms and related products submitted as
substantiation of the Offeror’s performance claims for acquisition, track, discrimination, hit
assessment and raid handling.

1.3.1.3 (U) Technical Sub-factor 3 (TS-3): Technology Maturity/Manufacturing
Readiness

1.3.1.3.1 (U) Technology Maturity

(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s understanding of technological maturity issues

and anticipated risks to LRDR performance, delivery and reliability requirements. The

Government will also assess the Offeror’s metric-based processes and plans to achieve at least a

Technology Readiness Level (TRL) of 6 by System PDR for all mission critical, safety critical,

and other key components, and the plan to achieve at least a TRL of 7 by System CDR.
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1.3.1.32 (U) Manufacturing Readiness

(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s manufacturing readiness level claims and its
understanding of the manufacturing challenges, anticipated risks and risk mitigations to LRDR
performance, delivery and reliability requirements. The Government will assess the Offeror’s
metric-based processes and plans to achieve at least a Manufacturing Readiness Level (MRL) of
6 for all mission critical, safety critical, and other key components by System PDR, and plans to
achieve at least MRL level 7 by System CDR.

132 (U) Factor 2 (F2): Management

1.3.2.1 (U) Management Sub-factor 1 (MS-1): Program Management

(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s proposed program management approach for
accomplishing the SOW requirements and the terms and conditions of the contract. The
Offeror’s management approach will be evaluated to determine the extent to which the Offeror
has developed a strategy for the effective and efficient management of contract activities,
business operations and program management activities including subcontract management, key
personnel, facilities, and System and Specialty Engineering.

13.2.2 (U) Management Sub-factor 2 (MS-2): Schedule

(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s proposed approach and understanding of the
entire effort as demonstrated in the proposed Integrated Master Schedule (IMS) and
accompanying Schedule Risk Assessment.

1323 (U) Management Sub-factor 3 (MS-3): Small Business Participation and
Commitment

(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s Small Business Participation and Commitment

Plan. As part of the evaluation for this Sub-factor the Government will consider each Offeror’s

commitment to use small businesses in terms of the type of work to be performed, the extent to

which specific companies are named in the proposal; and whether documented commitments are

demonstrated in their proposal. )

133 (U) Past Performance (Factor 3)
(U) Based on an integrated assessment of recency, relevancy, and quality of work, the
Government will assign an overall past Performance Rating as follows:

=S
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Rating Definition

Acceptable Based on the Offeror’s recent/relevant/quality
performance record, the Government has a
reasonable expectation that the Offeror will
successfully perform the required effort.

Unacceptable Based on the Offeror’s recent/relevant/quality
performance record, the Government has no
reasonable expectation that the Offeror will
successfully perform the required effort.

Neutral No recent/relevant/quality performance record is
available, or the Offeror’s performance record is so
sparse that no meaningful confidence assessment
rating can be reasonably assigned.

Unclassified

1.3.3.1 (U) Recency Assessment

(U) The Government will assess past performance information to determine if it is recent. Past
performance information that does not meet the definition of “recent: (M-4.3.1(b)) will be
considered “not recent” and will not be evaluated. If any part of performance falls within the
“recent” timeframe, the Government may consider the entire performance in its evaluation of
past performance.

1.33.2 (U) Relevancy Assessment

(U) The Government will assess past performance information that has been determined to be
recent to ascertain its relevancy to the scope of this solicitation. The Government is not bound by
the Offeror’s opinion of relevancy.

(U) In assessing relevancy, the Government may consider all information it receives or obtains,
such as contract type and dollar value, program phase, division of company, and major
subcontractors, as well as performance information related to efforts the Offeror or major
subcontractors performed for other agencies of Federal, State, or local Government, and
commercial customers.

(U) A record of more relevant past performance will typically be a stronger predictor of future
success and may have more influence on confidence assessment than a favorable record of less
relevant past performance.

(U) Based on an assessment of the Offeror’s recent performance history and it relevancy to this
solicitation, the Government will assign a Relevancy Rating. The following rating definitions

apply:
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Definition

Very Relevant (VR) Present/past performance effort involved
essentially the same scope and magnitude of effort
and complexities this solicitation requires

Relevant (R) Present/past performance effort involved similar
scope and magnitude of effort and complexities this
solicitation requires

Somewhat Relevant (SR) Present/past performance effort involved some of
the scope and magnitude of effort and complexities
this solicitation requires.

Not Relevant (NR) Present/past performance effort involved little or
none of the scope and magnitude of effort and
complexities this solicitation requires

_Unclassified
1333 (U) Performance Quality Assessment

(U) The Government will conduct an in-depth evaluation of the Offeror’s recent and relevant
performance history in order to assess the Offeror’s quality of performance on past contracts.
This assessment will not change the existing record or history of the Offeror’s past performance;
rather, the evaluation process will review information from customers on how well the Offeror

performed on those past contracts.

(U) Based on its evaluation, the Government will assign a Performance Assessment Quality

Rating. The following rating definitions apply:

Unclassified

Rating

Satisfactory (S)

Performance met contractual requirements. Performance
contained some minor problems for which corrective actions
taken by the Offeror appeared or were satisfactory.

Unsatisfactory (U)

ineffective.

Performance did not meet most contractual requirements.
Performance contained problem(s) for which the Offeror’s
corrective actions did not appear in a timely manner, or were

Not Applicable (NA)

Unable to provide an assessment due to lack of information.

Unciassified
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1.34 (U) Price Factor

(U) The Price Factor will not receive a color rating. The Cost Volume shall be evaluated, but
shall not be scored or otherwise combined with other aspects of the proposal evaluation. The
Government will evaluate each Offeror’s price proposal using one or more of the techniques
described in FAR 15.404 and DFARS 215.404. Information in the proposal and information
from other sources such as DCAA, DCMA, and information obtained by the past performance
evaluation team may be considered under the cost factor.

134.1 (U) Total Evaluated Price
(U) The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s price proposal to determine a Total Evaluated
Price (TEP).

(U) The Total Evaluated Price (TEP) shall include all CLINSs, including the option CLINs. The
Cost Addendum requested for Shemya location shall not be included or considered in the
Government’s establishment of Total Evaluated Price.

(U) The Total Evaluated Price is comprised of:
¢ (U) The proposed ceiling price for CLINs 0001, 0010, 1000, 1010, 1200, and 1210.

o (U) For all cost reimbursement CLINs, the probable cost (reflecting any Government
adjustments to proposed cost as a result of cost realism analysis) and associated fee at
that probable cost (excluding performance incentives) determined in accordance with
applicable RFP fee language.

o (U) The maximum potential Performance incentive fees.

e (U) The total amount of any additional costs to the Government

\

1.34.2 (U) Additional Costs to the Government

(U) The amount of any additional costs to the Government which are necessary to support the
Offeror’s unique approach will be considered by the Government when making the best value
determination. Items such as increased operating cost resulting from data assertions, government
fumished equipment, information, facilities, and any other government property proposed by the
Offeror that may be included in the category of cost. Even if the proposed Government
Furnished Property (GFP) is available on a rent free basis the amount of rent would otherwise be
charge in accordance with FAR 52.245-9, Use and Charges, will be considered. However,
Additional Costs to the Government does not include the GFP items listed in Section J of the
RFP. These items are intended to be available to all Offerors and the use of these items will not
be considered a discriminator during selection.

1.34.3 (U) Funding Limitations

(U) The Government will perform a cost realism analysis of the Target Cost proposed for CLINs
0001, 0010, the Estimated Cost for CLIN 0030, to establish that these requirements are fully
understood by the Offerors. The results of the cost realism analysis will be used to assess the
proposed Target Costs and Estimated costs. Applicable cost incentive fee (reflecting applicable

S SetcetiomSemitiverSee-FAR-2H0imm—d-3-104
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adjustment to the proposed target profit applying the share ratios defined in the RFP should the
Government-evaluated target cost differ from the proposed target cost), the maximum
performance incentive fee proposed and the proposed fixed fee will also be included in the
Government’s analysis of funding requirements. Any proposal that is evaluated to require
funding at any time during performance in excess of the cumulated funding established in L-
3.4.5.2 (for each Government fiscal year) and the associated termination liability for that
Government Fiscal Year shall be considered ineligible for award. The Total Evaluated Price will
be evaluated in accordance with M-5.1.
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34 (U) Funding Eligibility for Award Analysis
34.1 (U) Assessment of Adequate Price Competition

(U) Since FAR 15.403-3 states “When adequate price competition exists..., generally no
additional data are necessary to determine the reasonableness of price.” Adequate price
competition exists when:

. (U) Two or more responsible offerors, competing independently, submit priced offers
that satisfy the Government’s expressed requirement and

. (U) Award will be made to the offeror whose proposal represents the best value
where price is a substantial factor in source selection; and

. (U) There is no finding that the price of the otherwise successful offeror is
unreasonable.

(U) Since the LRDR source selection is competitive, meeting all the conditions established in
FAR 15.403-1(c)(1) for adequate price competition. The CET concluded that LRDR met all the
requirements of adequate price competition.

342 (U) Comparison of Proposed Prices to the Independent Government
Estimates (IGE)
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6.0 SIGNATURE PAGE

‘This report shall supersede all other communications. briefings etc. either oral or written. with
respect to the subject matter hereof. All other communications and briefings carry no force or

affect as it pertains o the interpretation or operation of the language of the instant document nor

should such documents be used 10 provide meaning to any of the evaluation results contained

herein.
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