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timely, efficient, and economical man-
ner; very minor (if any) deficiencies 
with no adverse effect on overall per-
formance. 

(2) Very good (90–81): Very effective 
performance, fully responsive to con-
tract requirements; contract require-
ments accomplished in a timely, effi-
cient, and economical manner for the 
most part; only minor deficiencies. 

(3) Good (80–71): Effective perform-
ance; fully responsive to contract re-
quirements; reportable deficiencies, 
but with little identifiable effect on 
overall performance. 

(4) Satisfactory (70–61): Meets or 
slightly exceeds minimum acceptable 
standards; adequate results; reportable 
deficiencies with identifiable, but not 
substantial, effects on overall perform-
ance. 

(5) Poor/Unsatisfactory (less than 61): 
Does not meet minimum acceptable 
standards in one or more areas; reme-
dial action required in one or more 
areas; deficiencies in one or more areas 
which adversely affect overall perform-
ance. 

(c) As a benchmark for evaluation, in 
order to be rated ‘‘Excellent,’’ the con-
tractor must be under cost, on or ahead 
of schedule, and have provided excel-
lent technical performance. 

(d) A scoring system appropriate for 
the circumstances of the individual 
contract requirement should be devel-
oped. Weighted scoring is rec-
ommended. In this system, each eval-
uation factor (e.g., technical, schedule, 
cost control) is assigned a specific per-
centage weighting with the cumulative 
weightings of all factors totaling 100. 
During the award fee evaluation, each 
factor is scored from 0–100 according to 
the ratings defined in 1816.405–275(b). 
The numerical score for each factor is 
then multiplied by the weighting for 
that factor to determine the weighted 
score. For example, if the technical 
factor has a weighting of 60 percent 
and the numerical score for that factor 
is 80, the weighted technical score is 48 
(80×60 percent). The weighted scores for 
each evaluation factor are then added 
to determine the total award fee score. 

[62 FR 3478, Jan. 23, 1997. Redesignated and 
amended at 62 FR 36706, 36707, July 9, 1997; 63 
FR 13134, Mar. 18, 1998] 

1816.405–276 Award fee payments and 
limitations. 

(a) Interim award fee payments. The 
amount of an interim award fee pay-
ment (see 1816.405–273(b)) is limited to 
the lesser of the interim evaluation 
score or 80 percent of the fee allocated 
to that interim period less any provi-
sional payments (see paragraph (b) of 
this subsection) made during the pe-
riod. 

(b) Provisional award fee payments. 
Provisional award fee payments are 
payments made within evaluation peri-
ods prior to an interim or final evalua-
tion for that period. Provisional pay-
ments may be included in the contract 
and should be negotiated on a case-by- 
case basis. For a service contract, the 
total amount of award fee available in 
an evaluation period that may be pro-
visionally paid is the lesser of a per-
centage stipulated in the contract (but 
not exceeding 80 percent) or the prior 
period’s evaluation score. For an end 
item contract, the total amount of pro-
visional payments in a period is lim-
ited to a percentage not to exceed 80 
percent of the prior interim period’s 
evaluation score. 

(c) Fee payment. The Fee Determina-
tion Official’s rating for both interim 
and final evaluations will be provided 
to the contractor within 45 calendar 
days of the end of the period being 
evaluated. Any fee, interim or final, 
due the contractor will be paid no later 
than 60 calendar days after the end of 
the period being evaluated. 

[63 FR 13134, Mar. 18, 1998] 

1816.406 Contract clauses. 

[62 FR 3478, Jan. 23, 1997. Redesignated at 62 
FR 36706, July 9, 1997] 

1816.406–70 NASA contract clauses. 
(a) As authorized by FAR 16.406(e), 

the contracting officer shall insert the 
clause at 1852.216–76, Award Fee for 
Service Contracts, in solicitations and 
contracts when an award fee contract 
is contemplated and the contract deliv-
erable is the performance of a service. 

(b) As authorized by FAR 16.406(e), 
the contracting officer shall insert the 
clause at 1852.216–77, Award Fee for End 
Item Contracts, in solicitations and 
contracts when an award fee contract 

VerDate Nov<24>2008 10:06 Nov 03, 2009 Jkt 217210 PO 00000 Frm 00215 Fmt 8010 Sfmt 8010 Y:\SGML\217210.XXX 217210er
ow

e 
on

 D
S

K
5C

LS
3C

1P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 C
F

R



206 

48 CFR Ch. 18 (10–1–09 Edition) 1816.506–70 

is contemplated and the contract 
deliverables are hardware or other end 
items for which total contractor per-
formance cannot be measured until the 
end of the contract. When the clause is 
used in a fixed-price award fee con-
tract, it shall be modified by deleting 
references to base fee in paragraphs (a), 
and by deleting paragraph (c)(1), the 
last sentence of (c)(4), and the first sen-
tence of (c)(5). 

(c) The contracting officer may in-
sert a clause substantially as stated at 
1852.216–83, Fixed Price Incentive, in 
fixed-price-incentive solicitations and 
contracts utilizing firm or successive 
targets. For items subject to incentive 
price revision, identify the target cost, 
target profit, target price, and ceiling 
price for each item. 

(d) The contracting officer shall in-
sert the clause at 1852.216–84, Esti-
mated Cost and Incentive Fee, in cost- 
plus-incentive-fee solicitations and 
contracts. 

(e) The contracting officer may in-
sert the clause at 1852.216–85, Esti-
mated Cost and Award Fee, in cost an 
award fee solicitations and contracts. 
When the contract includes perform-
ance incentives, use Alternate I. When 
the clause is used in a fixed-price 
award fee contract, it shall be modified 
to delete references to base fee and to 
reflect the contract type. 

(f) As provided at 1816.402–270, the 
contracting officer shall insert a clause 
substantially as stated at 1852.216–88, 
Performance Incentive, when the pri-
mary deliverable(s) is (are) hardware 
and total estimated cost and fee is 
greater than $25 million. A clause sub-
stantially as stated at 1852.216–88 may 
be included in lower dollar value hard-
ware contracts with the approval of the 
procurement officer. 

[62 FR 3478, Jan. 23, 1997. Redesignated and 
amended at 62 FR 36706, 36707, July 9, 1997; 62 
FR 58687, Oct. 30, 1997; 63 FR 13134, Mar. 18, 
1998] 

Subpart 1816.5—Indefinite- 
Delivery Contracts 

1816.506–70 NASA contract clause. 
Insert the clause at 1852.216–80, Task 

Ordering Procedure, in solicitations 
and contracts when an indefinite-deliv-
ery, task order contract is con-

templated. The clause is applicable to 
both fixed-price and cost-reimburse-
ment type contracts. If the contract 
does not require 533M reporting (See 
NPR 9501.2, NASA Contractor Finan-
cial Management Reporting System), 
use the clause with its Alternate I. 

[62 FR 3478, Jan. 23, 1997, as amended at 64 
FR 51079, Sept. 21, 1999; 69 FR 63459, Nov. 2, 
2004] 

PART 1817—SPECIAL 
CONTRACTING METHODS 

Subpart 1817.2—Options 

Sec. 
1817.200 Scope of subpart. 
1817.204 Contracts. 
1817.208 Solicitation provisions and con-

tract clauses. 

Subpart 1817.71—Exchange or Sale of 
Personal Property 

1817.7101 Policy. 

Subpart 1817.730—Phased Acquisition 

1817.7300 Definitions. 
1817.7302 Contract clauses. 

AUTHORITY: 42 U.S.C. 2473(c)(1) 

SOURCE: 61 FR 55753, Oct. 29, 1996, unless 
otherwise noted. 

Subpart 1817.2—Options 
1817.200 Scope of subpart. 

FAR subpart 17.2 applies to all NASA 
contracts. 

1817.204 Contracts. 
(e)(i) The 5-year limitation (basic 

plus option periods) applies to all 
NASA contracts regardless of type and 
other procurement award instruments. 
This includes agreements (e.g. basic or-
dering agreements, blanket purchase 
agreements), interagency acquisitions, 
and orders placed under agreements or 
awarded under a Federal Supply Sched-
ule or other indefinite delivery/indefi-
nite quantity contracts awarded by 
other agencies. 

(iii) Requests for deviations from the 
5-year limitation policy shall be sent 
to the Assistant Administrator for Pro-
curement (Code HS) and shall include 
justification for exceeding five years. 
The justification shall discuss planned 
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