RFP NNM07181505R 

Amendment 1

Page 2 of 4

The purpose of this amendment is to make revisions as listed below, to provide replacement pages per Attachment 1, and to provide a comprehensive list of questions and answers in Attachment 2.  Offerors shall include the replacement pages in their proposal as appropriate.  All due dates for proposal submittals remain unchanged from the original RFP.
1. The model contract has been amended to contain a service award fee approach for the DDT&E CLINs (1 and 2) and the potential end item award fee approach will be for CLINs 3-5 only, pending the outcome of the refresh proposal negotiations per Clause B.5.  Changes have been made accordingly to: Clause G.11, Award Fee for End Items is to be used for proposal purposes for CLINs 3-5; Award Fee for Service Contracts (NFS 1852.216-76) has been added as Clause G.13.  Section L, Attachment L-3, Award Fee Evaluation Plan has also been amended accordingly.
2. Section J-1, page J-1-26, Section 9.3, has been amended to include Constellation Environmental Qualification and Acceptance Test Requirements (CEQATR), CxP70036 and Constellation Program Structural Design and Verification (CxP70135) as applicable documents.
3. Section J-1, page J-1-32, Section 13.0, has been amended to delete the reference that Ullage Settling Motors would be Government furnished in paragraph 13.0 (b).

4. Section L, paragraph L.14 (a), page L-11, has been amended to require 
the Integrated Contractor Schedule be submitted as a separate document 
within Volume V and to establish a page limit for the schedule of 25 
pages.

5. Section L, paragraph L.15 (b), page L-13, has been amended to require 20 copies of the Integrated Contractor Schedule, to allow for the electronic submittal of the Integrated Contractor Schedule to be in the Offeror’s schedule software and to specify that the DVD (video) be submitted as one electronic copy.

6. Section L, paragraph L.15 (c), page L-13 has been amended to require the electronic submittal of the Integrated Contractor Schedule to be in the Offeror’s schedule software.
7. Section L, paragraph L.21 (d) (1), page L-19 has been amended to include the separate Integrated Contractor Schedule in the proposal matrix.
8. Section L, paragraph MA1(e), page L-21, has been changed to indicate that the approach to be compatible with NASA systems is for both the Integrated Collaborative Environment (ICE) Operating Environment and the MSFC Design and Data Management System (DDMS) (previously was stated as and/or).

9. Section L-21, page L-24, paragraph MA6 Schedule (a), is amended to include the separate Integrated Contractor Schedule.
10.  Section L-5, page L-5-4, Government Furnished Property and Government Furnished Equipment List, has been amended to include:

a. The Ground Plate Tooling Mockup and Quick Disconnects plus spares for the Upper Stage side of first three test flight units for the T-0 Umbilicals.
b. Rental rates, for proposal purposes only, for additional floor and office space at MAF.
11. The following clarification is issued based on comments made at the Cost Volume Overview Session held on March 6, 2007.  The proposed NTE amounts for the option quantities shall be based on the assumption that the Government will exercise all four option units per each contract year and not on all potential combinations.  The Offerors are required to submit the information as required in Section L, Cost Volume, Part 5, CLIN 5.
12. The Government has updated the ESMD Acquisition Portal (Information for CLV Bidders, (ITAR) Technical Documents and Presentations Folder, Bidders Library Subfolder) to include additional documents and rental values for MAF tooling and floor space.  This is planned to be the final update relevant to the Upper Stage Production Contract acquisition process.   A new folder will be created for potential offerors to monitor for their on-going understanding on the Upper Stage Project.  However, unless Offerors are specifically notified of changes by the Contracting Officer, the data on the website will be the baseline for the proposals and evaluation throughout the process until selection and contract award.

13. Section L, Attachment L-7, page L-7-2, Flow Model for the required cost templates, has been amended to include the Indirect Labor Rate Table (ILRT).
14. Section L, cost template “CLIN 2 WBS 2 IDIQ (DDT&E)” has been amended to include the spreadsheet “ILRT”.
15. Section L, cost template “Upper Stage Project Summary Template” has been amended to the final RFP CLIN structure.
16. Section L, cost template”CLIN 4 WBS 4 IDIQ (Production)” has been amended to include the spreadsheet “ILRT”.
17. Section M, page M-8, has been amended to include the evaluation of the Integrated Contractor Schedule. 
18. The Government will directly contact the Offerors that submitted a Past Performance Volume no later than March 23, 2007 to invite the Offerors to present a one hour overview of their proposal to the Government on April 17, 2007.   Details of the presentation to include time and location will be provided by the Contracting Officer in a forthcoming letter to the individual contractors. 

Based on the above the following pages are replaced and the replacement pages included as Attachment 1 to this amendment.

	Page(s) Deleted                                 
	Page(s) Added



	G-10 through G-12
	G-10 through G-13

	J-1-26
	J-1-26

	J-1-32
	J-1-32

	L-11
	L-11

	L-13
	L-13

	L-19
	L-19

	L-21
	L-21

	L-24
	L-24

	Attachment L-3-1 through L-3-6
	Attachment L-3-1 through L-3-6

	Attachment L-5-4
	Attachment L-5-4

	Attachment L-7-2
	Attachment L-7-2

	M-8
	M-8


RFP NNM07181505R Amendment 1

Attachment 1 

Replacement Pages


(h) 
Building maintenance for facilities occupied by Contractor personnel. 



(i) 
Moving and hauling for office moves, movement of large equipment, and delivery of supplies. Moving services shall be provided on-site, as approved by the CO. 



(j) 
The user responsibilities of the Contractor are defined in paragraph (a) of the Clause 1852.245-71, Installation-Accountable Government Property.

(End of Clause)

G.10
CONTRACTOR EMPLOYEE BADGING AND EMPLOYMENT TERMINATION CLEARANCE (MSFC 52.204-90) (NOV 1999) 


(a)  
It is anticipated that performance of the requirements of this contract will require employee access to and picture badging by the MSFC. Contractor requests for badging of employees shall be by MSFC Form 1739, "MSFC Contractor Badge/Decal Application." Requests for badging shall be submitted to the appointed COTR for completion and approval prior to processing by the MSFC Protective Services Department.


(b)  
The Contractor shall establish procedures to ensure that each badged employee is properly cleared in accordance with MSFC Form 383-1, "Contractor Employee Clearance Document," prior to finalization of employment termination.


(c)  
Requests for copies of MSFC Forms 383-1, and 1739 shall be directed to the MSFC Protective Services Department, Marshall Space Flight Center, Alabama  35812.

 (End of Clause)

G.11 
AWARD FEE FOR END ITEM CONTRACTS (NFS 1852.216-77)




(JUN 2000) (Applies to CLINs 3-5 Only)
(a)  
The Contractor can earn award fee, or base fee, if any, from a minimum of zero dollars to the maximum stated in NASA FAR Supplement clause 1852.216-85, "Estimated Cost and Award Fee" in this contract.  All award fee evaluations for CLINs 3-5, with the exception of the last evaluation, will be interim evaluations.  At the last evaluation, which is final, the Contractor's performance for the entire contract (CLINs 3-5) will be evaluated to determine total earned award fee.  No award fee or base fee will be paid to the Contractor if the final award fee evaluation is "poor / unsatisfactory." 
(b)  
Beginning 6 months after the effective date of this contract (CLINs 3-5), the Government will evaluate the Contractor's interim performance every 6 months to monitor Contractor performance prior to contract completion and to provide feedback to the Contractor.  The evaluation will be performed in accordance with the Government’s award fee plan.  The Contractor may submit a self-evaluation of performance for each period under consideration.  These self-evaluations will be considered by the Government in its evaluation.  The Government will advise the Contractor in writing of the evaluation results.  The plan may be revised unilaterally by the Government prior to the beginning of any rating period to redirect emphasis. 


    
 (c) 
(1) 
Base fee, if applicable, will be paid in monthly installments based on the percent of completion of the work as determined by the CO.


(2) 
Interim award fee payments will be made to the Contractor based on each interim evaluation.  The amount of the interim award fee payment is limited to the lesser of the interim evaluation score or 80 percent of the fee allocated to that period less any provisional payments made during the period. All interim award fee payments will be superseded by the final award fee determination.


(3)  
Provisional award fee payments will be made under this contract pending each interim evaluation.  If applicable, provisional award fee payments will be made to the Contractor on a monthly basis.  The amount of award fee which will be provisionally paid in each evaluation period is limited to 50 percent of the prior interim evaluation score.  Provisional award fee payments made each evaluation period will be superseded by the interim award fee evaluation for that period.  If provisional payments made exceed the interim evaluation score, the Contractor will either credit the next payment voucher for the amount of such overpayment or refund the difference to the Government, as directed by the CO.  If the Government determines that (i) the total amount of provisional fee payments will apparently substantially exceed the anticipated final evaluation score, or (ii) the prior interim evaluation is "poor / unsatisfactory," the CO will direct the suspension or reduction of the future payments and/or request a prompt refund of excess payments as appropriate.  Written notification of the determination will be provided to the Contractor with a copy to the Deputy Chief Financial Officer (Finance).


(4) 
All interim (and provisional, if applicable) fee payments will be superseded by the fee determination made in the final award fee evaluation.  The Government will then pay the Contractor, or the Contractor will refund to the Government the difference between the final award fee determinations and the cumulative interim (and provisional, if applicable) fee payments.  If the final award fee evaluation is "poor/unsatisfactory", any base fee paid will be refunded to the Government.


(5)  
Payment of base fee, if applicable, will be made based on submission of an invoice by the Contractor.  Payment of award fee will be made by the Marshall Space Flight Center (MSFC) Accounting and Operations Office based on the determination of the Fee Determination Official.


(d)  
Award fee determinations are unilateral decisions made solely at the discretion of the Government. 

(End of Clause)

NOTE: For purposes of the “final award fee evaluation,”, the entire fee pool for the end item award fee CLINs 3-5 will be allocated to the production phase of the contract for the duration of the period of performance for CLINs 3-5.  Notwithstanding this clause, award fee, if any, for the production phase of the program (CLINs 3-5) will be negotiated post CDR in accordance with Clause B.5, Cost and Price Refresh.

G.12   AWARD FEE AVAILABILITY SCHEDULE (CLINs 1 and 2)

The award fee available for each evaluation period is as follows:

	Period or Milestone
	Evaluation Period Schedule
	Available Fee
	Earned Fee

	1.  
	 9/1/07-2/29/08
	$*   
	$    

	2.  
	 3/1/08-8/31/08
	$*   
	$             

	3.  
	 9/1/08-2/28/09
	$*   
	$             

	4. 
	 3/1/09-8/31/09
	$*   
	$               

	5. 
	 9/1/09-2/28/10
	$*
	$               

	6. 
	 3/1/10-8/31/10
	$*
	$                

	7. 
	 9/1/10-2/28/11
	$*
	$                

	8. 
	 3/1/11-8/31/11
	$*
	$               

	9. 
	 9/1/11-2/29/12
	$*
	$                

	10.
	 3/1/12-8/31/12
	$*
	$

	11.
	 9/1/12-2/28/13
	$*
	$

	12.
	 3/1/13-8/31/13
	$*
	$

	13.
	 9/1/13-2/28/14
	$*
	$


*To be completed by the Contractor and submitted with proposal.  Offerors are cautioned that the fee distribution shall be consistent with the level of effort for each period.  Award fee, if any, for the production phase of the program (CLINs 3-5) will be negotiated post CDR in accordance with Clause B.5, Cost and Price Refresh and the availability schedule updated accordingly.

(End of Clause)

G.13 
AWARD FEE FOR SERVICE CONTRACTS (NFS 1852.216-76)

       
(JUN 2000) (Applies to CLINs 1 and 2)
     





(a)  
The contractor can earn award fee from a minimum of zero dollars to the maximum stated in NASA FAR Supplement clause 1852.216-85, "Estimated Cost and Award Fee"  in this contract. 
    
 

(b)  
Beginning 6 months after the effective date of this contract, the Government shall evaluate the Contractor's performance every 6 months to determine the amount of award fee earned by the contractor during the period.  The Contractor may submit a self-evaluation of performance for each evaluation period under consideration. These self-evaluations will be considered by the Government in its evaluation. The Government's Fee Determination Official (FDO) will determine the award fee amounts based on the Contractor's performance in accordance with the contract’s award fee plan.  The plan may be revised unilaterally by the Government prior to the beginning of any rating period to redirect emphasis. 

     

(c)  
The Government will advise the Contractor in writing of the evaluation results. The NASA/MSFC Financial Management Office/RS20 will make payment based on the issuance of unilateral modification by contracting officer. 

     

(d)  
After 85 percent of the potential award fee has been paid, the Contracting Officer may direct the withholding of further payment of award fee until a reserve is set aside in an amount that the Contracting Officer considers necessary to protect the Government's interest. This reserve shall not exceed 15 percent of the total potential award fee. 
    
 

(e)  
The amount of award fee which can be awarded in each evaluation period is limited to the amounts set forth in Clause G.12.  Award fee which is not earned in an evaluation period cannot be reallocated to future evaluation periods. 
     





(f)  
(1) 
Provisional award fee payments will be made under this contract pending the determination of the amount of fee earned for an evaluation period.  If applicable, provisional award fee payments will be made to the Contractor on a monthly basis.  The total amount of award fee available in an evaluation period that will be provisionally paid is the lesser of 80 percent or the prior period's evaluation score. 
            



(2)  
Provisional award fee payments will be superseded by the final award fee evaluation for that period.  If provisional payments exceed the final evaluation score, the Contractor will either credit the next payment voucher for the amount of such overpayment or refund the difference to the Government, as directed by the Contracting Officer. 
            



(3) 
If the Contracting Officer determines that the Contractor will not achieve a level of performance commensurate with the provisional rate, payment of provisional award fee will be discontinued or reduced in such amounts as the Contracting Officer deems appropriate. The Contracting Officer will notify the Contractor in writing if it is determined that such discontinuance or reduction is appropriate. 
            



(4)  
Provisional award fee payments will be made prior to the first award fee determination by the Government. 
    


(g)  
Award fee determinations are unilateral decisions made solely at the discretion of the Government.

(End of Clause)
[END OF SECTION]

9.3 
TVC SCI DDT&E 

   

NASA has identified specific components, sub-assemblies, and / or piece parts as SCI that shall be designed, developed and / or procured by the Contractor as an end item or an off-the-shelf item. The Contractor shall provide for and support NDT insight on all SCI DDT&E.
a. The Contractor shall provide the detailed design, development, acquisition; qualification and certification of the TVC SCI in accordance with the NDT developed specifications and in accordance with the Constellation Environmental Qualification and Acceptance Testing Requirements Document (CxP70036), Constellation Program Structural Design and Verification (CxP70135). 
b.  The Contractor shall provide all TVC SCI hardware required to manufacture, assemble, checkout, and test all US integrated test articles, simulation test articles including end effectors commanded by the US Avionics system, and the US flight units.

c. The Contractor shall provide inputs the NDT to support the development of the TVC SCI specifications in accordance with DRD1145SE-002.

d. The Contractor shall maintain the configuration control of the TVC SCI specifications and interface documents in accordance with SOW section 4.3.

e. The Contractor shall provide certification data for all TVC SCI in accordance with DRD1145CM-001. 

f. The TVC SCI will include, but is not limited to the following:

	Source Control Item
	Description / Specification 
	NASA Advanced Development Task Initiated

	Hydraulic Actuators and Controllers
	GRC-TVC-SPEC-001
	Yes

	Hydraulic System Components
	GRC-TVC-SPEC-002
	No

	Turbine Pump Assembly
	GRC-TVC-SPEC-003
	Yes

	Hydraulics GSE Cart
	GRC-TVC-SPEC-004
	No

	Other TVC SCI - Instrumentation, heaters and thermostats, small lines, filters, orifices, screens, check valves, solenoids, sealing and non-sealing disconnects, isolation mounts, thermal control components, electrical cables and connectors, miscellaneous brackets and secondary structure
	USO-CLV-SE-25704
	No


Table J-1-5

g. The TVC SCI contains electrical interfaces to the US Avionics and Software system.  As part of the TVC SCI DDT&E, the Contractor shall be responsible for the development and installation of the embedded instrumentation, electrical wiring, and connectors for power and data in all areas other than the IU primary structure as described in SOW section 10.0. 

h. The Contractor shall develop, update, and implement data submittal for all TVC SCI in accordance with the following Data Requirements Descriptions:

and subsystem design, analytical models, and operation concepts in accordance with DRD1145OP-002.

c.
The Contractor shall support the development of US specific post-flight reports to address overall US Element and Subsystem level performance and issues and shall submit all post-flight reports in accordance with DRD1145OP-001. 


d.
The Contractor shall provide still photographs, video, and motion picture coverage of key events in accordance with DRD1145MA-013. 


12.6
Upper Stage Production Phase GSE (IDIQ CLIN 4)

The Contractor shall provide any additional US Element GSE (excluding EGSE) during the production and sustaining engineering phases. 

13. 0 
Manufacturing and Assembly (M&A) (WBS 136905.08.05.12) 
a. The Contractor shall plan for the transition and implementation of all M&A tasks, including any new tooling development and acquisition.  The Contractor shall assume complete responsibility of the M&A activities not later than 90 days after the completion of the US PDR process.  

b. After the successful transition from supporting the NDT to assuming complete responsibility for all US manufacturing and assembly tasks, the Contractor shall assemble the US including installation of the Government provided US Engine, Booster Separation Motors, US IU, and other Government-furnished hardware in accordance with the US M&A Plan.  The US Element final assembly and check out shall be performed at MAF by the Contractor.  The Government will be responsible for the loading and transportation, via NASA provided barges, of all US Element Test Flight and Operational Flight Units as required to meet the milestones as defined in Attachment J-8, Ares I / Upper Stage Milestones. 

c. The Contractor shall develop, submit, and update a Make or Buy Program in accordance with NFS 1852.215-78, Make or Buy Program Requirements and Attachment J-17, Make or Buy Program.  

d.

The Contractor shall build and deliver the following items during the US DDT&E phase of this contract.

USRCS Hot Fire Test Article (HFTA)


USRCS Thruster Module Qualification Test Assembly


FSRCS Hot Fire Test Article (HFTA)
      FSRCS Thruster Module Qualification Test Assembly
	Proposal Section
	Page Limit

	Volume I –     Mission Suitability Factor

Key Personnel Resumes
	225 pages [see paragraph (f) for exclusions to page count]

Key Personnel Resumes-3 pages per resume and a total of no more than 30 pages in addition to the 225 pages for Mission Suitability

	Volume II – Past Performance Factor
	15 pages (plus separately submitted Customer-provided questionnaires which do not count in the page limit)

	Volume III – Cost Factor
	No limit

	Volume IV – Completed Model Contract,   

                     Signed SF33’s, and Section 

                     K Certifications
	No limit

	Volume V– Plans / Draft DRDs 

Safety, Health, and Environmental Plan

Small Business Subcontracting Plan

Manufacturing and Assembly Plan
      Manufacturing Simulation 

Make or Buy Program

Integrated Contractor Schedule
	30 pages

40 pages

75 pages
Video (DVD format) not longer than 10 minutes
25 pages

25 pages 



b.
A page is defined as one side of a sheet, 8 1/2" x 11", with at least one inch margins on all sides. Text may be printed on both sides of a sheet. Foldouts count as an equivalent number of 8 1/2" x 11" pages and shall be printed on one side only.  The metric standard format most closely approximating the described standard 8 1/2" x 11" size may also be used.  The proposal text shall be printed on non-glossy white paper.  The font style / size used shall be Arial, not smaller than 12 point for narrative and not smaller than 8 point for non-narrative (e.g. figures and tables) text on either page size, regardless of whether the standard or metric equivalent size is used.  However, if narrative style text is included in figures and tables the font shall be 12 point.

c.
Each volume must contain a page numbering convention.  For the proposal sections subject to the page limitations, subject pages shall be consecutively numbered using integer numbers beginning with “1”.


d.
If final revisions are requested, separate page limitations will be specified in the Government's request for that submission.


e.
Pages submitted in excess of the limitations specified in this provision will not be evaluated by the Government and will be returned to the Offeror.

	Title
	Number of Copies

	Volume I –   Mission Suitability Factor
	20

	Volume II – Past Performance Factor
Cognizant Audit Office  Template (CAOT) Excel Pricing Model (EPM)
	10

1 (electronic only)



	Volume III – Cost Factor
	3

	Volume IV –  Completed Model Contract,   

                     Signed SF33’s, and Section 

                     K Certifications
	3


	Volume V – Plans 
Safety, Health, and Environmental Plan

Small Business Subcontracting Plan

Manufacturing and Assembly Plan
Make or Buy Program

Video

Integrated Contractor Schedule
	5

3

20

20

1(electronic only)

20 (and electronic)



c.
In addition to hard copies, one copy of the proposal shall be prepared and submitted in “Word for Windows,” version Microsoft Word 2003 format (except ICS which shall be submitted in the Offeror’s schedule software) and shall be provided on quality, virus-scanned, virus-free CD-ROM or DVD.  PDF format is acceptable for graphics and photos only.  Each electronic media provided shall have an external label affixed indicating:  the name of the Offeror; the RFP number; and a list of the files contained on the electronic media.  All electronic media shall be write-protected and submitted with write protection properly enabled.  For electronic submissions, each volume of the proposal should be submitted as a separate electronic file.  To the extent of any inconsistency between data provided on the electronic media and proposal hard copies, the hard copy data will be considered to be the intended data. 


d.
All applicable certifications contained in Section K must be completed and returned with Volume IV.  Include the completed Model Contract and signed SF33 in Volume IV.  All required plans are to be included in Volume V.
(End of Provision)

1.  
Management Approach Subfactor

MA1   Management Approach (and a separate Safety, Health, and 
Environmental Plan)


MA2
Subcontract/Supply Chain Management (and a separate Make or 
Buy Program)

MA3   Cost and Life Cycle Cost Management


MA4 
Staffing


MA5
Key Personnel 

MA6 
Schedule (and a separate Integrated Contractor Schedule)

MA7
Management Approach Risk Management
2. Technical Approach Subfactor

TA1   
Technical Transition Approach


TA2    
Manufacturing Approach (and a separate Draft Manufacturing and 
Assembly Plan and Demonstration Video)


TA3    Development Approach 


TA4
Producibility Engineering 


TA5    Test Support 


TA6 
Systems Engineering 


TA7    Sustaining Engineering 


TA8    Operations Support 


TA9    Safety & Mission Assurance (S&MA)


TA10 
Technical Risk Management
3. Small Business and Small Disadvantaged Business Subfactor

SB1    Small Business Utilization (and a separate Small Business 
Subcontracting Plan) 


SB 2   SB Risk Management 


The proposal should follow the specific instructions for submittal of the other required Volumes.

Volume I - Mission Suitability Factor 


The Mission Suitability Factor will be used to evaluate the Offeror’s understanding of the requirements of the Statement of Work (SOW), to include:   their familiarization with the existing Government design; understanding of the Upper Stage Element development approach being performed by the NASA Design Team and the Contractor’s role in providing producibility support; the Offeror’s plan for transitioning and assuming the Upper Stage Element development responsibilities; and subsequently satisfying the SOW requirements; the Offeror’s capability to build the Upper Stage; and the likelihood that the proposed approach will result in the successful manufacture
performance (for prime contractors and subcontractors) to ensure effective, open communications during all phases of the contract.

c. Element Integration –The proposal shall provide the approach to addressing element integration including the management complexities inherent in developing, testing, evaluating, and producing the Upper Stage as described in the Statement of Work.  The Offeror shall provide a detailed risk assessment identifying the aspects of element integration that it considers to be the most challenging and provide proposed mitigation approaches it intends to implement and thus lower the associated risk.  This risk assessment shall include, but not be limited to the programmatic challenges of integrating Government furnished property, facilities, equipment, and any existing development contracts/agreements, into the Contractor’s effort.
d. Logistics Approach – The proposal shall include an approach to implement an integrated logistics system and infrastructure for the effort.  The Offeror shall describe the approach for test article and component level spares definition and delivery, including the number of specific component spares to be held in reserve and their state of readiness for the effort required prior to DD250.  The proposal shall specifically address logistics management, logistics analysis and modeling, spares management, and property management.  The proposal shall address the planning, to include identification of schedule critical dates, for moving forward with associated logistics and spares provisioning to identify when post DD250 ground and flight spares will be fully defined. 
e. Data Management Approach - The proposal shall provide an approach to utilize, or be compatible with, the Government systems as identified in Attachment J-9, Integrated Collaborative Environment (ICE) Operating Environment and the MSFC Design and Data Management System (DDMS) as described in USO-CLV-MA-25005.  The Offeror shall clearly state its commitment to use the Government systems or fully describe a compatible alternate system.   The manner in which the Government systems or the compatible system will be utilized should be clearly defined.  The proposal shall provide a time phased approach for training personnel on these systems. 

f. Safety, Health, and Environmental Plan – The proposal shall provide a preliminary Safety, Health, and Environmental Plan in accordance with DRD 1145SA-SHP and within the separate page limitation as set forth in L.14, Proposal Page Limitations.
MA2
Subcontract / Supply Chain Management - The proposal shall describe the Subcontract / Supply Chain Management approach of all Upper Stage contractual activities including the areas delineated below:  

The proposal shall include a Make or Buy Program in accordance with NFS Provision 1852.215.78 as described in L.5, Make or Buy Program Requirements, and within the separate page limitation as set forth in L.14,
a. Organizational structure aligned to the NASA Upper Stage Element WBS per Attachment J-7, Work Breakdown Structure.

b. Staffing resources sufficient to effectively respond to surge capacity requirements in accordance with IDIQ task orders and initiation of production flight unit option quantities.

c. An approach to implement and maintain a training and certification program for all personnel.  The proposal should address identification of critical skills that require certification and the process to be applied to maintain those certifications.

MA5
Key Personnel –The proposal shall provide Key Personnel resumes per Attachment L.2, Key Personnel Position Description and Resume.  Each resume shall include for each individual their experience, past performance, education, commitment, availability and overall suitability to the assigned position.  The proposal shall provide the rationale for determining which positions are key and the rationale for selecting each individual for the respective position. 

MA6 
Schedule – The proposal shall provide the approach for integrating with and managing to the Upper Stage Integrated Master Schedule (IMS) throughout the period of performance.  The Offeror shall describe how it intends to review the IMS and provide input to NASA throughout the period of performance.  The proposal shall identify and fully describe processes and tools to be used for developing and managing the Contractor’s schedule throughout the period of performance.  

a. The proposal shall include a separate Integrated Contractor Schedule at the element level for integrating all activities for manufacture and assembly of the Upper Stage and within the separate page limitation as set forth in L.14, Proposal Page Limitations.   The proposal shall also include a subsystem level schedule for the design, development, and delivery of SCI items. The proposal shall include an assessment of critical path events and the approach to meet those milestones. 

b. The proposal shall include a detailed timeline from initial access to MAF through tooling set-up and checkout to production of test articles and flight units. 

MA7
Management Approach Risk Management - The proposal shall include an approach for identification, mitigation, and reporting of risks inherent in the Offeror’s approach to this Subfactor.   The proposal shall include an approach for integrating risk mitigation into the Upper Stage Risk Management process.
ATTACHMENT L-3

AWARD FEE EVALUATION PLAN

Ares I Upper Stage Production
(DRAFT) COST-PLUS-AWARD-FEE

PERFORMANCE EVALUATION PLAN

FOR CONTRACT NNM-XXXXXX
WITH

(Company Name)

This attached Award Fee Evaluation Plan is a sample format to provide Offerors information regarding the Government’s planned evaluation approach.  The contract Award Fee Evaluation Plan is an internal Government document.  The successful contractor will be provided a copy of this plan and any subsequent changes.  Areas of Emphasis will be provided at the beginning of each Award Fee period.


___________________________

Performance Evaluation Coordinator/Contracting Officer’s Technical 
Representative (COTR)

____________________________


Program Manager

____________________________


Contracting Officer

Approved:
____________________________



Performance Evaluation Board (PEB),




Chairperson

I.
INTRODUCTION
In accordance with the provisions of the Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR), and NASA and MSFC policies, a performance evaluation procedure is hereby established for determination of award fees payable under this contract.  The award fee is designed to provide economic motivation for the contractor to provide timely, high quality outputs that exceed the minimum requirements of the contract.  The intent of this plan is to set up procedures for evaluation of contractor performance using existing data and systems to maximum extent while imposing minimum administrative burden on the Government and contractor.  The payment of any award fee is contingent upon compliance with contractual requirements and performance to the degree specified below. 

The Contractor’s performance under contract number to be determined will be evaluated by NASA at the expiration of each period (TBD after contract award) specified in Enclosure II.  The evaluation to be performed by NASA will be based on NASA’s assessment of the contractor’s accomplishment of the various areas of work covered by the Statement of Work, in accordance with the factors, procedures, and other provisions set forth below.

The amount of available Award Fee in each period is subject to equitable adjustments arising from changes or other contract modifications.  The amount of the Award Fee to be paid is determined by the Government's evaluation of the Contractor's performance in terms of the criteria stated in the contract. This determination and the methodology for determining the Award Fee are unilateral decisions made solely at the discretion of the Government.  The Government may unilaterally change any areas of this plan not otherwise requiring mutual agreement under the contract.  Such changes will be made prior to the beginning of an evaluation period to which the changes apply by timely notice to the Contractor in writing.  The Contractor will be informed of any changes to the evaluation criteria or the weightings prior to the affected Award Fee period.

For CLINs 3-5 only, each award fee evaluation, with the exception of the last evaluation, will be an interim evaluation and the corresponding fee payment is provisional only.  All interim evaluations and provisional fee payments will be superseded by the final evaluation and fee determination for the resulting contract CLINs 3-5.  

Contract Description



The Upper Stage Element is an integral part of the Ares I launch vehicle and provides the second stage of flight.  The Upper Stage is responsible for the roll control during the First Stage burn and separation and will provide the guidance and navigation, command and data handling, and other avionics functions for the Ares I during all phases of the ascent flight.



The Upper Stage is a new design that emphasizes safety, operability, and minimum Life Cycle Cost. The overall design, development, test and evaluation (DDT&E), production, and sustaining engineering effort includes activities performed by three organizations; NASA, the Upper Stage Production Contractor (referred to henceforth as the Contractor), and the Instrument Unit Production Contractor (IUPC).



NASA is responsible for all design, development, test and evaluation, including technical and programmatic integration of the Upper Stage Subsystems and Government Furnished Property.  NASA will lead the effort to develop the requirements and specifications of the Ares I Upper Stage, the development plan and testing requirements, and all design documentation, manufacturing, logistics, and operations planning.  Development, qualification, and acceptance testing will be conducted by NASA and the Contractor to satisfy requirements and for risk mitigation.


The contract is broken into Contract Line Items that are segregated into the DDT&E and the Production phases.  DDT&E is CLINs 1-2, and CLINs 3-5 are for Production Flight Units.  The contract incentive approach may be changed at the conclusion of DDT&E in accordance with Clause B.5, Cost and Price Refresh.   Therefore, this plan will apply only to CLINs 1-2.
II.
ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURE & EVALUATION PROCEDURES


Refer to MWI 5116.1G

III.
EVALUATION CRITERIA 
NASA will use the following subjective factors as a basis for arriving at the interim and final award fee score:

Award Fee Evaluation Criteria


 




 

Technical (to include safety, quality and schedule)




Program Management
 








Cost










 

A. Technical  

This evaluation factor includes measuring the Contractor’s technical performance in accomplishing the contracted work, including consistency and focus on Program/Project goals and objectives.  This includes Safety, Quality, Mission Assurance, Risk Management, Life Cycle Cost, Impact on the Government’s Design to Cost and Corporate commitment to personnel.  

B. Program Management  


This factor will include an evaluation of the contractor’s performance in all areas of Program Management performance.  This is the major criterion for evaluating the contractor’s performance in making and administering business decisions that affect the contract; complying with contract requirements, terms and conditions, and adjustments to cost/funding constraints, subcontractor management, and use of resources. It reflects overall contract leadership and direction and includes, but is not limited to Program Management, Business Decisions Affecting Contract, Compliance with Contract, Adjustments to Cost/Funding Constraints, Subcontractor Management, Attainment of Small Business Subcontracting Goals, and Use of Resources.
C.  
Cost Management  


This factor will include an evaluation of the contractor’s cost performance under the contract.  Earned Value Management System data, cost performance reports and other cost data sources will be used in the cost management assessment for this factor.  Cost performance will be assessed by evaluating the cost expended on the actual work performed during the period being evaluated, including quantitative assessment of the award fee period cumulative Cost Performance Index (CPI).  In addition, a qualitative assessment of appropriate earned value variances, cost implications of the Schedule Performance Index (SPI), and other period-specific cost management trend data will be considered.  Contractor’s ability to avoid and predict cost overruns and to offer the Government solutions to overcome cost increase situations.  The Government will also evaluate the Contractor’s effectiveness to make financially sound business decisions to protect and wisely use Government funding.
IV.
SCORING
The percentage of award fee will be in accordance with NFS 1852.216-77.  In accordance with the Section G clause for award fee, no award fee will be paid when Contractor performance is determined to be Poor / Unsatisfactory.

An overall performance evaluation and fee determination of zero shall be made for any evaluation period when there is a major breach of safety or security as defined in NFS 1852.223-75, Major Breach of Safety or Security.


V.
LIST OF ENCLOSURES
Enclosure I:
Numerical Ranges and Adjective Definitions

Enclosure II:
Evaluation Period 

Enclosure I

Numerical Ranges and Adjective Definitions

This enclosure sets forth the adjective ratings, definitions, and associated numerical ranges to be used to define the various levels of performance under the contract.  

	ADJECTIVE RATING
	RANGE OF

POINTS
	DESCRIPTION

	Excellent
	100 - 91
	Of exceptional merit; exemplary performance in a timely, efficient and economical manner; very minor (if any) deficiencies with no adverse effect on overall performance.



	Very Good
	90 - 81
	Very effective performance, fully responsive to contract; contract requirements accomplished in a timely, efficient and economical manner for the most part; only minor deficiencies.



	Good
	80 - 71
	Effective performance; fully responsive to contract requirements; reportable deficiencies, but with little identifiable effect on overall performance.



	Satisfactory
	70 - 61
	Meets or slightly exceeds minimum acceptable standards; adequate results; reportable deficiencies with identifiable, but not substantial, effects on overall performance.



	Poor / Unsatisfactory
	60 - 0
	Does not meet minimum acceptable standards in one or more areas; remedial action required in one or more areas; deficiencies in one or more areas which adversely affect overall performance.


Enclosure II

Evaluation Period

Performance Evaluation Periods or Milestones will be established after contract award.  These periods or milestones will be used as measurements of performance in accordance with the clauses Award Fee for Service Contracts (CLINs 1 and 2) and Award Fee for End Item Contracts (CLINs 3-5). 

AWARD FEE DISTRIBUTION

	
	
	
	

	Period or Milestone
	Evaluation Period Schedule
	Available Fee
	Earned Fee

	1.   *
	TBD *
	$  TBD*
	$   *   

	2.   *
	TBD*
	$  TBD*
	$   *            

	3.   *
	TBD 
	$  TBD*
	$   *            

	4.   *
	TBD*
	$  TBD *
	$   *               -

	5.   *
	TBD*
	$*
	$   *              -

	6.   *
	TBD*
	$*
	$   *               -

	7.   *
	TBD*
	$*
	$   *               -

	8.   *
	TBD*
	$*
	$   *              -

	9.   *
	TBD*
	$*
	$   *               -

	10.  *
	TBD*
	$*
	$


*The performance periods or milestones for award fee distribution will be updated after contract award consistent with Clause G.12, Award Fee Availability Schedule.
[END OF ATTACHMENT]

	- Thin Plate 0.4” x 98” x 220” (OM)
	12

	- Thin Plate .32-.4”x 98” x 220” (OM)
	84

	- Thin Plate 0.75” x 116” x 250” (T3M2)
	2

	-Thin Plate 0.75” x 116” x 250” (OM or T3M2)
	18

	Booster Separation Motors
	Acquired via CLV First Stage Element

	Pyrotechnic devices common with the First Stage Element including:

-     Explosive transfer lines of various lengths and associated manifolds

-    RSS safe and arm devices

    -RSS linear shape charge

-    RSS delays
	

	Upper Stage Test Flight Units Development Flight Instrumentation
	

	T-0 Umbilicals

       -Ground Plate Tooling Mockup 

       -Quick Disconnects plus spares for Upper          Stage side of first three test flight units
	

	Command Receiver Decoder
	

	Contractor is to provide additional items requested to be furnished as GFE with proposal in accordance with Section L, Cost Instructions Part 4, paragraph “j”. 
	


Table L-5-2


Table L-5-3 (floor space at MAF) is posted as a separate file in .pdf format.

The following rental rates apply, for proposal purposes only, for additional floor space at MAF that the Offeror is required to supply along with the appropriate commitments from the cognizant Government official authorizing use  (per Section L-21, Cost volume, Part Four, paragraph j).  This is required for space beyond that identified in Table L-5-3.

	MAF 
	 $ Per Month
	Per Unit

	Office space
	1.74
	Sq. ft

	Manufacturing space
	1.47
	Sq. ft


All other services at MAF such as warehouse space, LAN connectivity, telephone services, medical services, are to be provided by the Government and no rental value is required to be proposed.

(END OF ATTACHMENT)

EPM FLOW MODELS CLINs 1, 2, 3 and 4


[image: image1]
(END OF ATTACHMENT)
d. The Government will evaluate the proposed approach to influence and support life cycle cost analyses.  The Government will evaluate the proposed methods to impact the Government design-to-cost activities and subsequent approaches to produce to, or within, the design-to-cost.

MA4 
Staffing - The Government will evaluate the proposed staffing plan, inclusive of all major subcontractors, to ensure the proposed approach is sufficient to provide the required performance during all aspects and phases of contract performance.

MA5
Key Personnel - The Government will evaluate the proposed key personnel and overall suitability to the assigned position.   The Government will evaluate the proposed rationale for determining key positions.

MA6
Schedule - The Government will evaluate the proposed approach for integrating with, managing to, and successfully meeting the milestones contained in the Upper Stage Integrated Master Schedule (IMS) throughout the period of performance.  The Government will evaluate the proposed processes and tools to be used for developing and managing the Contractor’s schedule throughout the period of performance.  The Government will evaluate the proposed Integrated Contractor Schedule for element level schedules, subsystem level schedules, and key critical path events and approach to meet the milestones.  The Government will evaluate the timeline for initial access to MAF to production of test articles and flight units.

MA7    Management Approach Risk Management - The Government will evaluate the proposed approach for identification, mitigation, and reporting of risks inherent in the Offeror’s approach to this Subfactor.  The Government will evaluate the Offeror’s proposed approach for integrating risk mitigation into the Upper Stage Risk Management process.

Technical Approach Subfactor
TA1   
Technical Transition Approach - The Government will evaluate the proposed approach to effectively transition from supporting the NASA led Upper Stage activities to performing all required SOW activities to include the manufacture and assembly, logistics support, configuration management, and sustaining engineering of the Upper Stage.
RFP NNM07181505R Amendment 1

Attachment 2
Questions and Answers 
Questions and Answers

1.   Question/Comment: Attachment J-1, Statement of Work, Paragraph 3.1.4, pg. J-1-4, and Section L, paragraph MA1e, page L-21.  The wording is different enough in the two paragraphs to be unclear per underlined wording.  Attachment J-1 states:

” The Contractor shall collect, record, and report US information using systems that are compatible with the NASA Integrated Collaborative Environment (ICE), defined in Attachment J-9, ICE Operating Environment, and are compatible with the MSFC Design and Data Management System (DDMS) as described in the Upper Stage Element Data Management Process White Paper (USO-CLV-MA-25005).” 

Section L states:

Data Management Approach - The proposal shall provide an approach to utilize, or be compatible with, the Government systems as identified in Attachment J-9, Integrated Collaborative Environment (ICE) Operating Environment and / or the MSFC Design and Data Management System (DDMS) as described in USO-CLV-MA-25005.  
Answer:  Section L has been amended to correct the editorial error and is now 
  
     consistent with Section J-1.
2.  Question/Comment:  RFP NNM07181505R, Section L Para.MA06.b 
“The proposal shall include an element level schedule for integrating all activities for manufacture and assembly of the Upper Stage.  The proposal shall also include a subsystem level schedule for the design, development, and delivery of SCI items.”and Section M Para. MA6” The Government will evaluate the proposed element level schedules, subsystem level schedules, and key critical path events and approach to meet the milestones.  The Government will evaluate the timeline for initial access to MAF to production of test articles and flight units.”
In order to be fully responsive to the RFP a detail schedule that contains task information and critical path information would normally be prepared at more than 30 pages and would not reasonably fit within the page count for this section.  Suggest that an electronic submittal be allowed with the proposal in the approved MS Project 2003 format (and not count toward page count). Suggest a waiver to the electronic submittal of MS word only.
Answer:  The Section L Instructions have been amended requiring the detailed 
  
     schedule to be submitted under a separate page limitation of 25 pages 
  
     and the Offeror shall submit electronically in the native software file 
 
     used for their schedule development.
3. Question/Comment:  Paragraph L.15.a states, “The proposal shall be submitted in loose-leaf binders … and organized into five volumes as indicated in Provision L.14. (Provision L-14 identifies the contents of Volume V as four plans plus the Video.) 

Yet, Provision L.15.b calls for a different number of copies to be provided for three of the four plans and is silent in defining how many copies of the DVD are desired. 

Would it be considered responsive if 20 binders of Volume V were provided (representing the maximum number of copies required for any of the plans) with each binder containing all four of the Volume V plans and the video?
Answer:  This would be considered responsive; however, an Offeror can also be 
     responsive by segregating the various parts of Volume V to match the 
   
     amount of copies called for in Provision L.15.b.  Provision L.15.b has 
  
     been amended to show that only one electronic copy of the DVD is 
  
     required.
4.  Question/Comment: The following document is called out in the SOW 5.3a but is not on Windchill:

1) CXP 70135

The following documents are called out in the US Development Plan, Draft 7, Page 16, Table 9.0-1 but are not on Windchill:

1) US MPS (Main Propulsion System) Development Plan USO-CLV-DE-25109

2) US RCS (Reaction Control System) Development Plan USO-CLV-DE-25111

3) 1st Stage Roll Control system Development Plan USO-CLV-DE-25112

4) US TVC (Thrust Vector Control) Development Plan USO-CLV-DE-25110

5) US S&T (Structures and Thermal) Development Plan USO-CLV-DE-25103

Can we get copies of these documents?
Answer:  1) CXP 70135 was inadvertently omitted from the technical website 
    
     and has now been added.
 
The Subsystem Development Plans are still in early draft form and will    
not be available in time to support proposal development. Offerors 
shall refer to the Upper Stage Development Plan and NASA Work 
Packages for the information regarding subsystem development.
5.  Question/Comment: Please clarify which pyrotechnic hardware items are GFE and which are contractor provided.

Answer:  Only the hardware in Attachment L-5 is Government provided; all other 
      pyrotechnic hardware will be provided by the contractor.
6.  Question/Comment: SOW Section 5.3, Item g states:  “…with the exception of the initiators/detonators which shall be installed on the US during final preparations at “KSC”.  Is the USPC responsible for installation of the initiators/detonators, or will NASA-KSC or their operations contractor install the initiators/detonators that are provided by the USPC.

Answer:  The USPC is not responsible for the installation of initiators/detonators 

      at KSC.
7.  Question/Comment: The Constellation Environmental Qualification and Acceptance Test Requirements (CEQATR), CxP70036, are not called out in this section (TVC), but is called out in all of the other subsystems (5.3 S&T, 6.3 MPS, 7.3 USRCS, and 8.3 FSRCS).  Does this indicate that the testing of TVC components is driven by Advanced Development component specifications rather than the CEQATR?

Answer:  This was an inadvertent omission and the above references have been 
      added to the SOW TVC Section 9.3.
8.   Question/Comment: Could NASA provide any information relative to potential financial incentives that may be provided by the State of Louisiana through its Department of Economic Development (LED) for improvements and facilitization of the Michoud facility?

Answer:  NASA and the State of Louisiana recently signed a Memorandum of 

Understanding to collaborate on future improvements to the NASA 
  
Michoud Assembly Facility.  While no specifics are available at this  


      
time relative to the amount or type of incentives that will be 

provided by the State of Louisiana, any incentives or funding provided 
will be invested based on the priorities established by the Agency.  
Offerors should not include any potential incentives or funding from this  
agreement as part of their respective cost proposal.  
9.  Question/Comment: The RFP for the Ares I Upper Stage Production, paragraph MA2 (d), page L-23, requires that offerors include an approach to mitigate and manage any organizational conflict of interest issues that would otherwise limit the prime contractor and its subcontractors’ participation in the Upper Stage competition.  The following firms have been identified as having a potential Organizational Conflict of Interest:


1.  Sverdrup and its subcontractors – Marshall’s principal SE&I contractor


2.  Lockheed Martin-Prime Orion contractor, potential contributor to specifications between Orion and Ares I US.  (CxP 70026)(incomplete spec currently under development) and O&M contractor for Michoud Operations.


3.  ATK-Prime contractor for Lower Stage, potential contributor to interface specifications between First Stage and Ares I US.  (CxP 72036)(incomplete spec currently under development)


4.  Pratt-Whitney Rocketdyne-Prime contractor for Ares I US engine, potential contributor to interface specifications between USE and Ares I US (CxP72038) (incomplete spec currently under development).

Therefore request that:


1.  NASA assess, in accordance with FAR 9.5, the ability of the above-named firms to engage in the Ares I USP competition.


2.  If NASA already has taken or plans to take steps to mitigate the potential OCIs, request information be provided on the nature of such mitigation in order to ensure its compliance with the provision stated above and to ensure protection of the competitive posture. 


3.  A listing of all firms, to NASA’s knowledge, that have either potential or actual OCIs with the Ares I USP.

Answer:  Since the initial Upper Stage Production acquisition planning, NASA 
has proceeded in a manner to identify and manage potential 
Organizational Conflicts of Interest (OCIs) for the Upper Stage 
Production contractor.  Specifically to the identified contracts:


With respect to MSFC’s science and engineering support contract, the 
contract prevents the contractor (i.e., Jacobs) and its teammates or 
subcontractors that are involved in requirements development for the 
Upper Stage Production effort from participating and/or competing for 
the Upper Stage Production contract.  However, there are other 
contractors under this contract that may participate.  Offerors should 
contact Jacobs directly for information regarding the teammates and 
subcontractors. 

With respect to MSFC’s MAF operation and maintenance (O&M) contract, the contractor (i.e., Lockheed Martin) did not assist NASA with the preparation of the specification or work statement related to the proposed Upper Stage Production contract (see FAR 9.505-2).  Thus, the Contracting Officer has determined that no organizational conflict of interest exists between the MAF operations contractor and the Upper Stage Production contract.  Furthermore, since NASA has provided MAF facility and tooling drawings as well as on-site access to all potential Upper Stage offerors, all reasonable steps have been taken to minimize the facility-related advantage inuring to the benefit of the incumbent MAF O&M contractor and any remaining advantage is not considered unfair.


With respect to the contract for the Crew Exploration Vehicle (CEV), 
the contractor (i.e., Lockheed Martin) did not assist NASA with the 
preparation of the specification or work statement related to the 
proposed Upper Stage Production contract (see FAR 9.505-2). Clearly, 
the Upper Stage interfaces with the CEV and NASA has defined the 
current Upper Stage interface requirements.  These requirements have 
been reflected in the current design of the Upper Stage per the Design 
Definition Document (DDD), which has been made available to all 
potential Offerors.  Therefore, the Contracting Officer has determined 
that no significant organizational conflict of interest exists between the 
CEV contractor and the Upper Stage Production acquisition.  


With respect to the contract for the First Stage of Ares I, the contractor 
(i.e., ATK Thiokol) did not assist NASA with the preparation of the 
specification or work statement related to the proposed Upper Stage 
Production contract (see FAR 9.505-2).  Clearly, the Upper Stage 
interfaces with the First Stage and NASA has defined the current 
Upper Stage interface requirements.  These requirements have been 
reflected in the current design of the Upper Stage per the Design 
Definition Document (DDD), which has been made available to all 
potential Offerors.  Therefore, the Contracting Officer has determined 
that no significant organizational conflict of interest exists between the 
1st Stage contractor and the Upper Stage Production acquisition.  


With respect to the contract for the Upper Stage Engine (i.e., the J-2X), 
the contractor (i.e., Pratt Whitney Rocketdyne) did not assist NASA 
with the preparation of the specification or work statement related to 
the proposed Upper Stage Production contract (see FAR 9.505-2).  
Clearly, the Upper Stage interfaces with the J-2X engine and NASA 
has defined the current Upper Stage interface requirements.  These 
requirements have been reflected in the current design of the Upper 
Stage per the Design Definition Document (DDD), which has been 
made available to all potential Offerors.  Therefore, the Contracting 
Officer has determined that no significant organizational conflict of 
interest exists between the Upper Stage Engine contractor and the 
Upper Stage Production contract. 

Because of the potential for multiple prime Upper Stage Offerors and 
the likelihood of a large number of teammates or major 
subcontractors, NASA can not provide a listing of every potential 
contractor and their status as being a viable competitor.  This is 
precisely the reason we have asked potential offerors to address this 
issue in their proposal based on the make-up of their team.
10.  Question/Comment:  In Section L, MA6, paragraph a., Offerors are required to submit an element level schedule for integrating all activities for manufacture and assembly of the Upper Stage.  We assume that this schedule is an integrated production schedule for all US units.  Is this assumption correct?

Answer:  That is correct; also note the Section L change regarding the page 
limitations and electronic submittal requirements.

11.  Question/Comment: The requirement for “Key Personnel” (pages L-2-2 through L-2-3).  The requirements for salary information is not consistent with either the MA5 instructions within Section L and is absent from the evaluation criteria within Section M.  Therefore, request clarification regarding the relevance of salary to the proposal evaluation criteria, and clarification of the methodology in which NASA will evaluate the salary information requested.  Should the requirement remain as in the current RFP, request the option to provide under separate cover, apart from the Management Volume.  This will allow for control of this information commensurate with its sensitive nature.

Answer:  The Key Personnel resume form is not amended and the salary 
information is an indicator of the commitment level which is stated in 
the RFP.  However, Offerors may submit the salary information under 
separate cover if deemed necessary; however the prime Offeror is still 
responsible to ensure all data is submitted and within the page 
limitations.
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