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The purpose of this amendment is to amend solicitation DE-SOL-0003603 as described
below:

Amendment 02;
1. Block 11, is revised to check that the date specified for offers is extended.
Section J:

1. Attachment J-6, Service Contract Act Wage Determination (WD), is revised to replace WD
05-2423 (Rev 12) with the updated WD 05-2423 (Rev 13).

Section L:

1. Provision L.2, Proposal Preparation Instructions — Volume |, Offer, Paragraph E, is revised
to change the Performance Guarantee reference to L-10 in lieu of L-11.

2. Provision L.3, Proposal Preparation Instructions — Volume Il, Technical Proposal, was
revised as follows:

(a) Evaluation Criterion 1, Relevant Past Performance, Paragraph (2) was revised as
follows:

From:

DOE intends to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy of past
performance information for work that is similar in size, scope and complexity to the
work described in the PWS. DOE may place greater relevance on past performance
of Offeror’s traditional non-M&O cost reimbursement and fixed-price contracts than
similar work under M&O contracts, with an emphasis on contract management,
change control, schedule and cost performance, and timeliness of deliverables. The
Offeror bears the burden of demonstrating the relevance and acceptability of its past
performance; therefore, the Offeror is required to provide sufficient data for the
Government to properly evaluate the past performance. It is the Offeror's
responsibility to provide sufficient information to demonstrate the relevancy and
similarity of the references provided for past performance evaluation to the PWS. If
the Offeror is a newly formed entity, the Offeror shall provide the relevant past
performance information for each of the members of the Joint Venture, LLC, or any
other teaming arrangement as described in FAR Subpart 9.6, Contractor Team
Arrangements.

To:

DOE intends to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy. Please note a
reference with a higher degree of relevance and recency may be given greater
consideration. It is the Offeror's responsibility to provide sufficient information to
demonstrate the relevancy and similarity to the PWS of the information provided for
the Relevant Past Performance and Relevant Company Experience evaluations in

NSN 7540-01-152-8057 50336-101 OPTIONAL FORM 336 (4-86)
U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1990 - 262-081 Sponsored by GSA
FAR (48 CFR) 53.110



DE-SOL-003603
Amendment: 02
Page 3 of 5

Attachment L-3. DOE intends to consider work performed under traditional (non-
M&O) cost reimbursement and fixed-price contracts that emphasize contract
management, change control, schedule and cost performance, and timeliness of
deliverables as more consistent with the scope of the PWS, and therefore more
relevant, than similar work performed under M&O contracts. If the Offeror is a newly
formed entity, the Offeror shall provide the relevant past performance information for
each of the members of the Joint Venture, LLC, or any other teaming arrangement
as described in FAR Subpart 9.6, Contractor Team Arrangements.

(b) Evaluation Criterion 3, Technical and Management Approach, Paragraph (1)(b) was
revised as follows:

From:

Offeror’s approach to the contract transition plan requirements identified in the PWS,
including the timetable for orderly assumption of responsibilities and the application
of resources during the phase-in period. The Transition Plan will also to be
evaluated with respect to its feasibility, comprehensiveness, efficiency and
effectiveness, including the extent that it provides for a smooth and orderly
transition, identifies key issues and milestones, identifies potential barriers to a
smooth transition, proposes solutions to the barriers identified, and minimizes
impacts on continuity of operations.

To:

Offeror's approach to the contract transition requirements identified in the PWS,
including the timetable for orderly assumption of responsibilities and the application
of resources during the phase-in period. The transition approach will also to be
evaluated with respect to its feasibility, comprehensiveness, efficiency and
effectiveness, including the extent that it provides for a smooth and orderly
transition, identifies key issues and milestones, identifies potential barriers to a
smooth transition, proposes solutions to the barriers identified, and minimizes
impacts on continuity of operations.

(c) Evaluation Criterion 4, Relevant Company Experience, Paragraph (3) was revised
to add the following language:

DOE intends to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy. Please note a
reference with a higher degree of relevance and recency may be given greater
consideration. It is the Offeror's responsibility to provide sufficient information to
demonstrate the relevancy and similarity to the PWS of the information provided for
the Relevant Past Performance and Relevant Company Experience evaluations in
Attachment L-3. DOE intends to consider work performed under traditional (non-
M&O) cost reimbursement and fixed-price contracts that emphasize contract
management, change control, schedule and cost performance, and timeliness of
deliverables as more consistent with the scope of the PWS, and therefore more
relevant, than similar work performed under M&O contracts.
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Section M:
1. Section M.4, Evaluation Criteria, is revised as follows:
(a) Criterion 1, Relevant Past Performance, Paragraph (5) was revised as follows:
From:

As a clarification relating to relevancy ratings of past performance projects, DOE intends
to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy of past performance on work that is
similar in size, scope and complexity to the work described in the PWS. DOE may place
greater relevance on past performance of Offeror's traditional non-M&O cost
reimbursement and fixed-price contracts than similar work under M&O contracts, with an
emphasis on contract management, change control, schedule and cost performance, and
timeliness of deliverables. Additionally, please note that a reference with a higher degree
of relevance may receive greater consideration and more recent relevant past
performance information may also be given greater consideration.

To:

DOE intends to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy. Please note a
reference with a higher degree of relevance and recency may be given greater
consideration. It is the Offeror's responsibility to provide sufficient information to
demonstrate the relevancy and similarity to the PWS of the information provided for the
Past Performance and Relevant Company Experience evaluations in Attachment L-3.
DOE intends to consider work performed under traditional (non-M&QO) cost
reimbursement and fixed-price contracts that emphasize contract management, change
control, schedule and cost performance, and timeliness of deliverables as more
consistent with the scope of the PWS, and therefore more relevant, than similar work
performed under M&O contracts.

(b) Evaluation Criterion 3, Technical and Management Approach, Paragraph (1)(b) was
revised as follows:

From:

Offeror’'s approach to the contract transition plan requirements identified in the PWS,
including the timetable for orderly assumption of responsibilities and the application of
resources during the phase-in period. The Transition Plan will also to be evaluated with
respect to its feasibility, comprehensiveness, efficiency and effectiveness, including the
extent that it provides for a smooth and orderly transition, identifies key issues and
milestones, identifies potential barriers to a smooth transition, proposes solutions to the
barriers identified, and minimizes impacts on continuity of operations.

To:

Offeror’'s approach to the contract transition requirements identified in the PWS,
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including the timetable for orderly assumption of responsibilities and the application of
resources during the phase-in period. The transition approach will also to be evaluated
with respect to its feasibility, comprehensiveness, efficiency and effectiveness, including
the extent that it provides for a smooth and orderly transition, identifies key issues and
milestones, identifies potential barriers to a smooth transition, proposes solutions to the
barriers identified, and minimizes impacts on continuity of operations.

(c) Evaluation Criterion 4, Relevant Company Experience, Paragraph (1) was revised to
add the following language:

DOE intends to take a broad interpretation in determining relevancy. Please note, a
reference with a higher degree of relevance and recency may be given greater
consideration. It is the Offeror's responsibility to provide sufficient information to
demonstrate the relevancy and similarity to the PWS of the information provided for the
Past Performance and Relevant Company Experience evaluations in Attachment L-3.
DOE intends to consider work performed under traditional (hon-M&O) cost
reimbursement and fixed-price contracts that emphasize contract management, change
control, schedule and cost performance, and timeliness of deliverables as more
consistent with the scope of the PWS, and therefore more relevant, than similar work
performed under M&O contracts.

All other terms and conditions remain unchanged.
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