2/18/2004

CLARIFICATION TO 13FEB04 POSTING

1.  The Government had received a number of questions concerning the industry day notice posted on 13Feb04.  Answers to the questions were posted on 13Feb04. The following is a clarification to the answer provided for question h.  

The original question is provided for convenience. 

Question:  Procurement Type: We were briefed by some MSG officials that the appropriate “business model” for this procurement was for the Prime vendor/integrator to build into his software prices or license fees an amount(s) to cover expenses to accomplish GCSS compliance, integration, any selling fees, profit, etc… They advised there would be no opportunities to provide other integration services except for a bare minimum to install and test products at the HAF and 1st MAJCOM site. Is this business model still the desired model, given the procurement method anticipated by the government? Please explain.

Answer and clarification:  The initial BPA will have a requirement for services to

conduct pilots at the HAF and a MAJCOM to be determined, as well as   full integration into GCSS AF I/F.  The only costs that should be included in the license fees are those that are required when integrating the individual software packages into the product suite.  Furthermore, the integration into GCSS AF I/F will be accomplished via a task order issued against any subsequent BPA that is awarded.  Therefore, your license strategy should not include those types of costs.  

2.  All questions concerning this acquisition must come through the contracting office, to either shelley.Johnson@wpafb.af.mil or timothy.Hannah@wpafb.af.mil.
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