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GOVERNMENT TEAM MEMBERS


 Richard Cannella, Office of Procurement (OP), Contracting Officer (CO)


 Curtis Hyman, OP, Contract Specialist


 Victoria Chung, Research Services Directorate (RSD) , Contracting 
Officer’s Representative (COR)


 Miguel Alvarez, RSD, Alternate COR
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AGENDA


 Opening Remarks


 Center Overview


 Technical Overview


 Procurement Overview


 Questions and Answers


 Site Visit
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PRE-SOLICITATION CONFERENCE AND SITE VISIT


 All questions/communications pertaining to the Draft Request for 
Proposal (DRFP) and proposal instructions shall be submitted in 
writing to Curtis Hyman at curtis.hyman@nasa.gov in accordance 
with the DRFP instructions


 List of attendees and conference presentation will be posted on the 
NAIS/FedBizOpps websites


 Nothing stated at this event or shown on these charts should be 
construed as revision unless issued in an amendment or incorporated 
into the Final RFP 



mailto:curtis.hyman@nasa.gov
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PRE-SOLICITATION CONFERENCE AND SITE VISIT


 Questions shall be submitted in writing and received by the deadline 
in the Final RFP will be addressed and posted on the 
NAIS/FedBizOpps websites


 Potential offerors are responsible to check the NAIS/FedBizOpps
websites for amendments issued prior to the proposal due date 


 Communications blackout will be invoked once the Final RFP is 
issued


 In the event of any inconsistency between data provided in these 
charts and the Final RFP, the language in the Final RFP, including 
any amendments, will govern
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NASA LANGLEY AT A GLANCE (2015)
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PY2015 Budget Estimate ~$825M
NASA Langley Budget ~$795M
External Business ~$30M
Workforce ~3,500
Civil Servants ~1,900
Contractors (on/near-site) ~1,600
Infrastructure/Facilities
156 Buildings 764 acres
Replacement Value ~$3.5B


Langley’s Economic Impact (2014)


• National economic output of ~ $2.3B and 
generates over 17,500 high-tech jobs


• Virginia economic output of ~ $900M and 
generates ~ 7,000 high-tech jobs


Center Management & Operations 
(Facilities, Fab, Engineering, Tech 


Authority, B&P, IRAD, Safety/Mission 
Assurance, Legal, Finance, Procurement, 


Human Resources)


Agency Management & 
Operations


(NASA Engineering & Safety Center, 
Office of Chief Engineer, Agency IT) 


Construction
Environmental Compliance


& Restoration
(Revitalization Plan)


SCIENCE
$198M


HUMAN
EXPLORATION


$41M
EDUCATION


$5M
AERONAUTICS


$214M
SPACE TECH


$36M


CROSS-AGENCY SUPPORT PROGRAMS & CONSTRUCTION/ENVIRONMENTAL COMPLIANCE & RESTORATION







SAS TECHNICAL OVERVIEW







8


CURRENT CONTRACT OVERVIEW


 Current Contractor:  Unisys Corporation


 Current Contract:  NNL11AA08, Langley Simulation and Aircraft 
Technical Services (LSATS)


 Contract Type:  Cost Plus Fixed Fee


 Period of Performance: January 27, 2011 thru January 26, 2016


 Contract Ceiling ~ $48M; as of 6/26/2015 ~ $34.5M


This is historical information and is not necessarily reflective of the
current RFP/SOW
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RSD ORGANIZATION STRUCTURE


Research Services Directorate 


UAS Operations Office


Operations &
Engineering  Branch


Quality Assurance Office


Simulation Development & 
Analysis Branch


Research Systems
Integration Branch 


The Research Services Directorate (RSD) is responsible for providing 
the safe and effective flight operations of Langley’s aircraft as well as 
the safe and effective utilization of flight simulator resources that 
support the flight operations’ mission.
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KEY PROGRAM AREAS


 Develop, integrate, test and deliver simulation products and services 
to meet the SDAB mission and in support of the LaRC research 
missions, projects, and requirements


 Responsible for total system operation, and ensure the fidelity, 
integrity and quality of simulation products and services


 Prepare, operate, and maintain current and future simulators and 
integration laboratories; provide full life cycle flight simulation software 
and hardware services and flight simulation hardware infrastructure 
support for LaRC ground-based and flight research systems and 
facilities


 Deliver flight simulation products and services for various simulation 
categories including but not limited to: (1) Real Time, Fast or Pseudo 
Real Time; (2) Analyses or Batch; (3) Monte Carlo Analyses; (4) Part 
Task, Specific Conditions/Operations; and (5) Full Mission, End-to-
End
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KEY PROJECTS


 Design, development, testing, and integration of the B737-800W 
research flight simulator for the upgrade of the Integration Flight Deck 
simulator from a B757 research simulator


 Design, development, testing, and integration for the conversion of the 
Test and Evaluation simulator


 Design, development, testing, and integration of Research Flight Deck 
simulator for the upgrade of center console


 Design, development, testing, and integration of UAS System 
Integration and Validation Laboratory (UAS-SIVL)







SAS SIMULATORS OVERVIEW
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LARC FLIGHT SIMULATION FACILITIES (FSF) CHARTER


 Operating real-time flight simulation 
since 1950s supporting aeronautics 
and space programs including 
Gemini and Apollo programs


 Pioneer and advance simulation 
systems technologies for aerospace 
and scientific studies


 Software supplier for flight tests
 Design, implement, test, and 


validate concepts in simulation and 
in flight for aeronautics, space  
exploration, and scientific 
development


 LaRC Flight Simulation Facilities 
(FSF) are a major component of the 
NASA Strategic Capabilities Assets 
Program (SCAP)
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NASA LANGLEY FLIGHT SIMULATION FACILITIES


Differential Maneuvering Simulator 
(DMS)


Cockpit Motion Facility 
(CMF)


Research Flight Deck 
(RFD)


Generic Flight Deck 
(GFD)


Integration Flight Deck 
(IFD)


Test & Evaluation Simulator 
(TES)


Development and Test 
Simulator (DTS)
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STRENGTHS IN ENGINEERING & INTEGRATION


 Preeminent state-of the-art simulation technology in the nation
 Flight simulation for pilot-in-the-loop and unmanned aircraft systems
 Wide choices of simulation fidelity (conceptual, prototype, validation)


 Real Time or Fast Time (Time delay characterization)
 Analyses or Batch; Monte Carlo Analyses
 Part Task, Specific Conditions/Operations
 Full Mission, End-to-End


 Simulator Flight Deck Development (Part task or Full mission)
 Human Factors Engineering simulation environment
 Flight Avionics including Display, Control, Communications, Command, and Data 


Handling
 Guidance, Navigation, Controls, and High Fidelity Vehicle Modeling
 Vehicle Dynamics


 Multiple Vehicle operations with Human-in-the-loop
 Flight Dynamics due to Control Surface Effects
 Vehicle/Crew Recovery at Adverse Conditions


 Human-Machine Interface (HMI) and Crew Operations
 Integration with Eye Tracker, Head Tracker, Head-Worn Display


 Efficient Data, Video, and Audio Acquisition and Recording for Analyses
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Facility Characteristics
 Two identical 40 foot dome simulators
 360° out-the-window visual scene
 High resolution area of interest


projection, audio cues, control loaders
 High resolution target projection


Types of Testing
 Two piloted aircraft operating in a differential 


mode
 Experience in series of DoD fighters research
 Future aircraft designs, upgrades to existing 


aircraft, handling qualities, control system 
design, display design including helmet mounted
displays


 Weapon and sensor systems design and 
evaluation


 Under consideration for unmanned aerial 
systems simulation studies


 Under consideration for rendezvous, docking, 
lunar landing, and surface operations


Other Facility Features
 Realistic cockpit environment
 Color heads down displays in cockpit
 Advanced Computer Generated Imagery
 High fidelity force-feel system for the 


hand controllers, side stick, and rudder 
pedals


DIFFERENTIAL MANEUVERING SIMULATOR (DMS)
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COCKPIT MOTION FACILITY (CMF)
 McFadden Systems Inc Motion System


 6 degree-of-freedom synergistic motion system
 76-inch leg stroke
 22,000 pounds to increase performance


bandwidth
 State-of-the-art motion cueing algorithms and 


advanced algorithms
 Four fixed based and motion based 


simulator cockpits
 Research Flight Deck (RFD) Simulator
 Integration Flight Deck (IFD) Simulator
 Generic Flight Deck (GFD) Simulator
 Available space for a 4th simulator


 Any of the simulators can be moved to the 
motion platform for motion simulation


 State-of-the-art Infrastructure
 Real-time computers for aerospace vehicle and


environment modeling
 Display and graphics computers for flight deck 


instruments
 High performance visual scene image generation


computers for window scenery
 Fiber optic video distribution
 High speed SCRAMNet+ and Ethernet fiber optic data


communications
 Hydraulics and power systems


 System Integration Laboratory (SIL)
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GENERIC FLIGHT DECK (GFD) SIMULATOR


 Can be operated in fixed-base mode or in
motion-base mode


 2 Crew and 3 Observers seats
 Advanced all “glass” generic cockpit which


can be used to represent a large range of
vehicle types (spacecraft and aircraft )


 Three (3) large Head Down Displays (HDD) 
in main instrument panel, three (3) HDD in
overhead panel, one (1) HDD in center aisle
stand


 HDD can be configured with touch- sensitive
functionality


 Interchangeable control inceptors (side
sticks, wheel/columns, center- sticks)


 Visual system (four (4) collimated – two (2) 
forward & two (2) side window units)


 Studies include Dream Chaser (Sierra
Nevada), Blended Wing Body, High Speed
Civil Transport, supersonic studies, space 
transportation, Lunar Lander and spacecraft
rendezvous and docking
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RESEARCH FLIGHT DECK (RFD) SIMULATOR


 Hybrid B-787 and B-777/MD-11/A- 320 
functionality


 2 Crew and 3 Observers seats
 Full mission functionality; Operating in fixed 


or motion base
 Overhead Panel, Main Instrument Panel, 


Mode Control Panel, Electronic Flight Bags, 
unobtrusive oculometers


 Control Aisle Stand with 757-type throttle 
quadrant


 Five (5) HDD with all instrumentation 
generated by computer graphics


 Dual Head Up Display (HUD)


 Programmable, digital 2-axis side arm and rudder control loader systems (pilot 
and co-pilot)


 Audio cue provided by digital sound system
 Capable of interfacing selected flight systems for testing (hardware-in-the-loop)
 Panorama Display System (200H x 40V deg FOV); 5-channel visual scene allows 


cross-cockpit viewing
 Control Display Units for Guidance and Navigation Flight Management
 Studies include NextGen Aviation Safety, Airspace Systems, Orion avionics 


display and control design, Lunar Lander, and spacecraft rendezvous and docking 
simulations
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INTEGRATION FLIGHT DECK (IFD) SIMULATOR


 Closely Replicating B737-800W 
Flight Deck


 2 Crew and 3 Observers seats
 Full mission functionality; Operating 


in fixed or motion base
 Overhead Panel, Main Instrument 


Panel, Mode Control Panel, Electronic 
Flight Bags, unobtrusive oculometers


 Control Aisle Stand with 737-type 
throttle quadrant


 Six (6) HDD and one (1) HUD
 Wheel/Column and rudder controllers
 Audio cue capability provided by digital sound system
 Capable of interfacing selected flight systems for testing (hardware-in-the-


loop); Supports aircraft Line Replacement Unit’s
 Panorama Display System (200H x 40V deg FOV); 5-channel visual scene 


allows cross-cockpit viewing
 Studies include development and support of NextGen Aviation Safety, 


Airspace Systems, flight tests in commercial, business, and general aviation 
aircraft
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TEST AND EVALUATION SIMULATOR (TES)
 Re-configurable for either aeronautics or space research
 Research included human-machine interface, handling qualities, and


unmanned aircraft systems
 Wide panoramic visual system: 135 degrees H x 67.5 degree V
 Databases: Most US major airports, ISS, Lunar South Pole, and 


Shackleton Crater area
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DEVELOPMENT AND TEST SIMULATOR (DTS)
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INSIDE VIEW OF DTS


 B-777/MD-11/A-320 functionality
 2 Crew and 3 Observers seats
 Full mission functionality; Operating 


in fixed base
 Can be configured with


 Eight (8) fully programmable HDD
 Two (2) to four (4) Large Format 


(17”) HDD
 Programmable, digital 2-axis side 


arm and rudder control loader 
systems


 Panoramic Display System; cross-cockpit viewing
 Control Display Units for Guidance and Navigation Flight Management
 Studies include NextGen Aviation Safety, Airspace Systems, and Orion 


avionics display and control







24


SYSTEM INTEGRATION LAB


 Human-in-the-Loop Simulator integrates
with System Integration Lab for Hardware-
in-the-loop, End- to-End Mission
Simulation


 Hardware Systems for testing include
Avionics; Command, Control,
Communications, and Information (C3I);
Audio, Voice, and Video


 Equipment interfaced directly with simulator
facilities
 High speed communications network –


Ethernet and SCRAMNet
 Video and audio distribution
 Full simulation of actual vehicle signal


busses (ARINC, discretes, analogs,
serial, telemetry)


 Lab has communication and 
navigation capabilities via roof 
mounted
 VHF blade, L-band, and GPS antenna


 Virtually any avionics hardware or protocol
can be integrated into lab
 Flight management computers
 Flight control computers
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SIMULATION-TO-FLIGHT VALIDATION


• Hardware/Software
• Data Systems
• Communication and


Interface Systems


System Integration Lab


Simulator


Aircraft
• Instrumentation 


Development and 
Integration


• System Test and 
Evaluation


• Flight Ops Support 
Center


B200


OV10-A


Simulation


Research products migrate from desktop to flight test without re-writing code


Simulation


Efficient, Synergistic, & Realistic 
Testing Capability


• Evaluating research concepts and
systems in simulation and flight for


– flight deck designs
– crew procedures
– sensor performance


Flight ValidationUtilizing Common
Development Systems for 
Simulation-to-Flight Testing


• Conceptual Model and
Algorithm Development


• Human-in-the-Loop 
and Hardware-in-the-
Loop Evaluation
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UAS-SYSTEMS INTEGRATION, VALIDATION, AND 
DIAGNOSTICS HWITL SIMULATION CAPABILITY


 UAS-Systems Integration and 
Validation Lab (UAS-SIVL)
 Linux PC with representative I/O


 Analog
 Digital
 CAN Bus
 USB
 Serial


 SW-centric with HWITL capability
 Representative UAS integrated 


avionics system
 Representative UAS Actuators


 Modifiable UAV, flight controls, and 
engine dynamics


 Core framework for the UAS Safety
Simulation capability


 Failures can be injected into servos, 
sensors, communications links during 
generic UAV simulation


Airworthiness Lab Avionics Test Bed
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UAS-SIVL GENERIC GROUND CONTROL STATION


 Open Source Ground Control 
Station (GCS) Software


 Communication Link
Between GCS and 
Simulation Computer
 Download flight plan to 


GCS
 Upload modified flight plan 


to simulation
 Display simulated vehicle 


flight path on GCS display
 Allows for easy integration 


of different GCS or handoff 
between multiple stations


 Part of core safety simulation
framework


Ground Control Station
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VERSATILITY OF LARC SIMULATION PRODUCTS


 Implementing comprehensive systems engineering, design, and
implementation


 A highly successful simulation software framework with object-
oriented technology applicable to a large-scale system gaining
widespread interest to Government and industry


 Proven quality, reliability, usability, and performance
 Delivers programmatic savings and innovative technology
 Projects achieve exceptional levels of software reuse
 Reduces risk as products move from concept to flight
 Demonstrated versatility that cuts across all NASA missions and 


adapts as the mission evolves
 Exploration Systems, Space Science, and Aeronautics


 Significant impact on award-winning projects with critical, national
importance







SAS PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


Activities to Date:


 Source Sought Notice released to Industry February 13, 2015
 Included a Draft Requirements Document
 Requested capability statements


 Pre-Solicitation Notice released on July 8, 2015


 Draft RFP posted on July 16, 2015


 Pre-Solicitation Conference/Site Visit on July 30, 2015







31


PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


 This procurement is a re-competition of the Langley Simulation and 
Aircraft Technical Services (LSATS) contract


 Full and Open Competition
 North American Industrial Classification System (NAICS) Code 541330, 


“Engineering Services”
 Small Business Size Standard - $15M


 Five-Year Potential Period of Performance
 Three Year Base Period
 Two Year Option Period


 Place of Performance
 NASA LaRC
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


 Summary of Section L - Instructions, Conditions, and Notices to 
Offerors
 Contract Type:  Cost Plus Fixed Fee
 Communication Regarding this Solicitation L.8
 Proposal Preparation and Submission Instructions L.9
 Documentation to submit with Proposal IAW Section L; Pay particular 


attention to  L.10, L.11, L.12, & L.13:
All required volumes by Due Date specified on Standard Form (SF) 33


 Technical Proposal - Volume I
 Business Proposal - Volume II
 Past Performance Proposal - Volume III


Past Performance Questionnaires received by Due Date
Pay close attention to page limitations and number of original and copies
SF 33 complete “OFFER” Blocks 13 - 18 (Sign and Date)
Acknowledge Amendments
Complete Section K - Representations, Certifications, and Other Statements of 


Offerors; indicate changes from System for Award Management (SAM)
 L.6 identifies the start date for the purpose of preparing proposals
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


 Volume I - Factor 1, Mission Suitability (L.11)


 Volume II - Factor 2, Cost/Price (L.12)
 Completion of Attachment 1, Cost Forms


Cost instruction presentation to follow
 Significant Subcontractor(s) defined in L.5; subcontracts over $1M in 


value on annual basis for work under CLINs 2 & 4
Must comply with cost/price instructions and complete Attachment 1, Cost 


Forms
Subcontractors may submit proprietary information directly to NASA and 


submissions must be timely
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


 Volume III - Factor 3, Past Performance (L.13)
 Provide a list of the last 10 relevant contracts within the last 3 years, as 


well as any significant subcontractor(s), has held that are similar in size in 
dollars per year, content, and complexity


 Significant Subcontractor(s) defined in L.5; subcontracts over $1M in 
value on annual basis for work under CLINs 2 & 4
From the list of the last 10 relevant contracts identify no more than 3 of the 


prime and no more than 3 of each significant subcontractor MOST relevant 
contracts
 All of the most relevant contracts identified for consideration shall be at least $750K in 


average annual dollar value


 Past Performance Questionnaire - Attachment 4
Provide the questionnaire to each of the customers for the most relevant 


contracts identified in the proposal
Request customers return by the timeframe specified in the solicitation
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


 Summary of Section M - Evaluation Factors for Award
 Conducted in accordance with FAR 15.3 and NFS 1815.3 Source 


Selection Procedures
 Evaluation Factors


Factor 1, Mission Suitability (point scored per NFS 1815.304-70) - 1000 points
 Subfactor 1, Understanding the Requirement and Technical Approach - 500 points
 Subfactor 2, Management - 400 points
 Subfactor 3, Small Business Utilization - 100 points


Factor 2, Cost/Price
Factor 3, Past Performance (adjectival rating per NFS 1815.305)


 Intend to award contracts without discussions (see FAR Clause 52.215-
1); however, exchanges may occur if determined necessary by the CO 
(see FAR 15.306)


 Mission Suitability, Cost/Price, and Past Performance will be of 
approximately equal importance


 All evaluation factors other that Cost/Price, when combined, are 
significantly more important than Cost/Price
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PROCUREMENT OVERVIEW


Procurement Schedule:


 Draft RFP Questions Due 8/3/2015
 Final RFP Release (on or about) 8/17/2015
 Proposals Due 9/16/2015
 Award 12/1/2015
 Contract Effective Date 2/1/2016


***Dates are provided for planning purposes only***
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PROCUREMENT SUMMARY


 Please read the solicitation carefully


 Ensure proposal contains all necessary information, required 
documentation, and is complete in all aspects


 NASA may reject any proposal that fails to comply with all proposal 
instructions


 Evaluation is based upon actual material presented and not on the 
basis of what is implied


 Proposals received in response to this solicitation will be evaluated by 
Source Evaluation Board (SEB) in accordance with NFS 1815.3


 A best value trade-off process, as described at FAR 15.101-1, 
Tradeoff Process, will be used in making the source selection







BUSINESS PROPOSAL – VOLUME II
FACTOR 2 - COST OVERVIEW


Cost/Price Analyst







39


ACCOUNTING SYSTEM


 Adequate accounting system:
 Accurately collecting, segregating and recording costs by contract and by 


CLIN


 Excluding unallowable costs


 Meeting the requirements contained in FAR 52.216-7, Allowable Cost and 
Payment


 See reverse side of SF 1408, Attachment 2, for more specific 
requirements
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ACCOUNTING SYSTEM
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COST FORMS


 Form 1 - Summary of Total Proposed Price
 Completely self-calculating / populated


 Form 2 - Detailed Breakdown of Proposed Price
 Table A: FFP Phase-In [CLIN 1]


No cost detail required
 Table B: Cost Plus Fixed Fee (CPFF) Technical Effort [CLINs 2 & 4]


Fully-disclosed cost proposal to permit a cost realism analysis
 Table C: Cost Reimbursable No Fee [CLINs 3 & 5]


 $2M per year for ODCs such as IT Hardware Purchase, IT Software Purchases, 
Specialized Subcontract Efforts, Traveling, Training, and all indirect costs 
applicable to these ODCs
 DOES NOT include off-site facility costs
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COST FORMS


 Form 3 - Summary of Proposed Subcontracts and/or Inter-
organizational Transfers (IOTs)
 Other than subcontract efforts included in Table C in Form 2 


[CLINS 3 & 5]


 Form 4 - Status of Business Systems
 Provide the status of system(s) such as accounting, estimating, 


purchasing, billing, compensation, and budgeting
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SIGNIFICANT SUBCONTRACTORS


 Significant subcontractor > $1M per year for CLINs 2 & 4


 Cost proposal is required from each significant subcontractor
 Significant subcontractor’s cost proposals shall comply with all 


instructions in FACTOR 2 [Cost/Price] of Section L.12, except:
All subcontractors, significant and otherwise, shall not propose the ODC 


amounts listed Table C in Form 2 [$2M per year]
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INDIRECT RATES


 Show the impact of this contract on the proposed indirect rates (i.e. 
the impact on the forecasted indirect bases and pools)


 If indirect rates have not been reviewed within the last 12 months, 
provide:
 Cost history for the last three years, including the actual indirect cost 


pools and application base amounts for the larger indirect pools (e.g. 
overhead, fringe benefits, and G&A). Provide a detailed breakdown by 
cost element of the indirect cost pools and bases.







Pre-submitted Questions
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PRE-SUBMITTED QUESTIONS


# Reference Industry Question/Comment Government Response
1 Section L.13(a) Proposal Content, states in part “...All of the most 


relevant contracts identified for consideration shall 
be at least $750K in average annual dollar value.  
...”  Most small business teaming partners will 
struggle providing their relevant past performance 
citations based on an average annual dollar value 
of $750K.  Since NASA is looking for 25% 
subcontracting to small business, would NASA 
consider lowering this amount to $750K of total 
contract dollar value rather than the stated 
average dollar value per contract year for small 
business subcontractors?


Response to be provided.
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PRE-SUBMITTED QUESTIONS


# Reference Industry Question/Comment Government Response
2 Section L.13(b) Past Performance Questionnaires, states in part, 


“...The offeror shall provide a Past Performance 
Questionnaire (Attachment 4 to this solicitation) to 
each of the customers for the most relevant 
contracts identified in the proposal list pursuant to 
paragraph a) above.  The selected customers 
must complete and return this questionnaire no 
later than the timeframe specified in this 
solicitation to the email address or fax number 
provided on the questionnaire. ...”  It is likely most 
small business team partners will have their 
relevant past performance as subcontractors 
rather than as prime contractors.  It is also 
possible competing prime contractors will refuse to 
respond to requests to complete the required Past 
Performance Questionnaire (Attachment 4).  In the 
event the prime contractor will not complete the 
Past Performance Questionnaire for a small 
business subcontractor’s past performance 
reference, will NASA accept other methods to 
provide the relevant data requested in the Past 
Performance Questionnaire (Attachment 4) to 
include providing other relevant past performance 
citations such as letters of commendation, 
company awards, certifications, third-party 
evaluation letters, etc.? 


Response to be provided.
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PRE-SUBMITTED QUESTIONS


# Reference Industry Question/Comment Government Response
3 Section L.13(c) Independent Past Performance Information, 


states in part, “...NASA may consider in the source 
selection process data obtained from other 
sources, including but not limited to the Contractor 
Performance Assessment Reporting System 
(CPARS) and other references in addition to those 
provided by the offeror and its significant 
subcontractors. ...”  Since most small business 
teaming partners have relevant past performance 
as subcontractors to other prime contractors and 
not as a prime contractors themselves, they will 
not have CPAR evaluations which can be checked 
by NASA.  If this is the case, will NASA consider 
other relevant past performance citations such as 
letters of commendation, company awards, 
certifications, etc. that can be submitted with other 
requisite past performance information? 


Response to be provided.
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