The following are clarifications and revisions to the draft OLI RFP documents. 

· All Offerors may gain access to NPOESS spacecraft documentation through eRooms established by Northrup Grumman Space Technologies (NGST) (see NAIS posting of June 2005).  Further communication is possible through controlled and monitored face-to-face meetings and telecons between the Offeror and NGST.  Total NGST technical support to each Offeror is limited to not more than 120 hours.  Only NGST technical (not management) labor hours used to support the Offeror interaction and analyses will be charged against the 120 hour limit.  The clock will start after release of the OLI Request for Proposal (RFP), access to eRooms has been established by the Offeror, and non-disclosure agreements have been signed.

· The policy regarding the OLI-to-NPOESS Interface Requirements Document (IRD) and criteria for evaluation of proposed IRD changes is being revised in the RFP.  The revised policy will identify specific sections of the IRD to which modification can be proposed by the OLI Offerors during the proposal development period.  Modifications will likely be limited to sections of the IRD that specify resource constraints (Sections 2,3 and 10).  Each OLI Offeror will have to submit a Spacecraft Compatibility Statement (format to be provided with the RFP) signed by both the Offeror and the NPOESS Program stating that the form, fit, resource requirements, fields-of-view and thermal interfaces of the Offeror's OLI design are compatible with the NPOESS 2130 spacecraft interface requirements as stated in the OLI-to-NPOESS IRD released with the solicitation or as modified by agreement between the parties.  The proposed modifications to the IRD, if any, must be included in the statement, as well.  These modifications will be evaluated on a pass/fail basis.  A "pass" will be given if the OLI design concept complies with the IRD as released with the solicitation or complies with a modified version of the IRD where all OLI Offeror-proposed changes are agreed to by the NPOESS program.  

· IRD section 10 supersedes thermal interface requirements stated in the NPOESS GIID.  The location and other associated characteristics of any OLI-vendor-supplied radiators to be mounted to the spacecraft are to be negotiated between the OLI vendor and NGST as stated in IRD section 10.1.3.

· All Offerors are expected to adhere to the NGST Observatory-Level Integration and Test (I&T) flow that was presented at the OLI Industry Day.  

· 
· The NPOESS 2130 MIL-STD-1553 bus allows only one Bus Controller, which is the NPOESS command and data handling (C&DH) system. OLI elements can only be Remote Terminals per the NPOESS reference D34470_A_1553IRD.

· For purposes of this solicitation, Offerors should use GSFC-STD-1000, Revision A, dated May 30, 2005.  Adherence to GSFC-STD-1000 will not be separately evaluated, but rather will be evaluated as part of the Offeror's system engineering approach, organization, tools and standards.  With justification, comparable company processes can be used.  The details of compliance and exceptions will be negotiated after an OLI vendor is selected.

· The degree to which the OLI design concept meets mass and power goals will not be evaluated separately, but will be evaluated as part of the general design/performance budgets.  

· Existing draft RFP language concerning compliance matrices and page count limits was inconsistent.  This language will be clarified.

· In Section L.15, under Contractor-Proposed Enhancements, it should read "the Offeror Volume" not "the Business Volume".  In L.15.1, the first sentence should read "all information specified in L.15".
· With regard to Past Performance Questionnaires, it is the responsibility of the Offeror to make sure these questionnaires are sent in a timely manner to the appropriate people.  We expect Offerors to exercise due diligence in convincing those responsible for completing the questionnaires to submit them up until the proposal due date.  After this time, the Offeror's responsibility ends.

· Ratings for past performance are adjectival, not point scored.  In addition to Offeror-supplied past performance data, NASA has a past performance database which is used in all proposal evaluations.

· Cost realism is evaluated by assessing the proposed costs and the proposed design for viability and completeness, making equitable adjustments to the proposed costs for missing, under-scoped, or over-scoped elements.  In other words, what should the proposed design cost.  The crux of this evaluation is the credibility of the proposal.  

· The NASA Cost Estimating Handbook and its cost estimating methods do not apply to this RFP.

· For purposes of this solicitation, the OLI FM-1 spacecraft launch date is set at contract award plus 64 months.

· 
· Delivery dates in the draft RFP for CDRLs PM-4, PM-5, and PM-6 were inconsistent.  Dates will be updated.
