FDSS Il Question and Responses

QUESTION # 87

As part of our RTO 3 response analysis, we have performed extensive research on comparable LEQ
missions. Our research indicatesa striking similarity between the HME requirementsin RTO 3 and those
of several EQS missions, particularly Cloudsat, which, like the HME spacecraft, was launched
simultaneously with CALIPSO. Further, many papershave been authored,/co-authored on these missions
by the incumbent FOS5 contractor (ai. Solutions [AIS)). The similarity between the mission profiles and
the flight dynamics requirementsforthese EQS missions and those of the HME in RTO 3 providesan
unfair competitive advantage for the incumbentteam proposingfor the FOSS || contract. This is
particularly evidentin the RTO 3 instructions, which ask for identification of potential technical
problems, risks, and critical issues, as well a realistic staffing plan. We respectfully requestthat RTO 3 be
remowved from the RFP or be modified to presenta hypothetical mission that does not match past or
presentwork performed by the incumbent contractor.The paragraphs below summarizes our Chief
Engineer's analysis and providesspecific referencestothe published papers.
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RESPONSE to Question #87

RTO 3 is a hypothetical near earth mission and representative of work that the contractor will be
expected to perform on the FDSS-I1 contract. FDSS-I1 will support multiple LEO missions over
the course of the contract in many capacities. The question references documented information
that is part of the public domain with respect to scenarios, design, contingency plans, analyses,
toolsets, flight operations and lessons learned on previous LEO missions. The Government
believes that there is no incumbent advantage, since it provides potential FDSS Il Offerors the
unique opportunity to propose improvements and optimizations over the approaches in the
referenced material. RTO 3 represents some of the key/essential components of the technical
work that will be required on the FDSS 11 contract. Changing or eliminating this RTO would
reduce the Government's confidence of selecting a vendor that can meet its requirement. GSFC
has supported and continues to support many LEO missions, making it critical that potential
Offerors are able to demonstrate their capability to accomplish this effort.



