CHANGE REQUEST COVER SHEET


Change Request Number: 04-54
Date Received:  09/02/04
Title:  Source Selection 
Name: Tim Ashley

Routing Symbol: ASU-110

Phone: (202) 267-8554
Policy OR Guidance: Policy

Affected Section/Text Location:  3.2.2.2 and Appendix C, Definitions
Summary of Change: Revised Source Selection policy paragraph, 3.2.2.2 to add total estimated potential value language relating to the limits of the Contracting Officer’s warrant authority and to define “total estimated potential value” in appendix C.  

Reason for Change:  To provide clarifications and additional information in the area of total estimated potential value.  Audit uncovered cases of Contracting Officers exceeding their warrant authority in part because the policy was misinterpreted.

Development, Review, and/or Concurrence:  The change has been reviewed by headquarters, regional and center procurement offices, Region & Centers Operation (ARC) and Procurement Legal (AGC)

Target Audience: Contracting Officers/Technical Officers
Potential Links within FAST for the Change:  N/A
Attachments: Language of change and final document
Briefing Planned:  No

ASAG Responsibilities:  None

3.2.2.2 Policy Revised 2/2004     

The FAA's policy is to procure products and services from sources that offer the best value to satisfy the FAA's mission need. It is also the FAA's policy to provide reasonable access to competition for firms interested in obtaining contracts. In selecting sources, the preferred method of procurement is to compete requirements among two or more sources. When competition is not feasible, purchases under $10,000 may be made using single source procedures without file documentation. When purchasing products, services or construction, via single source valued in excess of $10,000, file documentation must include the supporting rationale for contracting with a single source. (Added 09/2000)
To ensure that adequate opportunities are provided to Small and Economically Disadvantaged Businesses [SEDB (8(a))] vendors pursuant to sub section 3.6.1.3.4, acquisitions of supplies, services and construction having an anticipated value exceeding $10,000 but not over $100,000, are reserved exclusively for competition among SEDB (8(a)) vendors. If the contracting officer, with review of the cognizant Small and Disadvantaged Utilization Specialist, determines that a SEDB (8(a)) set aside is not in the Government's best interest, due to quality, price, and/or delivery, the aforementioned documentation policies apply. (Revised 10/2002)
The service organization shall issue a public announcement informing industry of the FAA's procurement strategy before, or concurrent with, the issuance of the initial SIR.

Each SIR shall contain the specific evaluation criteria to be used to evaluate offeror submittals. Past performance shall be considered as an evaluation factor in all selection decisions for all complex and noncommercial source selections. The SSO considers using process capability of suppliers as an evaluation factor during the contractor selection processes in accordance with established criteria.  Consideration is also given to including contract requirements for the suppliers to improve relevant processes, as appropriate, during the performance period.  Decision criteria related to process capability are identified in Part 3 of the Procurement Guidance for Source Selection. All SSO selection or screening decisions shall be based on the evaluation criteria established in each SIR. Cost or price considerations shall be an evaluation factor in all selection decisions. All Request For Offers (RFOs) shall include a requirement for a formal cost or price proposal. The service organization shall document the findings of the evaluation. Debriefings shall be conducted with all offerors that request them.

The guidelines provided below are intended to provide the CO and service organization with the flexibility to use any method of procurement deemed appropriate to satisfy the FAA's mission, considering the complexity, dollar value, and availability of products and services in the marketplace. The CO shall have warrant authority commensurate with the total estimated potential value of the procurement (see Appendix C).
Awards shall be made to responsible contractors only. To be determined responsible, a prospective contractor must:

· have adequate resources (financial, technical, etc.) to perform the contract, or the ability to obtain them; 

· be able to comply with the required or proposed delivery or performance schedule, considering all existing business commitments; 

· have a satisfactory performance record; 

· have a satisfactory record of integrity and business ethics; and 

· be otherwise qualified and eligible to receive an award under applicable laws and regulations. 

The CO's signing of the contract shall constitute a determination that the prospective contractor is responsible with respect to that contract. If an offer is rejected because the prospective contractor is nonresponsible, the CO shall make a determination of nonresponsibility. The CO is given great discretion in making this determination.

