











RFP-NNG11281303R

Summary of Changes: Draft RFP to Final RFP (OMES)


	Reference (In Order)
	Change
	Reason for Change

	All RFP documents
	Removed all draft references 
	Draft RFP to Final RFP.

	Solicitation clause B.1, Supplies and/or Services  to be Provided 
	Item 4: Replaced annual reports with quarterly reports.  
	Revision resulting from quarterly reporting requirements in clause H.7 paragraph (d). No annual reporting requirements identified in either clause H.7 or H.8.

	Solicitation clause B.1, Supplies and/or Services  to be Provided
	Item 7: Replaced I.57  with I.53.

Item 9: Replaced I.38  with I.35.

Item 10: Replaced I.61 with I.56.

Item 10: Replaced I.112 with I.108.

Item 11: Replaced I.93 with I.90.

Item 12: Replaced I.105 with I.101.

Item 13: Replaced H.14 with H.13.

Item 16: Replaced H.12 with H.11.

Item 16: Replaced I.97 with I.95.

Item 17: Replaced H.20 with G.6.


	Revision resulting from response to industry questions/comments.



	Solicitation clause B.1, Supplies and/or Services  to be Provided
	Item 9: Added electronic delivery to CO & Code 120.

Item 10: Added electronic delivery to CO.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Solicitation clause B.1, Supplies and/or Services  to be Provided
	B.1 SUPPLIES AND/OR SERVICES TO BE PROVIDED—Items 14 and 15 have been changed from “C.1” to “C.2”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause C.1, Scope of Work
	Added C.1 Scope of Work.  Language is the following: “The Contractor shall provide all resources (except as may be expressly stated in the contract as furnished by the Government) necessary to perform the work and to furnish the items specified in Section B, in accordance with the requirements set forth in the Statement of Work for Omnibus Multidiscipline Engineering Services for the Applied Engineering and Technology Directorate (AETD) incorporated in Section J as Attachment A, and task orders issued hereunder.”
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comments.



	Solicitation clause C.2, Reports of Work (formerly C.1)
	COTR Mail Code is listed as “TBD”.  
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Solicitation clause F.5 SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS—CENTRAL RECEIVING
	The lines in Clause F.5 SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS—CENTRAL RECEIVING has been reformatted.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause G.5, Financial Management Reporting, GSFC 52.242-90.
	Updated the clause to the March 2011 version. 
Revised Resource Analyst Information to the following: 

Resources Analyst, Code TBD
E-Mail: TBD

	Revision resulting from clause update.
Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause G.6 Advance Agreement Between the Parties… (GSFC 52.242-91)  (formerly text H.20)
	Updated the clause to the March 2011 version. 
	Revision resulting from clause update.

	Solicitation clause G.7, Property Clause Applicability, GSFC 52.245-96.
	Updated the clause to the March 2011 version. 
	Revision resulting from clause update.

	Solicitation clause G.15 List of Government Property Furnished Pursuant to FAR 52.245-1
	The first sentence has been changed from “below or in” to “on”.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause H.6, Limitation of Future Contracting, NFS 1852.209-71

	Added additional potential areas of the OMES Statement of Work where such an OCI may arise.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause H.6, Limitation of Future Contracting, NFS 1852.209-71

	Paragraph b (2); third sentence: Added “identified” and “(this list is not intended to be all-inclusive; OCI may occur in other Statement of Work areas)”

	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause H.6, Limitation of Future Contracting, NFS 1852.209-71

	Added “first-tier subcontractor” to the Limitation of Future Contracting clause restrictions.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause H.8, Safety and Health-Additional Requirements, GSFC 52.223-91.
	Updated the clause to the March 2011 version. 
	Revision resulting from clause update.

	Section I
	FAR Clause 52.203-3 has been inserted in Section I as “I.2”.

	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Section I
	FAR Clause 52.222-19, Child Labor-Cooperation with Authorities and Remedies, has been inserted in Section I as “I.35.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Section I
	FAR Clause 52.210-1, Market Research, has been inserted as Clause I.17.
	New clause dated April 2011


	Solicitation Clause I.24,  52.215-21
	The Clause, 52.215-21, has been revised to read “REQUIREMENTS FOR CERTIFIED COST OR PRICING DATE AND DATA OTHER THAN CERTIFIED COST OR PRICING DATA—MODIFICATIONS (OCT 2010).
	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Solicitation clause I.88, RIGHTS TO PROPOSAL DATA (TECHNICAL)
	“TBP” has been inserted in Clause I.91.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Solicitation clause  I.92,  52.252-2 clauses incorporated by reference 
	The link has been replaced with https://www.acquisition.gov/far/.

	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Solicitation clause J.1, List of Attachments 
	Updated the dates and no. of pages section for applicable attachments.
	Revision resulting from updated attachments.

	Solicitation clause J.1, List of Attachments 
	The IT Applicable Documents List has been updated, as recommended, under Attachment L.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Solicitation clause K.1, ANNUAL REPRESENTATIONS AND CERTIFICATIONS
	The “X” has been removed from (A) Basic in paragraph (c)(2)(iii) 52.219-22(A).

The “X” will remain based on the insertion of FAR Clause 52.222-19.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	SECTION L
	The Final RFP will state the following: “Prime and each individual significant subcontractor separately.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.13(b), Notice of Potential Organizational Conflicts of Interest
	Added additional potential areas of the OMES Statement of Work where such an OCI may arise.
Paragraph (b)(2): Replaced “successful contractor” with “successful offeror”

Paragraph (b)(3) Deleted “successful” and added “(but not limited to):” in the fourth line 
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.13(b), Notice of Potential Organizational Conflicts of Interest
	Replaced “GSFC” with NASA
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Provision L.14
	“Paragraph (a)(2) – At the end of the first sentence inserted, “by the proposal due date specified in Block 9 of the Standard Form 33.”


	Revision resulting from GSFC review. 

	Provision L.14
	Added the following language: “Two electronic copies of the offeror’s proposal, designating one as “back-up,” shall be submitted (in addition to the hardcopies specified above).  All volumes shall be prepared using either Microsoft Word (with backwards compatibility for Microsoft Word 2003) or a searchable Portable Document Format (PDF) compatible with Adobe Reader 9.  Cost proposal charts shall use Microsoft Excel (with backwards compatibility for Microsoft Excel 2003).  Formulas, not values should be used in Excel spreadsheets, unless otherwise directed in the cost model instructions, where amounts are calculated in electronic versions.  DO NOT compress any electronic files. DO NOT password protect any portion of your electronic submission.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.14, L.16, and L.17
	Replaced Representative Task Order with Representative Task Orders throughout the document.
	OMES RFP will have three RTO’s instead of one.

	Provision L.14 (a)(2), Proposal Preparation
	Revised the definition of a significant subcontractor for consistency to the following: defined as any subcontract that is likely to exceed 25% of a proposed Representative Task Order (RTO) estimate.  
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Provision L.14 (a)(4), Proposal Preparation
	Added Portable Document as a suitable submission format.
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Provision L.14 (a)(5), Proposal Preparation
	The following language was removed: “The proposal shall include a matrix showing where in the proposal the technical requirements of the SOW and the evaluation criteria of this RFP are satisfied (i.e. SOW element versus offeror's proposal page numbers).  It is intended that this be a simple matrix that should in no way inhibit an innovative approach or burden the offeror.  This proposal matrix is excluded from the page limitations contained in paragraph (b)(1) below.”
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Provision L.14 (b)(1), Proposal Preparation
	Increased the page limitation for Mission Suitability to 100 pages.  The RTO Position Descriptions was included in the chart and excluded from the page limitations.  Last, the Basis of Estimate for the Cost Volume was increased from 35 pages to 50 pages.  Written consent of proposed subcontractor was also included in the chart and excluded from the Past Performance page limitations.
	Revision resulting from response to industry question/comment.



	Provision L.15, Offer Volume
	“In Section (c)(9)b, deleted “Offerors shall provide a preliminary analysis of possible organizational conflicts of interest that might flow from the award of this contract,” which comes from the standard boilerplate that only requests a preliminary plan with the proposal and the final, comprehensive plan after contract award.” .
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.15, Offer Volume, (9)  Other Information to be Provided


	Deleted language regarding Joint Ventures.  
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.16, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactors A
	Revised Representative Task Order language to the following:  The offeror shall provide written task plans addressing the representative tasks included as Exhibit A.  In accordance with the Task Ordering Procedure clause in Section H of this RFP, each task plan shall identify and substantiate the technical approach, skill mix (labor categories and projected hours), Government interface, the flow of activities from start to completion (including time line), facilities and equipment, and any other information required to determine the adequacy and reasonableness of the offeror’s plan.  Each task plan shall include a staffing plan that shall describe how the Offeror intends to staff the Representative Task Order and how the approach will allow the Offeror to meet the requirements of the Representative Task Order.  The staffing plan shall include Offeror and subcontractor labor categories consistent with those listed in Attachment B of the Cost proposal.  Each plan must be specific, detailed, and complete to demonstrate a clear and full understanding of the objectives; potential technical problems, risks, and critical issues; and possible problem mitigation/resolution.  Any assumptions made in preparing a response to each representative task order must be clearly stated. 
	Revision based on Industry Comment.

	Provision L.16, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactors A and B
	Removed the staffing plan language from Subfactor B-Management Approach and added the staffing plan language to Subfactor A-Representative Task Orders. 
	Revision based on Industry Comment.

	Provision L.16, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactor B, Management Approach
	Added “and effectively” to the first paragraph
Deleted “significant” in third paragraph

	Revision based on Industry Comment.
Revision based on Industry Comment. 

	Provision L.16, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Instructions by Subfactor C, Small Business Utilization
	Updated the Small Business Subcontracting Plan recommended goals, by category, from Industry Assistance.


	Revision resulting from SB HQ review and response to industry question/comment.

	L.17 Cost Volume (page 105)
	Added the following language: “Provide an explanation of the rationale for the proposed indirect rates.  Unless the rates are part of a Forward Pricing Rate Agreement, include the derivation.  Also provide the actual indirect rates realized for the last three contractor fiscal years, annotating if the rate is audited or unaudited.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.17, Cost Volume; In Section 2.(1) Direct Labor and Indirect Rates Matrix, first paragraph, first sentence
	“Maximum Available Fixed Fee” has been changed to read “Fixed Fee”.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.17, Cost Volume; Direct Labor and Indirect Rates Matrix, 2nd Paragraph


	Revised language to the following: “In Section 4, the Offeror shall include a fully-loaded direct labor rate matrix for each significant subcontractor and each projected subcontractor expected to exceed $60M during the five year ordering period..”  
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.17, Cost Volume; Direct Labor and Indirect Rates Matrix, 2nd Paragraph


	Revised language to the following: “In Section 5, provide Position Descriptions for all Offeror proposed direct labor categories specified in Section 1 and all significant subcontractors’ proposed direct labor categories specified in Section 4.  The offeror’s position descriptions shall include a summary of duties and responsibilities, minimum education, and minimum experience required for the position.”  
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision L.18, Past Performance Volume; Prior Customer Evaluations
	1st Paragraph: Added “any proposed significant subcontractor(s)” to the following:    The Offeror and any proposed significant subcontractor(s) shall instruct each of its references to return the questionnaire directly to the Government in a sealed envelope.
	Revision based on industry feedback.  

	Provision M.1, Prospective Contractor Responsibility
	Deleted “None” in paragraph (b) and replace it with “Acceptable OCI Avoidance Plan in accordance with Provision L.13”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision M.3, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Factor, Subfactors A 
	1.  Removed the evaluation language regarding the staffing plan language from Subfactor B-Management Approach and added the evaluation language to Subfactor A-Representative Task Orders. 
2.  Revised Representative Task Order language to the following : The Government will evaluate the offeror’s written task plans to ensure completeness, adequacy, and effectiveness.   The Government will evaluate the technical approach, skill mix (labor categories and projected hours), Government interface, the flow of activities from start to completion (including time line), facilities and equipment, and any other information to determine the adequacy, reasonableness, and effectiveness of the offeror’s plan.  The Government will evaluate the staffing plan, including the associated education and experience levels of the proposed labor categories as proposed in Attachment B of the Cost proposal, for adequacy and reasonableness and in terms of effectiveness and efficiency in accomplishing each Representative Task Order.  The Government will evaluate how the offeror intends to staff the Representative Task Orders and how the approach will allow the offeror to meet the requirements of the Representative Task Orders to determine adequacy and reasonableness.  The Government will evaluate each plan to ensure the offeror has a clear and full understanding of the objectives; potential technical problems, risks, and critical issues; and possible problem mitigation/resolution.  The Government will evaluate any assumptions made in preparing a response to the representative task orders for reasonableness.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision M.3, Mission Suitability, Mission Suitability Factor, Subfactors B
	a. 1st Paragraph: Added “and effectiveness in accomplishing the Statement of Work.”

b. 2nd Paragraph: Deleted “that identifies where this contract fits in the corporate structure”

c. 6th Paragraph: Added “in accordance with FAR 52.222-46”

d. 8th Paragraph: Revised 2nd sentence to the following “The offeror’s plan to ensure compliance with quality standards and Clause E.5 will be evaluated.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Provision M.4, Cost Evaluation Factor 

	The following language “along with any issues and risks associated with Attachment B,” has been added to M.4 COST EVALUATION FACTOR (DEC 2010).


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Statement of Work, Attachment A
	Deleted Function 1.H Software Systems Technology Services
	Revision resulting from Industry Comment/Feedback.

	Statement of Work, Attachment A
	Updated applicable standards/documents
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Statement of Work, Attachment A
	The link following Mechanical Design, GSFC Fastener Integrity Requirements has been replaced with  http://gdms.gsfc.nasa.gov/home.jsp

	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Direct Labor Rates, Indirect Rates, and Fixed Fee Matrices, Attachment B


	Added the following note under Section 5 (Position Descriptions):

*Position Descriptions- The Offeror shall provide Position Descriptions for all Offeror proposed direct labor categories specified in Section 1 and all significant subcontractors proposed direct labor categories specified in Section 4.  The offeror’s position descriptions shall include a summary of duties and responsibilities, minimum education, and minimum experience required for the position.  


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	DD254, Attachment D
	Clearance revised to Top Secret
	Revision resulting from Industry comment/feedback.

	Surveillance Plan
	Surveillance Plan updated to correct any ambiguity or missing references in . Section 2.4.4, and Section 3.1, page 10. 
	Revision resulting from Industry comment/feedback. 

	Surveillance Plan; Section 2.3.2.3, paragraph b
	Incorporated the following language to replace paragraph b of Section 2.3.2.3.

b.  As required by GPR 5100.2, Supplier Performance Evaluations, the CO will annually complete an assessment of the contractor’s performance under this contract in the Contractor Performance Assessment Reporting System (CPARS) that will feed into the federal-wide Past Performance Information Retrieval System (PPIRS).
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.


	Surveillance Plan; Section 2.3.2.4, paragraph b
	Incorporated the following language to replace paragraph b of Section 2.3.2.4.

b.  The COTR will assist the CO in completing the annual CPARS evaluation of the Contractor’s performance under this contract.


	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Cost Exhibit B-2; REPRESENTATIVE TASK PLAN SUMMARY
	Incorporated the following language: 
Changed the fourth line to: “Total Sig. Subcontractor Labor hours* (REF: Exhibit B-3)”

Changed the second note: “** List each significant subcontractor separately by name.  Non-significant subcontracts may be grouped.”
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Cost Exhibit B-3; PRIME & SIGNIFICANT SUBCONTRACTOR DIRECT LABOR HOURS AND PRIME DIRECT LABOR COSTS; Fourth bold statement
	Incorporated the following language: 
Changed to: “Sig. Subcontractor Onsite and Offsite Hours: (List by Company and then by Labor Category).
	Revision resulting from GSFC review.

	Cost Exhibit B-4; RTO SOURCE OF PERSONNEL CHART; Fourth bold statement
	Deleted the “Personnel to be Obtained from Incumbent” column.
	Revision resulting from GSFC review. OMES is a new procurement.

	Exhibit C- Past Performance Questionnaire
	Deleted Function 1-Software Systems Technology Services
	Revision resulting from Industry comment/feedback.
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