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Legend (Indicates which part of the team answered the question):  

CT= Contracting Team
TT= Technical Team
MT= Management Team

PRIC = Pricing Team        PM = Program Manager   PRAG = PRAG

Please note that these questions are not numbered in sequential order.  We have received over 250 questions.  The questions were numbered in a Master List, and have been, and will continue to be posted as answers are completed.  

3.  (TT) H-901 b 2 

As currently written the contractor tour of duty "shall correspond, at a minimum, with the prevailing OCONUS military tour of duty." This statement does not address if the D/TO period of performance is less than the OCONUS military tour of duty. Suggest reword to "shall correspond to the duration of FAST D/TO or the prevailing OCONUS military tour of duty, whichever is less."

Answer:  Agree.  Wording will be revised.

4.  (CT) H-901 c 

Excessive use of confirmation in writing to the government of replacements, transfers, and terminations increases paperwork and reduces productivity of contractor personnel supporting services contracts. Suggest removing the middle of the last sentence to read "...may be coordinated verbally, but shall be confirmed in writing as specified in the individual D/TO."

Answer:  Agree.  Required confirmations will be specified in the individual D/TO.

5.  (CT) H-905 b 

Recommend allowing credit for any dollars accurately identified as awarded to small business irrespective of whether the Prime or subcontractor makes the award.  This will accurately reflect the actual small business participation of the FAST effort.  

Answer:  The dollars will be calculated based only on the prime contractor’s subcontracts to small business.

7.  (PRIC / CT) H-906 3b 

Allowing the use of incentives on proposals for D/TO may significantly increase the evaluation time and ultimately the total cost to the government. How will these incentives be evaluated?  Will the incentives subsequently be published?  Ultimately this practice may drive a cost shootout in the secondary competitions in lieu of best value.

Answer:  Incentives, if used, will be evaluated as stated in the Request for Order Proposal (RFOP) for individual D/TOs.  We agree that incentive arrangements could increase proposal/evaluation time for D/TOs on which they are used; however, our intent is to provide maximum flexibility in pricing arrangements to accommodate various levels of risk. It will be the decision of the contracting officer and program manager at the order level to determine if use of incentives is the best approach for their acquisition.  

15.  (PM) L-903/5.2.2 

In order to clarify pricing and insure the proper escalation factors are included in the rate tables, please clarify the calendar date to begin base contract year 1 pricing information.

Answer:  The estimated award date is February 01.  This date is subject to change if delays are encountered in the program.

16.  (PRIC) L-903 / 5.2.3. b

Please clarify which labor categories are considered SCA. Section L lists 10 conformable job titles that do not cross-reference into the wage determinations for the three regions provided at Attachment 8. Many of the categories listed in Attachment 4 are also not included in Attachment 8. It appears that the first 33 labor categories listed in Attachment 4 could be considered SCA, but only three of these categories are listed in Section L.

Answer:  The contractor, not the agency, is responsible for deciding which classification and rates to pay for work performed.  Contracting personnel are not authorized to attempt any direction in this regard.  All Wage Determination classifications that are set forth in the SCA Directory of Occupations were established by, and are under the sole enforcement authority of the DOL.  The conformable job titles listed in Section L represent service employees not included in the Wage Determination that may be required for contract performance.  Guidelines for conformance are provided in FAR 52.222-41.

18.  (PRAG) L-903/7.3.1 

This paragraph requires the Offeror to include rationale supporting the assertion of relevance in the Performance History Matrix. The fourth sentence states that "...offerors specifically describe the work their subcontractors will perform so the Government can conduct a meaningful performance confidence assessment on the prime contractor…" However, the Performance History Matrix does not provide an area to describe what work subcontractor will perform on FAST.  Please identify where to include this description in the Performance History Matrix.

Answer:  The "Description of Relevancy" section on the Performance History Matrix is to describe the subcontractor's efforts in support of FAST.

20.  (PRAG) L-903/7.1 

Currently the Past Performance Volume requires the data to be submitted in individual sections – a section for Top Dollar Contracts, a section for Performance History Matrix, etc.  Is it acceptable to merge the relevant data by each company?  That is the Data for the Prime will be listed together, the data for Subcontractor A will be listed together, the data for Subcontractor B will be listed together, etc.?

Answer:  Sorting by Prime, then by subcontractor/teaming partner/critical 1st tier subcontractor is an acceptable response to the solicitation requirements.  When using this method, please make sure the dollar amounts are also sorted in a highest to lowest dollar order for the Prime and each subcontractor.

21.  (PRAG) L-903/7.6 

Does "normal mailing channels" include FedEx, UPS, and Airborne Express?

Answer:  Yes.  It also includes Email, using regular US Mail, and FAX.  Email should only be used when sending the POC's a blank copy.  When the form is completed, Email does not offer the needed security. 

23.  (PRIC) Labor Categories Attach 5 

The following categories are missing from the Attachment 5 Rate Tables: Journeyman Engineer Analyst, Sr. Computer Engineer, and Librarian.

Answer:  This is correct.  They will be deleted in the final RFP.

28.   (CT) Terms and Conditions 

The FAST Terms and Conditions are written around government procurement requirements; however, most of the items and services solicited are commercially available and will be subject to competition between the selected FAST team members.  With this in mind, the following should be included as part of the prime contract:  FAR 15.403-1 - The clause entitled "Prohibition on obtaining cost or pricing data" generally provides waivers for CAS driven requirement if certain requirements are met.  It includes "fair and adequate competition" and "commercial items" as defined in FAR 2.101 as allowable exemptions.  Since most, if not all of the services and materials covered under FAST fall under this description, shouldn't 15.403-1 be incorporated in the contract?

Answer:  FAR 15.403-1 is not a clause that can be included in the contract, but is a reference that provides regulatory guidance and states under what situations the Government is prohibited from obtaining cost or pricing data.  One of the prohibitions is when the contracting officer determines that prices agreed upon are based on adequate price competition.  The basic FAST contract is being competed and it is expected that price competition will be present; therefore “cost and pricing data” (as defined at FAR 15.401) is not being requested.  However, FAR 15.404-1(d) requires that a cost realism analysis be performed on cost reimbursement contracts and in accordance with DFARS 215.404-1(d), we are requesting the data from offerors that is necessary to perform this analysis.

At the D/TO level, FAR 16.505((b)(3) requires the contracting officer to establish prices for orders in accordance with FAR 15.4 when prices are not established in the contract.  And, since only the rates will be established in the basic contract, when a sole source order is issued, FAR 15.4 procedures require that cost or pricing data be submitted if the proposed cost/price exceeds $500,000.  In accordance with H-906, paragraph (c), cost or pricing data shall be submitted only on labor hours, material, and other direct costs.
FAR Part 12 - Acquisition of Commercial Items - This article was devised to streamline the procurement process when dealing with commercial items.  It not only covers procured goods, but also includes items that are transferred between divisions, subsidiaries or affiliates of a contractor or subcontractor.  Since items and services provided for FAST clearly fall under the definition of Article 12, shouldn't it be incorporated in the contract?

Answer:  FAR 12.207 states:  “Agencies shall use firm-fixed-price contracts or fixed-price contracts with economic price adjustment for the acquisition of commercial items. Indefinite-delivery contracts (see Subpart 16.5) may be used

where the prices are established based on a firm-fixed-price or fixed-price with economic price adjustment. Use of any other contract type to acquire commercial items is prohibited”.  Therefore, use of FAR part 12 would restrict use of FAST for other than firm fixed price or fixed price with economic price adjustment efforts.  Our users have indicated a need for the flexibility of multiple pricing arrangements to accommodate various levels of risk at the D/TO level.  Use of FAR 15 rather than FAR 12 provides this flexibility.    

29.  (PRAG) Reference:  Section L, Paragraph 7.3.1, Relevant Contracts and 

Section M, Paragraph 2.3, Factor 3, Past Performance Factor

Can performance by specific delivery/task order under large Delivery Order Contracts be cited individually?

Answer:  Normally, separate contracts should be identified.  However, if an offeror or it's teaming partner, joint venture partner, or critical first tier subcontractor has or is performing separate orders under large ordering arrangements under which the fundamental efforts are different, this may be acceptable.  Please identify to us in advance of release of the release of the RFP any such instances, which you would like us to consider.  

32.  (CT) Reference:  Section L, Paragraph 2.2, Organization, Table 2.2, Proposal Organization and Section L, Paragraph 4.5.1, Subfactor 4

Does the Government want the two addendums to the Subcontracting Plan submitted (physically) with Volume III, Contract Document or with Volume I, Mission Capability?  If the addendums will be included with Volume III, does this give contractors an allocation of 15 pages to address the Subfactor 4, paragraph 4.5.1 subject in Volume I?

Answer:  The addendas referenced in L-903, paragraph 4.5.1 shall be submitted as part of Volume I, Mission Capability.  The page limit on the addendas is 15 pages.  The table in paragraph 2.2 will be corrected.    

33.  (CT) Reference:  Section H, H-905, Small Business Participation Requirements/Goals

The FAST Procurement is predicated upon the basis of a “Team” concept.  In order to provide best value to the Government and ensure Small Business requirements/goals are met and/or exceeded, the 23% Small Business requirement must apply to the total dollar value awarded to Small Business, regardless of the contractor tier under which it is awarded.  The requirement should, therefore, be measured by overall team participation, not at the prime level only.

Answer:  The dollars will be calculated based only on the prime contractor’s subcontracts to small business.
34.  (CT) Reference:  Section L, Paragraph 2.2.5, Glossary of Abbreviations and Acronyms

This paragraph requires that each written volume contain a glossary of all abbreviations and acronyms used.  Will inclusion of the Government acronym list suffice?
Answer:  The acronym list required for each written volume should contain a glossary of all abbreviations and acronyms used – Government and Contractor.  
35.  (CT) Reference:  Section H, H-904, Organization Conflict of Interest

It appears the Government would be in a better position to independently evaluate potential OCI external to the contractor team during the period prior to solicitation of each D/TO as opposed to the contractor being required to do so during the short turnaround time allocated for D/TO proposal preparation.
Answer:  The Government will independently analyze planned acquisitions in order to identify and evaluate potential organizational conflicts of interest as early in the acquisition process as possible; however, it is impossible for the Government to know of every instance, especially in the case of pre-existing conflicts.  Should a potential or actual conflict be identified by the Government prior to issuance of the Request for Order Proposal (RFOP), the potential or actual conflict will be identified in the RFOP.  Likewise, if the contractor identifies a potential or actual conflict, the contractor shall promptly notify the contracting officer as outlined in Section H-904, paragraph b.  

36.  (CT) Reference:  Section H and I - Clauses

Will requests for inclusion/addition of new clauses be considered at the time of D/TO issuance?
Answer:  We have attempted to include all possible clauses in the RFP.  However, if one is inadvertently omitted, clauses may be added at time of D/TO issuance.  However, negotiations necessary to add new clauses may cause the RFOP period to exceed 19 days.  

37.  (CT) Reference:  Section I  - Clauses

Request addition of FAR 52.232-16, Progress Payments.  This request is made in consideration of the Small Business requirements and the need on the part of Small Businesses for progress payments in order to mitigate significant impact on working capital and to ensure continued performance.

Answer:  This clause will be added to the RFP, and will only be applicable when set forth in the individual Delivery / Task Order.  

38.  (PRIC) Reference:  Section I - Clauses

Request addition of FAR 52.216-4, Economic Price Adjustment – Labor and Materials.  This clause is considered “Best Practice” for use in solicitations and contracts where (1) a fixed price contract is contemplated, (2) there is no major design engineering or development work, and (3) one or more labor or material cost factors are subject to change.  Use of this clause protects both contractor and the Government against significant fluctuations in labor and material costs.

Answer:  A type of EPA clause will be included in the final contract award to allow for DRI adjustments to labor rates for the option period.  Material will not be affected by this adjustment.

46.  (TT) Ref: Clause H-901 Replacement of Contractor 

H-901a) states “ . . .The Contractor shall be responsible for performing all or any designated functions to be accomplished under this contract during any crisis occurring at the ordered performance site as directed by the U.S. authority having operation cognizance over the site.  The adjustment factor contained in paragraph e. of this clause shall apply to the performance of functions during the crisis period according to the following: . . .“
“Any crisis” is a fairly broad category.  Does this include battlefield situations and the like? 

Answer:  Believe the reference should be H-902, Performance of Work During Crisis.  This section continues in paragraph a:  “Crisis pay shall be limited to those performance sites within areas designated by the Department of Defense as Hostile Fire/Imminent Danger Pay (HF/IDP) areas for US military personnel and for which entitlement to HF/IDP has been authorized in accordance with DoD 7000.14-R, Financial Management Regulations Volume 7A”.  Therefore, for the purposes of this section, “crisis” is defined by whether or not the DoD has designated the area as an HF/IDP pay area.  
b. (2) Tour of Duty 

Will the Government consider changing the definition from “…at a minimum, with the prevailing OCONUS military tour of duty.” to a defined period of time stated in days or months?

Answer:  This will be changed to read “shall correspond to the duration of FAST D/TO or the prevailing OCONUS military tour of duty, whichever is less."

48.  (CT) Ref: Clause H-908 Contractor Utilization of Depot Provided Resources 

There is some confusion as to how contractors can make use of depot-provided resources.  It would seem that contact with depot could only occur after award of D/TO:

H908a“ . . . It is the intent of the Air Force to permit FAST contractors to utilize supplies and / or services from Air Force depots in performance of 
Delivery/Task Orders (D/TOs) issued hereunder.  After award, Contractors may contact the appropriate depot partnering offices (the Plans and Programs Directorates - office symbol XP) for planning purposes to make the necessary arrangements to facilitate potential partnering on individual D/TOs.“

If this were the case, it would seem that there could be confusion in pricing such a D/TO in which depot involvement is expected. Please clarify. 

Answer:  “After award” will be deleted.  

49.  (PRIC) Ref: Sec. B Period of Performance Sec. B-1

Why are the contract periods defined by days beginning at award as opposed to FY or CY which are the periods most pricing and forward pricing defined by?

Answer:  The exact date of award cannot be determined at this time and cannot be restricted to the start or a fiscal or calendar year.

50.  (PRIC) Ref: L-903, Para 5.0 Volume II 

Cost / Price Volume and Ref  5.2.3. Narrative Loading Factors Labor rates are required for 1) Fixed Price, 2) Time and Material, 3) Cost Reimbursement-Type.  Profit is included in the proposed Time and Material rates only.  Profit/fee will be established and incorporated for Fixed Price and Cost Reimbursement-Type orders at the delivery/task order level.  

Does this apply to both prime and subcontractors or to the prime contractor only? 

Answer:  Fixed price and cost reimbursement rates included in the rate tables for both prime contractors and subcontractors are not to include profit and/or fee.  

53.  (PRIC) L-903, Para 5.2.3 b. (1) a

Would the Government consider including a clause that allows for the adjustment of contractor-proposed rates to conform with updates/changes to the contractor's Forward Pricing Rate Agreement (FPRA), since those rates are negotiated with the Government each time.  If not, wills the Government, consider including a similar clause (Economic Price Adjustment)?

Answer:  We will not include a Reopener Clause for subsequent adjustments to FPRA's after award.  A type of EPA clause will be included in the contract only for DRI adjustments to labor rates for the option period.

54.  (PRIC) Ref:  L-903, Para 5.2.4 Add-on Factors

Add-on factors such as Material Handling rate applicable to material, G&A rate applicable to travel and per diem are reasonable add-ons for cost reimbursable items.   Add-on values applicable to crisis pay and overtime may include payroll and other mandated taxes, health and welfare benefit cost and other applicable costs.  Why do these add-on factors not include fee or profit? Will profit / fee rate be applicable to add-on factors?

Answer:  In T&M type effort, material will be reimbursed at cost, without profit.  All other factors will include proposed profit at the D/TO level, depending on contract type. 

Why is profit not included on sub-contractor labor rates for fixed price and cost reimbursement?  Does profit as referenced in this section mean fee/profit contained within subcontractor rate or prime fee/profit added to subcontractor cost? 
The profit/fee included in the Add-on factors is the prime contractor's profit/fee.  Profit/fee will be included in the Add-on factor or at the D/TO level, depending on contract type. 

Why is fee/profit omitted from OCONUS labor add-on values?  It may be more risky to retain employees in the Middle East than Mediterranean region or in Alaska vs. Hawaii in the winter months. Will profit / fee rate be applicable to add-on factor?

Answer:  See previous response. 

56.  (PRAG) Ref: L-903, Para 2.2, Organization (Including Table 2.2), L-2.2.1, Page Limitations, and corresponding portions of L-7.0, Volume IV – Relevant Past and Present Performance

Volume IV is to be submitted prior to the remainder of the proposal. An Executive Summary is “not required” (reference L-3.0, Executive Summary). A volume introduction is not included in the content requirements. The volume page limitation instructions explicitly limit Performance History Matrices to a maximum of four pages each. It appears implicit that contract lists and consent letters are limited to only that necessary to meet the requirement, e.g., a list, a letter. In L-7.4, Organization Structure Change History, the page limitation appears to be restricted to that necessary to explain organization changes and their relevance to this procurement. In essence, the submitted volume – except for a letter of transmittal – will not contain an overview explanation of the bidder’s team and qualifications nor data on other than the prime, teaming partner, joint venture partner, and critical first tier subcontractors.  

Will the Government permit inclusion of a volume introduction consistent with other instructions on page, type, etc. size. 

Answer:  Yes, this is normal practice and is acceptable with a one-page limit.

Will the Government permit inclusion of section introductions consistent with other instructions on page, type, etc. size. 

Answer:  Yes, for each subparagraph or section within the volume per clause L-903 paragraph 2.2.4.

57.  (PRAG) Ref: L-903, Para 7.3 Performance History Matrix

Ref states that 5 PHM’s will be submitted for each prime. If the bidding entity is a corporate level activity with 3-5 subordinate business units will each unit be allowed to submit 5 PHM’s or will the prime be allowed to submit a total of 5 for the entire corporation?

Answer:  Each subordinate business unit should submit five performance history matrices.

58.  (CT) Ref: Clause IB-411C 5252.209.9002

Would the Gov. consider removing 5352.209-9002 Organizational Conflict of Interest - Alternate VI (flow-down to subcontractors)?  This requirement is unduly burdensome (required coordination) to large subcontractors without any substantial benefit to the Government, especially since the focus of this contract is not systems development but support.

Answer:  This clause is mistakenly marked with one asterisk to be applicable to the basic contract and D/TOs.  It will be changed to show three asterisks to indicate that it is only applicable when required by the ordering office and called out in the RFOP and resulting D/TO.  This clause will be left in so that it will be available for use if it becomes necessary to use it in an order.  The inclusion/exclusion of this clause may be negotiated between the contracting office and the contractor at the order level.

61.  (CT)  There appears to be no incentive for a large business to propose anything greater than the required minimum 23% subcontracting to small business (note there is no minimum requirement for subcontracting to small disadvantaged, woman-owned, or HUB Zone firms).  In fact, the evaluation factors set forth in paragraph 1.0 of provision M-901 send a clear message that there is nothing to gain from proposing anything above the minimum requirement.  M-901 states that subfactor 4(small business strategy) is less important than subfactors 1, 2, or 3, and that subfactors 1, 2, and 3 in aggregate are SIGNIFICANTLY more important than subfactor 4.  
Answer:  We do not agree that there is no incentive to propose higher than 23% subcontracting to small business.  The fact that Small Business Approach is a subfactor under mission capability indicates that we do consider this as one of the source selection discriminators.  FAR 15.304(b) states:  “Evaluation factors and significant subfactors must - (1) Represent the key areas of importance and emphasis to be considered in the source selection decision; and (2) Support meaningful comparison and discrimination between and among competing proposals”.   Each mission capability subfactor receives a color rating as described in section M-901, paragraph 1.1 of the draft RFP.  Please note also that M-901, paragraph 2.1, states  “any features or technical offerings that provide affordable benefit to the Government will be considered in the best value determination”. Large business offerors may receive evaluation credit on Small Business Approach if they propose a higher percentage and are willing to incorporate this higher percentage in a resultant contract.  

The order of importance of the subfactors reflect the goals of FAST.  Our number one goal is to meet Program Manager’s needs.  The first three subfactors support this goal, and that is why they are considered more important in the evaluation.    

62.  (CT) In accordance with provision I-171, FAR 52.216-19, there is no limitation on the maximum amount that can be placed on individual orders issued under FAST.  This appears to favor the very largest competitors who have the financial, physical, and personnel resources to manage a $7.4 Billion program.  It also accommodates the very broad, generic Statement of Work on which offerors are being asked to compete.  Collectively, this places small business in a competitive disadvantage to compete for work, even though there are portions of work, which they can perform, better, faster, and cheaper than the aircraft OEMs.

Answer:  Our market research indicates that orders under contracts of this nature average $2M - $3M.  Based on this, we feel that small businesses will not be at a disadvantage.  However, since the intent of this contract is to have a vehicle by which we can place orders very quickly, we did not want to place overly restrictive figures in this clause.

63.  (CT) There are several clauses in Section I (I-215, I-216C, IA-225), which address the Small Business Subcontracting Plan.  Which one applies?  
Answer:  All three clauses (I-215, I-216C and IA-225) apply to this acquisition.    I-215 (FAR 52.219-9) applies when contracting by negotiation and subcontracting possibilities are expected to exceed $500K.  I-216C (FAR 52.219-9 Alt II) requires submission of the subcontracting plan with the initial proposal.  IA-225 (DFARS 252.219-7003) supplements I-215, by defining historically black colleges and universities and minority Institutions.

64.  (CT)  Subcontracting Plan requirements contained in Section I specifically require goals to be expressed as a percentage of total planned subcontracting dollars.  However, provision IB-445 requires subcontracting goals to be expressed as a percentage of total contract dollars awarded to a large business.  Please advise how this conflict will be reconciled.  

Answer:  Yes, this is confusing.  We will clarify this issue in the final RFP.

65.  (CT)  Clause IB-445 will incorporate a contractor’s Comprehensive Small Business Subcontracting Plan into the contract.  The Comprehensive Plan contains specific goals, and could be in conflict with the minimum percentage required/proposed under FAST.  How will you reconcile this discrepancy?  How/where will a contractor’s proposed subcontracting percentages be incorporated into the contract?

Answer: Please note L-903, paragraph 6.3.4:  “Offerors currently using Comprehensive Subcontracting Plans as described in DFARS 219.702 shall submit addendums with their proposal covering the specific subcontracting requirements of this solicitation”.

A Contractor’s proposed subcontracting percentages will be incorporated into the contract in clause IB-445, Incorporation of Subcontracting Plan.  This clause is included in the draft RFP. 

66.  (CT) Reference provision L-903, paragraph 4.5, Subfactor 4: Small Business/Small Disadvantaged Business Strategy

How will the size status of each entity in the capabilities matrix be determined?  The size standard will differ based on the particular type work to be subcontracted.  FAR requires a firm to be small “based on the type service/commodity being provided to the prime”.  This is a critical area for enforcement to ensure that primes are meeting their subcontracting requirements through awards to legitimate small businesses.

When using SDB participation as a factor/subfactor, isn’t it a requirement that the evaluation be made against SDB participation in specific major SIC Groups identified in FAR?  The solicitation does not state this.

Answer:  Yes, you are correct, but it is stated in the solicitation.  Provision L-903, paragraph 4.5.1 requires an addendum to the Subcontracting Plan in accordance with FAR 52.219-24 (L-82E), and this provision requires the information by SIC Groups identified/determined by the Department of Commerce (DOC).  The list of SIC groups identified/determined by the DOC is available at the following website: http://www.arnet.gov/References/sdbadjustments.htm

68.  (MT) Provision H-908 refers to partnering between the FAST prime contractors and Depots (ALCs).  This appears to provide a significant advantage to the aircraft OEMs who already have partnering arrangements with the Depots.  How will the Depots avoid bias in selecting FAST winners when they have a vested interest in receiving subcontract work from these firms?

Answer:  Government buyer personnel, objectively using the approved source selection evaluation criteria, will accomplish the selection of FAST contractors. The government seller or organic depots will not play a role in the contractor evaluation and selection process.  As stated in H-908, paragraph a, the availability of government depot resources is the same for all offerors.  Utilization of DoD depot-provided resources is not part of the Mission Capability, Cost or Price, or Past Performance evaluation criteria for award of the FAST program and depot participation is prohibited in the sample tasks and oral presentations.  However, the Government may consider a signed agreement between the Offeror and the Depot indicating intent to utilize depot-provided resources at the D/TO level, when available and deemed to contribute to best value, as potential proposal risk mitigation.  

69.  (MT) Why did the FAST Team select SIC 3721 in lieu of SIC 3728?

Answer:  In the past, there has not been a single Air Force requirements scope as comprehensive as the projected FAST scope.  The FAST initiative is being developed primarily for the procurement of sustainment support for Air Force managed weapon systems (aircraft).  Previous contracts have been developed to satisfy the need for a specific portion of the sustainment mission.  Workloads similar to aspects of FAST have historically been competed under the following SIC codes:


--8711, Engineering Services, size standard $20M in annual receipts

--8731, Commercial, Physical, and Biological Research, size standard 1500 employees

--3728, Aircraft Parts and Auxiliary Equipment, Not Elsewhere Classified, size standard 1000 employees

 --3721, Aircraft, size standard 1500 employees
SIC code 3728 describes, “establishments primarily engaged in manufacturing aircraft parts and auxiliary equipment, not elsewhere classified”.  The description further states, “establishments primarily engaged in manufacturing or assembling complete aircraft are classified in industry 3721”.  The FAST scope encompasses far more than manufacturing aircraft parts and auxiliary equipment.  Therefore 3728 is not broad enough to match the broad scope of FAST.  FAST requires very broad capabilities, including repair and modification of existing systems and aircraft. 

SIC descriptions are very general and require significant judgement and interpretation.  There simply is no exact match for FAST.  SIC 3721 actually offers a more comprehensive match for this solicitation because it best fits the description of the overall Air Logistics Center’s (ALC) mission and the comprehensive nature of this requirement.  SIC 3721 also includes many other features that are required by the FAST scope that are not included in 3728.  Because SIC 3721 is more inclusive it more completely identifies the FAST requirement.

70.  (PRIC) Would the Government consider including a clause that allows for the adjustment of contractor-proposed rates to conform with updates/changes to the contractor's Forward Pricing Rate Agreement (FPRA), since those rates are negotiated with the Government each time.  If not, will the Government, consider including a similar clause (Economic Price Adjustment)?

Answer:  At type of EPA clause will be included in the contract only for DRI adjustment to labor rates for the option period.

72.  (CT) Small business concerns now seem to be addressed by two “set aside” goals (although the words “set aside” are not used in the DRFP).  Does this mean that the total small business participation goals seem set at 38% through two requirements?
¶H905a “ . . . Each large business prime contractor shall subcontract 23 percent of the total dollars that are awarded to them to small businesses.  Although this may not be possible on each individual D/TO, it shall be applied and assessed as an overall requirement for all D/TOs.  A large business prime contractor who fails to meet this requirement must demonstrate actions that will be taken to correct this failure in any future D/TO proposals.“

H905c) ”. The Government intends to award a minimum of 15 percent of all D/TO dollars to small business prime contractor(s).  This goal will be assessed (at the program level) quarterly by the Government.“ 

Answer:  There are two separate items addressed here:  the 15% direct award to small business goal and the 23% subcontracting (by large business primes to small business) requirement.  These are not cumulative; they are separate.  Also, this is not a set-aside; two basic contract awards are reserved for small business.  These small businesses must compete with large business primes for task orders.  

73.  (CT) There is some confusion as to how contractors can make use of depot-provided resources.  It would seem that contact with depot could only occur after award of D/TO:

¶H908a) “It is the intent of the Air Force to permit FAST contractors to utilize supplies and / or services from Air Force depots in performance of Delivery / Task Orders (D/TOs) issued hereunder.  After award, Contractors may contact the appropriate depot partnering offices (the Plans and Programs Directorates - office symbol XP) for planning purposes to make the necessary arrangements to facilitate potential partnering on individual D/TOs.“

If this were the case, it would seem that there could be confusion in pricing such a D/TO in which depot involvement is expected. Please clarify.

Answer:  “After award” will be deleted.

NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.
74.  (CT)  p71, ¶4.6 identifies an area to be addressed in the Mission Capability volume called Mission Capability and Proposal Risk.  This area is not identified as a sub-factor should it be?  

Answer:  Proposal Risk is not a subfactor; it is a factor as identified at Clause M-901, Paragraphs 1.0 and 2.2.  

75.  (CT) Would the Gov. consider removing 5352.209-9002 Organizational Conflict of Interest - Alternate VI (flow-down to subcontractors)?  This requirement is unduly burdensome (required coordination) to large subcontractors without any substantial benefit to the Government, especially since the focus of this contract is not systems development but support.

Answer:  This clause is mistakenly marked with one asterisk to be applicable to the basic contract and D/TOs.  It will be changed to show three asterisks to indicate that it is only applicable when required by the ordering office and called out in the RFOP and resulting D/TO.  This clause will be left in so that it will be available for use if it becomes necessary to use it in an order.  The inclusion/exclusion of this clause may be negotiated between the contracting office and the contractor at the order level.

NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.
76.  (CT) Would the Government consider removing the clause 252.211-7000 Acquisition Streamlining that mandates a report (as a CDRL item), which consists of recommendations for acquisition streamlining?  This will only serve to increase the cost of the program.  Since acquisition streamlining benefits both the Gov. and contractors, it is in the contractors' best interest to make the requested recommendations as they become discovered at their own expense.

Answer:  In accordance with DFARS 211.002 all systems acquisition programs in the DoD are subject to the acquisition streamlining policies and procedures in DoDI 5000.2, Defense Acquisition Management Policies and Procedures.  The clause will remain and will be applicable only if specified in individual orders.  The asterisk annotation on the clause will be changed to ***, indicating that it is applicable to D/TOs as specified.

78.  (TT / PRIC) Services can be performed in areas of “crisis”:

H-901a) “ . . .The Contractor shall be responsible for performing all or any designated functions to be accomplished under this contract during any crisis occurring at the ordered performance site as directed by the U.S. authority having operation cognizance over the site.  The adjustment factor contained in paragraph e. of this clause shall apply to the performance of functions during the crisis period according to the following: . . .“
“Any crisis” is a fairly broad category.  Does this include battlefield situations and the like?

Answer:  Believe the reference should be H-902, Performance of Work During Crisis.  This section continues in paragraph a:  “Crisis pay shall be limited to those performance sites within areas designated by the Department of Defense as Hostile Fire/Imminent Danger Pay (HF/IDP) areas for US military personnel and for which entitlement to HF/IDP has been authorized in accordance with DoD 7000.14-R, Financial Management Regulations Volume 7A”.  Therefore, for the purposes of this section, “crisis” is defined by whether or not the DoD has designated the area as an HF/IDP pay area.  
NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.
80.  (TT / PRIC) There is far too much complexity built into the labor categories and priced rate structure.  

Answer:  We recognize the complexity of the labor rate structure but consider it necessitated by the magnitude of the potential efforts and dollars of this contract.

82. (TT / PRIC) Labor categories - General: There are far too many labor categories, which inevitably leads to price games.  

Answer:  We appreciate your concern.  This issue was raised early in the acquisition strategy process.  We feel that we have adequately addressed this possibility in the RFP, and that the opportunity for gaming has been significantly reduced by the structuring of the evaluation process.

94.  (CT / PRIC) Ref Para H-906, b, (3); Ordering Procedures  

Encouraging price competition at the D/TO level may not in the best interest of the ultimate customer, the warfighter.  First, a selection will have already been made to qualified contractor teams and thereafter the selection of task order award should be based on technical competence and responsiveness, not low bidder.  Recommend that this reference be deleted.

Answer:  Price competition is one part of the integrated assessment that will be conducted prior to task order award.  Please note basic paragraph (b) of the referenced clause, which states:  “Award of competitive D/TOs will be made to the contractor whose proposal is the most advantageous to the Government based on an integrated assessment of evaluation criteria which address technical/management, past performance, and cost/price.  Additional evaluation factors relevant to the particular D/TO may be considered in the award of a D/TO under this contract”.  Please do not assume that every task order will be awarded to a low bidder based solely on the fact that pricing information will be requested.  This reference will remain.

95.  (CT) Ref: Para IB-423, 5352.215-9009 Travel 

It is our opinion that this reference (AFMCFARS 5315.209-90(k)) perpetuates an unnecessary and wasteful practice that has persisted for years in both AFMC and its predecessor commands.  This supplement requires that proposed travel by the contractor to be approved in advance by the Contracting Officer.  Several factors indicate that the Contracting Officer adds no value to the process by being in the approval loop:

(1) If travel is intended in the course of the D/TO, the appropriate CLIN is activated and an estimate of the required funds are included and accepted during the proposal phase.  In no other CLIN structure of the D/TO s does the Contracting Officer propose to interject prior approval control.  There is nothing apparent other than tradition and this Supplement to support such contracting officer approval.

(2) Additionally, notwithstanding the discussion above, the Contracting Officer is typically the least knowledgeable regarding the need for travel by the contractor, and is not usually in possession of adequate funds status information to provide an assessment of the advisability of such travel.  The Government Program Manager (typically also the COTR/FAE) is expected to know and often direct such travel.  The COTR/FAE is in a far better position to be an approval agent if, indeed, one is considered necessary.  Suggest the language of the standard Supplement be deleted or revised to read that the government COTR/FAE be delegated the job.

Answer:  Although the RFP contains clause IA-10, Contracting Officer’s Representative, the FAR prohibits delegating authority to make commitments that affect price or other terms of the contract to the COR.  The COR may make recommendations regarding travel; however, only the PCO can authorize the expenditure of funds.

96.  (CT) Reference:  Contract Section M, Paragraph M-900 Source Selection

It is not clear which portion of the statement of work, if any, would be limited or a small business would be restricted from providing support.  Earlier briefing materials suggested that the small business awards would be limited to providing engineering and technical support.  Has that restriction been removed?

Answer:  No portion of the Statement of Work will be segregated for small business.  Early strategy discussions involved the possibility of segregating a piece of the SOW for small business; however, further market research has shown that small business can perform the entire scope of the Statement of Work.  All offerors must respond to the entire scope of the Statement of Work. 

103.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section B, Subsection E, Support Items

Segregation of costs and separate billing are required for CLINs X016, Travel, and X017, Per Diem.  Contractor acknowledges per diem will be reimbursable in accordance with Federal Travel Regulations. All travel costs are subject for audit verification prior to final payment. Separate billing of per diem travel costs is an administrative burden. We recommend combining all travel under a single CLIN. This will also permit flexibility in meeting changing travel requirements.

Answer:  Agree.  CLINS X016 and X017 will be combined.

105.  (CT) Reference:  Solicitation Section B, Paragraphs B-431, Payment of Fee and B-448, Implementation of Limitation of Funds, Page 12

We assume that these clauses will be incorporated in each Cost Reimbursable TO/DO as required. The respective amounts should be "TBD." Please confirm.

Answer:  Fill-ins for this clause will be provided when the clause is set forth in an individual delivery / task order.  

106.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section E, Paragraph E-15E, Higher-Level Contract Quality Requirement, Page 14

The wording of this clause implies that the contractor will select the standards it wants to comply with. We recommend that this requirement be invoked at the TO/DO level and that the same quality standards be applicable to all offerors. Please comment.

Answer:  Agree.  At the D/TO level, the Contracting Officer will insert the title, number (if any), date, and tailoring (if any) of the higher-level quality standards.  

107.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section H, Paragraph H-902, Performance During Crises, Sub-Paragraph b. (1), Page 24

Sub-paragraph b. (1) reads “Submit to the Procuring Contracting Officer for acceptance formal company policies and procedures that effectively address its obligations in this clause, and documentation that all employees associated with this contract are fully aware of those specific policies, procedures and obligations." In order to facilitate the issuance of TO's/DO's, we recommend that this requirement be part of the initial proposal requirements (Section K). This will establish that the contractor has in place policies and procedures to handle contract performance during crises. The submittal of these policies/procedures with individual TO's increases the size of the response to the RFOP and the Government's review time, thus delaying timely award of the TO/DO. Please comment.

Answer:  Agree that submittal of this information at the D/TO level may increase the time required for RFOP submittal and evaluation; however, it is the Government’s position that task specific information should be addressed at the D/TO level.

108.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section H, Paragraph H-904, Organizational Conflict of Interest

Paragraph c., includes the phrase "and/or other OCI clauses cited within individual DO/TO's," we assume that this refers to clauses IB-411C, D, E, F, G, H, or J, which will be incorporated in each DO/TO as applicable. Please confirm.

Answer:   Your assumption is correct.

Paragraph a., 2nd sentence reads: "The contractor shall actively assist the Government to avoid such situations by adopting a practice (at the prime and subcontract levels) of carefully screening all D/TOs and technical direction received to identify any performance element that potentially involves an OCI situation."  We recommend that an OCI plan be required as part of the initial proposal requirements (Sec. L) to establish that the contractor has in place the capability and processes to screen the DO/TO's in a timely manner.

Answer:  We do not intend to evaluate OCI plans as a part of the source selection evaluation.  

109.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section I, Contractor Clauses, Page 30

a) Delete I-133(c), 52.215-10, Price Reduction for Defective Cost or Pricing Data – This requirement is not applicable to the initial contract awarded based on competition.

Answer:  a) Clause I-133(c) cannot be deleted.  Clause H-906(c) requires the submission of cost/pricing data for D/TOs that exceed $500K and are restricted to a single source in accordance with clause IB-311.  The RFP currently indicates that the clause applies to the contract and orders.  This will be corrected to indicate that the clause applies to D/TOs as specified.

110.  (CT) Reference: Solicitation Section L-903, Paragraph 5.2.6, Page 74

Due "15 days prior to proposal due date." Recommend allowing at least 30 days after RFP release, based on 45-day cycle.

Answer:  The proposal due date will be specified in the final Request for Proposal.  At the present time we anticipate an approximate 45-day proposal response period.

113.  (PRIC) Reference: Government provided Rate Tables

Is it permissible for bidders to insert columns within the individual worksheets (such as Year 1 On Site) that display cost elements such as base pay, benefits, and other costs allowing for a clear depiction of anticipated costs? These additional columns would not interfere with the summary worksheets included within the Excel file.

Answer:  As long as it does not affect any of the calculations, it is acceptable.

114.  (PRIC) Reference: Section L, Paragraph 5.4, Submission of Cost Model

We assume that external subcontractor cost models do not need to be printed and paper copies included within the prime contractor proposal. We also assume that it is necessary for the prime contractor to provide separate and distinct cost models (printed paper and electronic versions) for each business segment participating in the proposal.

Are these assumptions correct?

Answer:  We need paper copies and electronic versions for every offeror, including all subcontractors.  Subcontractor paper copies/electronic versions may be provided directly to the Government under separate cover, if preferred.

115.  (CT) M-900, Source Selection, Subparagraph c.

Recommend that the widely publicized two small business reserve awards be explicitly required by this clause, and that the present context, which reserves the right to make no small business reserve awards, be deleted from the RFP.  

The current wording of this clause, when taken together with the current requirement for proposals to be silent regarding utilizing depot-provided resources (see comment on L-900 above), appears to have a significant potential detrimental impact to successful small business participation in the FAST program.

Answer:  This section currently reads, in part “If none of the offers from the small businesses are acceptable, the Government reserves the right to make no further awards.  If there are one (1) or more acceptable proposals from among the remaining small businesses, the Government may make one or more awards from those small businesses only”.  We cannot award to any offeror, large or small, if their proposal is not acceptable in accordance with the evaluation factors and subfactors.  That is why this wording is included in the draft RFP.  Comment regarding depot-provided resources is answered in reference to comment 117 on L-900.

116.  (CT) IB-411H, Organizational Conflict of Interest, Alt. V: 

We recommend this alternative as the standard for use on all task orders.

Answer:  Disagree.  Applicable OCI provisions will be determined at the D/TO level.

117.  (CT) L-900, Instructions Regarding Contractor Utilization of Depot-Provided Resources: 

Recommend allowing offerors, particularly offerors who qualify as small business offerors under the stated size standard, to document the augmentation of their team’s aircraft heavy industrial infrastructure requirements with ALC partnering arrangements in their proposals, and to describe their team’s capabilities accordingly.  They should subsequently be evaluated on individual task proposals based on their teams and the ALCs’ available capacity at the time those tasks are offered.

There is no apparent benefit to the Government in eliminating potential small business prime contractors as not acceptable before the first task, which might benefit from ALC partnering participation has been offered.  Further, the current approach would discourage the use of ALCs subsequent to award, as the prime contractor would be obligated to give his subcontractor preference over ALCs, regardless of benefit to the government.

Answer:  Prime contractor teams must be able to perform FAST requirements without reliance on depot-provided resources. Therefore, depot-provided resources will not be evaluated as part of the Mission Capability, Cost or Price, or Past Performance evaluation criteria for award of FAST.  However, in order to allow Offerors to express intent to augment their team with depot-provided resources at the D/TO level, Clause L-900, paragraph (b) has been revised to read as follows:

b.    The availability of depot-provided resources is the same for all Offerors.  Public entities will not enter into exclusive agreements with any Offeror or provide proposed pricing to any Offeror prior to award of this solicitation.    Therefore, utilization of DoD depot-provided resources is not part of the Mission Capability, Cost or Price, or Past Performance evaluation criteria for award of the FAST program and depot participation is prohibited in sample tasks and oral presentations.  However, the Government may consider a signed agreement between the Offeror and the Depot indicating intent to utilize depot-provided resources at the D/TO level, when available and deemed to contribute to best value, as potential proposal risk mitigation (Ref L-903, para 4.6, and M-901, para 2.2).  Offerors may contact the appropriate depot partnering offices (for Air Force Depots contact the Plans and Programs Directorates - Office Symbol XP) for planning purposes to make the necessary arrangements to facilitate potential partnering on individual D/TOs.

123.  (PRAG) Clause L-903, Para. 7.1.d.

Adverse past information is very business sensitive information and should be contained within the business and if the government requires release, then the information should be released directly to the government.  However, it is agreed the prime should know of adverse past performance but without the specific details.  It is respectfully requested the this language be changed to read:  “Consent Authorization Letter, in contractor format, executed by each teaming partner, joint venture partner, and critical first tier subcontractor, authorizing notification of receipt of adverse past performance information, excluding the subcontractor’s company business sensitive information, to the Offeror so the Offeror can respond to such information.”

Answer:  Solicitation provision will not be revised.  

124.  (PRIC) Attachment 5 Rate Table – Problem

Corporations with multiple business segments and operating units that have multiple O/H and Fringe Benefit pools within approved disclosure statements are faced with understanding how to respond to filling in the rate tables.  Given the direction to leave the formulas the same, will contractors with multiple pools for approved O/H rates and fringe benefit rates be permitted to add additional columns in the rate tables provided an explanation is provided?

Answer: Offerors may add additional columns, calculations, etc, as long as they do not affect the Rate Tables formulas/calculations and summary worksheets.

126.  (PRIC) Clause H-906 b. (3) (c)

Language indicates that if a CR type D/TO is contemplated, the proposed labor rates in the Rate Tables are to be used and not actuals.  This approach will create primes and subs gaming the cost proposal to establish the Cost NTE.  Current actual costs will be reviewed and if significantly different from the Rate Tables, Prime/Sub. Will be proposing the best mix of labor categories required to establish the Cost NTE.  This approach will place the Prime/Sub. At risk if the Government performs a cost realism analysis.

Answer:  Cost type rates will be estimated; however, actual cost will be paid at contract close out.
128.  (CT) Clause H-906 b. (3)

Is the pricing mechanism, T&M, FP, or CR subject to negotiation?  Is the Government going to exercise a unilateral right in determining whether T&M, FP, or CR will be used in the D/TO?

Answer:  Pricing arrangement is always subject to negotiation.  However, the Government will make the final determination as to what pricing arrangement will be used on D/TOs.  

129.  (CT) Clause I-153

Is the APR 1998 for clause 52.216-7 an administrative oversight?  Should the date not be MAR 2000?

Answer:  The clause will be updated in the final RFP.

130.  (CT) For purposes of developing rate tables what anticipated award date should be used?  Do you anticipate taking 180 days to award contracts after receipt of proposals?

Answer:  Estimated award date is Feb 01.  This date is subject to change if delays are encountered in the program.   

131.  (CT) What is period of performance for orders place in last year of contract?  Will the period of performance of orders be for 6 months, 9 months, 12 months, when order is issued in last month of last year of contract?  Follow-on question.  In the last year of contract, when is last date within the contract orders may be issued?

Answer:  There is no limitation on the period of performance for orders placed in the last year of the contract.  Orders may be issued up to the last day of the effective date of the basic contract.  Language will be added to the RFP to clarify that when T&M orders are issued where the performance extends beyond the period of time for which negotiated rates are available, that the rates in effect at the end of the contract will be effective until completion of the order.

132.  (CT) When will final RFP be released?

Answer:  Estimated release date of the final RFP is Jul/Aug 00.  This date is subject to change if delays are encountered in the program.

133.  (CT) Section G
Where is the Contract Administration Plan?  What is the process for submission of invoices?

Answer:  

a.  There is no Contract Administration Plan.  The Government is developing a User’s Guide to establish guidelines and responsibilities for the ALC contracting officers who will be placing orders.    

b.  Clause E-460, 5352.246-9000, Material Inspection and Receiving Report, which references DFARS Appendix F, gives specific instructions relative to submission of invoices/DD Forms 250.  Fill-ins for E-460 will be provided with each RFOP and resultant D/TO at the order level.

134.  (CT) Clause H-502

$7.4 Billion Aggregate for life of contract.  How will contractors be advised of the NTE remaining under the aggregate?

Answer:  It is the Government’s responsibility to track the program ceiling. 

135.  (CT) Clause H-905 a.

Does the 23% of the awards to Small Business include dollars awarded to Small Business by large business Subcontractors?  If not, is it then correct to say that the capture of small business awards by large business subcontractors is lost?

Answer:  The percentage of awards to small business stated in Clause H-905 (a) does not include awards by large business subcontractors to small businesses. 

The dollars will be calculated based only on the large business prime contractor subcontracts to small business.

136.  (CT) Clause H-904 (a)

What is the nature of guidance the PCO will provide?  Examples?

Answer:  The Contracting Officer will provide guidance as to whether or not a significant potential conflict exists, and, if it does, the development of an appropriate means for resolving or mitigating it.  The Contracting Officer will also provide guidance as to what OCI provisions, as stated in the basic contract, apply to each individual order.    

137.  (CT) Clause H-906

How will RFOP be released? With a 7-day TAT, do you foresee the use of mail as a medium of communication?  When does the clock start for the 7 day TAT?  Will RFOP proposals need to be on CDs or will hard copies be acceptable?

Answer:  The procedures for release of RFOPs and receipt of proposals are still under development.  E-mail or posting to a website are being considered.  The start of the 7-day TAT will depend upon how the RFOP is released.  Our intent is to use electronic procedures to the maximum extent possible.  

138.  (CT) Clause H-906

Should not the decision to compete be made before the release of the RFOP?

Answer:  This decision will be made prior to release of RFOP.  Please see H-906 (b), which states:  “When D/TOs are competed, all contractors will receive an RFOP”.  Also see H-906(c), which states:  “When a D/TO is restricted to a single source in accordance with Clause Ib-311 (AFFARS 5352.216-9001), an RFOP will only be sent to that source…………”     

139.  (CT) Clause H-906 para a.

Can more information be provided on the nature (i.e. type, complexity, size, duration, etc.) of task for which greater than 7 days will be allowed?  How much longer?

Answer:  This will be determined at the D/TO level.  Some examples might include:  sole source order for which cost or pricing data is required, reverse engineering effort, complex mod to a system or sub-system.  Additional response time will be determined at the D/TO level based on the individual requirement.  

140.  (CT) Clause H-906 para b.

What does size status refer to?  Assumption is Business Size.

Answer:  Your assumption is correct.  We do mean business size.  Sorry for any confusion.

141.  (CT) Clause I-171

Why is minimum so low under a $7.4 Billion contract?  Suggest the order limitation be raised to $5,000.

Answer:  The minimum will be changed to $2500.

142.  (CT) Clause I-195

There appears to be an item (b) missing.  Is there, and if so, what should it say?

Answer:  There is no fill-in required for paragraph b.  Please see the FAR reference for the entire clause.  

143.  (CT) Clause I-412

What is the bottom line regarding what are the Government’s responsibilities for payment to the prime contractor after receipt of invoice.  Can invoices be electronic to Government in all cases?  Will payment be electronic?  How does payment time depend upon D/TO type (T&M, etc.)?

Answer:  In accordance with I-412, FAR 52.232-25(a), the due date for payments by the designated paying office is 30 days after receipt of a proper invoice or government receipt of supplies/services, whichever is later.  Payment will be via electronic funds transfer in accordance with clause I-416G.  

144.  (CT) Clause IA-347 252-227-7030 TECHNICAL DATA – WITHHOLDING OF PAYMENT

Please clarify the government’s intent regarding 10% withholding.  Is the 10% withholding for the Total Contract or is the 10% withholding for the Delivery/Task Order?

Answer:  This clause is applicable only if called out in individual D/TOs; therefore, the 10% applies to the D/TO.    

145.  (CT) Clause IB-431

As asterisks (***) indicate, this clause applies to only applicable D/TOs.  Will each individual DO be evaluated for award fee amount?  If so, will there be generic award fee plan that applies to each D/TO?  Where is the Award Fee Plan?

Answer:  No, each order will not be evaluated for award fee.  There is no plan attached to the basic contract.  A D/TO which requires an award fee will incorporate the award fee plan in that D/TO.  

146.  (CT) Clause IB-469C

How can this be completed for the base contract?  The location of contractor’s performance will depend upon D/TO’s requirements and these requirements are unknown at time of proposal submission.

Answer:  You are correct.  We will correct this to indicate that the clause is applicable to D/TOs as specified.

147.  (CT) Organizational Conflict of Interest

Clause H-904 shows two asterisks indicating that the OCI clause is to be applied at the contract level.  Clause IB-411C shows three asterisks indicating that the clause is to be applied at the Delivery/Task Order (D/TO) level as specified.  Please clarify that the OCI clause is to be applied at the D/TO level as specified.  We suggest that the clarification also be included in Ordering Procedures, Clause H-906.

Answer:  H-904 describes how OCI will be implemented at the order level and describes the Contractor’s responsibilities in assisting the Government in avoiding such situations by screening all D/TOs and technical direction received to identify any performance element that potentially involves an OCI situation.  H-904 applies at the basic contract level.   IB-411C applies if specified in individual orders or RFOPs.

148.  (CT) Comment.  Reference Subsection A

Services CLINS X001-X006, X001-AK.  CLIN item AI was left out.  Should the CLIN references “X001AA-AK” be changed to read “X001AA-AJ?”

Answer:  DFARS 204.7104-2(a)(2)(i) prohibits the use of I and O as alpha characters.  The subclins are structured properly.

149.  (CT) Reference L-153 

FAR Clause 52.216-7 dated April 1998, Allowable Cost and Payment.  Will this FAR Clause be revised to reference the March 2000 revision?

Answer:  The clause will be updated in the final RFP.

150.  (CT) FAR Clause 52.232-33, Mandatory Information for Electronic Funds Transfer or Payment (May 99), provides for the submittal of electronic invoices by the prime contractor.  We suggest that this be a provision of the FAST process.

Answer:  The title of FAR 52.232-33 is Payment of Electronic Funds Transfer-Central Contractor Registration.  The clause permits the payment via electronic transfer.  It does not address electronic submittal of invoices by the contractor.

151.  (PRIC) Reference Attachment 4 Labor Category Descriptions and Attachment 7 DRI Index

Attachment 7 DRI Index is missing the reference to Management Assistant from Attachment 4 page 20.

Answer:  The Rate Table is correct.  Atch 4 is the original listing that was modified prior to developing the rate tables.  This will be corrected in the final RFP.

152.  (PRIC) Reference Attachment 4 Labor Category Descriptions and Attachment 7 DRI Index

Attachment 7 DRI Index is missing the reference to Senior Computer Engineer from Attachment 4, page 24.

Answer:  The Rate Table is correct.  Atch 4 is the original listing that was modified prior to developing the rate tables.  This will be corrected in the final RFP.

153.  (PRIC) Reference Attachment 4 Labor Category Descriptions and Attachment 5 Rate Tables

Attachment 5 is missing the labor category Journeyman Engineer/Analyst and Senior Computer Engineer throughout the pricing sheets (CR, T&M and FP).

Answer:  The Rate Table is correct.  Atch 4 is the original listing that was modified prior to developing the rate tables.  These categories will be deleted from Atch 4 in the final RFP.

154.  (PRIC) Comment.  Reference Attachment 7 DRI Index 

There is no DRI Index attached for reference.

Answer:  The appropriate DRI Index descriptions are provided.  The DRI indices that are current on Day 1 of the Fifth Year will be utilized.

155.  (PRIC) Reference Section L Paragraph 5.2.3 (b) Service Contract Act (SCA)

The conformable job titles for this solicitation/resultant contracts are: Does the Government mean “Quality Control Technician” versus the “Quality Control Manager” requiring conformance in accordance with FAR 52.222-41(c (2)(ii))?

Answer:  Based on discussions with SAF/AQCR Labor Advisors, the labor category description for “Quality Control Manager” implies the need for conformance in accordance with FAR 52.222-41((c(2)(i)).  

173.  (PRAG) Page 76, L-903, 7.3 

This paragraph appears to conflict with 7.1(b), which calls for contracts from the last 2 years. 

Answer:  Para 7.1 (b) requires the identification of 50 top dollar contracts performed within the past two years, with ones considered relevant being asterisked, while paragraph 7.3 establishes the criteria for determining the contracts for which PHMs are to be submitted.  The additional year for the PHM criteria permits a larger pool of contracts from which to draw relevant contracts.

174.  (PRAG / CT) RE: The Questionnaire 

The Government tasks the Contractor to send out the questionnaire but prohibits follow-up to determine if the document is received by the intended party or completed.  Therefore, may we assume that if subject questionnaire is lost in the mail, thrown away, or ignored, that the contractor will not be disqualified from the competition?  Also, do normal mailing channels include the "Return Receipt Requested" option?

Answer:  The government will follow-up on questionnaires that are not returned.  It is important that the offeror stress to the POC that the return of the questionnaire in a timely manner is essential for the PRAG members to properly evaluate the data.  Other sources will also be consulted if information is not received or a question arises from the submission of the data.  Return Receipt Requested is acceptable. 

175.  (CT) I-352.  52.229-3 FEDERAL, STATE, AND LOCAL TAXES 

Can this be deleted?  Usual industry practice is to absorb tax liability in overhead.

Answer:  FAR 52.229-3, Federal, State, and Local Taxes, cannot be deleted.  The clause applies to all solicitations and contracts if the contract is to be performed wholly or partly within the United States, when a fixed-price contract is contemplated and the contract is expected to exceed the simplified acquisition threshold of $100K.  As indicated, the clause is applicable to D/TOs as specified.

176.  (CT) I-383.  52.232-1 PAYMENTS 

Please add 52.232-16 "Progress Payments" for FFP orders.

Answer:  This clause will be added to the RFP, and will only be applicable when set forth in the individual D/TO.  

177.  (CT) I-389.  52.232-7 PAYMENTS UNDER TIME-AND-MATERIALS AND LABOR-HOUR CONTRACTS 
Can payments under T&M be twice monthly, with 5% withhold removed?

Answer:  This clause allows submission of vouchers and payment twice monthly if approved by the applicable contracting officer.  This approval would need to be requested at the D/TO level.  The withholding of 5% cannot be removed. 

178.  (CT) I-479.  52.237-3 CONTINUITY OF SERVICES 

Requires Contractors to furnish phase-in/phase-out services with successor.  Contractor is required to negotiate the transfer of earned fringe benefits. Contractor benefit plans typically do not provide such transfers. Can this be deleted?

Answer:  FAR 37.110(c) indicates that the PCO may use this clause in the acquisition of services.  The clause will be annotated as applicable to D/TOs as specified.  Each ordering contracting officer will determine the applicability and benefit of this clause to the individual order.     

179.  (CT) I-529.  52.242-1 NOTICE OF INTENT TO DISALLOW COSTS 

A rebuttal must be prepared within sixty (60) days after receipt of the written notice from the Contracting Officer.  Request this clause be deleted or invoked for individual orders only.

Answer: This clause is applicable to DO/TOs as specified, as indicated in the RFP.

180.  (CT) I-601.  52.245-19 GOVERNMENT PROPERTY FURNISHED "AS IS" 

Request this clause be deleted or invoked for individual orders only.

Answer:  This clause is applicable to D/TOs as specified, as indicated in the RFP.

181.  (CT) IA-290. 252.225-7005    IDENTIFICATION OF EXPENDITURES IN THE UNITED STATES 

Makes the Contractor liable for the handling of hazardous materials received by it under the contract. The inclusion of this clause represents a substantial risk to the Contractor and requires liability insurance.  Request deletion.

Answer:  This clause applies to negotiated acquisitions over $25K for services outside of the US by domestic or foreign firms and cannot be deleted.  It is applicable to D/TOs as specified, as indicated in the RFP.

182.  (CT) IA-312D. 252.225-7027 RESTRICTION ON CONTINGENT FEES FOR FOREIGN MILITARY SALES 

Contingent fees are generally an allowable cost provided the fees are paid to a bona fide employee of the Contractor or to a bona fide established commercial or selling agency maintained by the Contractor for the purpose of securing business. All contingent fees must be identified and payment approved by the foreign customer before contract award, otherwise, they are unallowable.  Request deletion.

Answer:  This clause is required for Foreign Military Sales in accordance with DFARS 225-7308.  The clause shall remain.

184.  (CT) H-902 (b) 

Do the policies have to be in place at contract award or do they only apply if a contractor receives a delivery order requiring “crisis” performance.  

Answer:  H-902 applies only if specified in an individual RFOP or D/TO.  Paragraph (b) states:  “For individual D/TOs, the Contractor agrees to…” Procedures do not have to be in place at basic contract award.  

185.  (CT) Page 27&28, H-907 (b) 
It appears as if Base Closure information only exists for these locations.  Can the information for the overseas bases be included or will that be in the delivery orders?

Answer:  Please see the note at the end of paragraph (b)(1) of this section:  “All other ordering locations – please specify in individual D/TO.”  

186.  (CT) H-902. (***) PERFORMANCE OF WORK DURING CRISIS 

Is this clause effective on an order-by-order basis or across the board?

Answer:  As set forth on the individual order, not across the board.  

187.  (CT) Para. F-13, Place of Performance 

Is undefined.  For pricing purposes, does the Government intend to identify the places of performance in the final solicitation?

Answer:  Place of performance will be identified at the D/TO level.    

188.  (CT) Does the Government intend to issue cost reimbursement plus award fee tasks under the resultant contracts? 

Answer:  Yes, it is possible that Cost Plus Award Fee orders may be issued under FAST.  

191.  (CT) IA-362.  252.228-7002 AIRCRAFT FLIGHT RISK 

Inclusion of this clause is acceptable only when contract performance will not involve possession of aircraft and participation on board air flights.  Can you describe anticipated application of this clause?

Answer:  DFARS 228-370(c)(1) requires this clause in cost reimbursement contracts for the development, production, modification, maintenance, repair, or overhaul of aircraft.  Since the scope of this contract is very broad we chose to include this clause, as well as some others, to cover as many possibilities as possible.  This clause will only be applicable as specified in D/TOs.

192.  (PRIC / CT) Section B 

Are references to "COST REIMBURSEMENT TYPE" and "cost reimbursable item" inclusive of fee?  The language implies cost reimbursement, no fee.  Suggest an explicit reference to fixed fee, incentive fee, award fee, etc.

Answer:  See Clause H-906, Ordering Procedures, paragraph (b)(3)(c), which discusses cost reimbursement type D/TOs.  This paragraph states that each RFOP for a cost reimbursement type D/TO will identify the type fee arrangement to be used (i.e. award fee, incentive fee, or fixed fee) and the fee will be proposed and negotiated at the D/TO level.    

193.  (PRIC) Section M states that proposals will be evaluated, in part, based on the sum of prices/costs for the four Sample Tasks.  If the tasks are not intended to be placed on contract, bidders can “game” solutions to the Sample Tasks to minimize price/cost.  This can easily result in solutions that do not reflect the real costs of the support.  To get around this problem, it is recommended that the Sample Tasks be real tasks intended for release under the FAST contract.

Answer:  M-901, 2.4 (1)(e)(2) states that Sample Tasks are not precluded from being issued after contract award.

194.  (PRIC) Does the Government anticipate team composite rates (including all team member subcontractor rates) for each labor category to be submitted by the prime, or will evaluation be based on the prime and each of the team member subcontractor individual rates as submitted? 

Answer:  We will evaluate all rates submitted by each team member, both prime and subcontractor.

196.  (PRIC) Instructions for pricing of the Sample Tasks specify use of DOL WD 94-2139, Rev 17, GA: Macon.  Does the Government anticipate that each of the sample tasks will be performed at Warner Robins?  Additionally, Section M instructs offerors to utilize the rates proposed in the rate tables (submitted prior to receipt of the sample tasks).  This indicates that the rates proposed in the rate tables must be developed using the base rates (for SCA covered labor categories) in the DOL WD #94-2139, Rev 17, GA: Macon. (See question 37 also)  

Answer:  The direction for use of the Macon GA Wage Determination for pricing Sample Tasks was simply to maintain consistency among offerors.  This WD serves only as a minimum for service labor categories.

197.  (PRIC) H-909 

Locking in rates for 5 years, especially with the economy so inconsistent, is a risky situation.  Some customers with multiple year contracts allow the contractor to renegotiate the option year before exercising. Is this a possibility for FAST?  The risk incurred by the contractor will be reflected in the escalation rates.

Answer:  The FAST contract will not include a provision for renegotiating rates for years 1-5.  However, option rates will be adjusted at the outset of Year 5 for normal escalation by specified DRI factors.

198.  (LEGAL/CT) H-904 and IB-411C, D, E, F, G, H, J

5352.209-9002, Organizational Conflict of Interest, with its alternate V is included in the RFP.  This combination requires the PCO to indicate in each delivery order what the conflict (if any) is.  Under 5352.209-9003, the solicitation section L clause, the Contracting Officer is required to: 1) define in the solicitation what the anticipated conflict of interest is, 2) state in the solicitation what restrictions shall apply and 3) define in the solicitation a specific time period that the stated restrictions will apply.

FAR 9.504(a)(1) also requires the Contracting Officer (vs. contractor) to:  "Identify and evaluate potential organizational conflicts of interest as early in the acquisition process as possible...."  A clause that permits the PCO to shift this responsibility to the contractor and stipulate the requirement for the identification process as after contract award, rather than during the solicitation process, would probably require a waiver from SAF.

As these clauses specify required actions on the part of the PCO, a special provision generated at the ALC level should not be able to circumvent or shift responsibility for government adherence to these requirements to the contractor without a waiver from AFMC.  Does WRALC have a waiver from SAF and or AFMC?

WR-ALC/LKKA acknowledges in the draft solicitation that it is required to issue the OCOI clause "substantially as written" in the AFMCFARS 5352.209-9002. The reasonable intent of the AFMCFARS clause "substantially as written" language is to allow some latitude to the PCO in adapting the wording of the basic clause to the particular circumstances of unique procurements. We do not believe it is reasonable to assume that the words, "substantially as written," were intended to provide a PCO with fundamental blanket authority to change key provisions and responsibilities of the clause as long as most of the words of the original clause are used.

It appears that clause H-904 assumes the Government may not have the necessary resources to evaluate a risk of a conflict of interest for the goods and services it wishes to buy (a magnet for criticism).  We believe that perception should not be allowed to remain.  It isn't true, and would weaken the potential flow of business to the FAST vehicle (vs. competing contracting vehicles) if not addressed.  Specifically, the special provision indicates that the Government may not have a native ability to evaluate data it is providing to the contractor for information that is the"...proprietary data of other companies..." or that has a "...potential for use to accomplish an unfair competitive advantage or [has] the potential for improper financial advantage or those situations outlined in the Air Force Materiel Command FAR Clauses 5352.209-9002, 5352.209-9003, and alternates."

If the Government cannot perform this duty independently during the long period prior to issuing a solicitation, is it reasonable to believe that a contractor, during the planned short proposal turnarounds, will be in a better position to review and safeguard the government's interests?

Answer:  We see no conflict here.  The government, by and through the Contracting Officer, is obligated to report potential OCI’s to the contractor.  This duty is not being abrogated.  The special clause in question states “the contractor shall actively assist the Government to avoid such situations by adopting a practice (at the prime and subcontract levels) of carefully screening all D/TOs and technical direction received to identify any performance element that potentially involves an OCI situation.  This is a responsible and proper effort to place responsibility for avoiding potential OCIs on both the contractor and the government.  This does not relieve the government of responsibility to report known OCIs.
206.  (CT) Reference Section L Paragraph 2.2, Table 2.2 

Regarding Volume III, under “Volume Title” it is requested that “RFP and 2 copies; supporting attachments” be submitted. However, under “# of Copies” it is requested that “1 Original File” be submitted. Since each volume will be contained in one binder, it is our opinion that it would make more since to submit the same number of copies for each section within a volume, including attachments. Please clarify.

Answer:  This is a formatting error.  Under the column Volume Title, it should read “Contract Documentation (Written)(RFP and supporting attachments)” and under the column # of copies, it should read “1 Original File and 2 copies”.      

208.  (PRIC) Reference Attachment 5, Rate Tables 
The print macro for the rate table: Year 3 – Onsite, Cost Reimbursable has the following error.  Run-time error ‘1004’: The macro ‘!year_3_onsite_cost’ cannot be found.

Answer:  This has been reevaluated, and no error was detected in the macro. It appears to be a system error at the contractor’s location.

209.  (PRIC) Reference Section L, Paragraph 5.2.4. (a,b,c) 
Please provide an expanded discussion on the government’s intent for each of the factors referenced in the DRFP.

Answer:  We consider the Add-on factors to be adequately described in the DRFP.  Specific questions may be submitted at the Pre-Solicitation Conference, and every effort will be made to clarify all concerns relative to the Add-on factors in the final RFP.

210.  (PRIC) Reference Section L, Paragraph 5.2.4. (c)
Does the Air Force have standard OCONUS adjustment factors for Air Force personnel for the OCONUS locations listed in the DRFP?

Answer:  No.

212.  (CT) Standard Form 1447 

The SF1447 lists two different acceptance periods (180 and 120 days).  Please clarify.

Answer:  Acceptance period is 180 days.  This will be set forth on the final RFP.

214.  (PRIC) How will the evaluation of rates be weighted with respect to the prime versus the prime’s team members?

Rates will not be weighted.  All rates provided by all offerors will be included in the contract.

215.  (CT) Reference Section B, Paragraph 6.1.2, Supplies or Services and Costs/Prices

“Completed pricing information in Section B” is requested. Per Subsection A - Services, should each labor category rate with applicable add-on factors be calculated for each rate and then listed in Section B or should the appropriate rate table reference and add-on factor reference be listed per CLIN in Section B? 

Answer:  There will be no need to list anything in Section B.  The PCO will reference the rate tables in lieu of reiterating the information at Section B.  

216.  (PRIC) Reference Section B, Paragraph 6.1.2, Supplies or Services and Costs/Prices

Should the completed pricing information include all subcontractor rates in the prime bid?

Answer:  Yes, if subcontractors are willing to provide all information to the prime.  If not, L-903, 5.2.2.states that subcontractors can submit proprietary data directly to the PCO.

217.  (PRIC) Reference Section B, Paragraph 6.1.2, Supplies or Services and Costs/Prices 

Per Subsection E, Support Items, will offerors be given an established dollar amount to include in their bid for evaluation purposes or should applicable CLINS be left as “TBD”?

Answer:  Offerors will not be given an established dollar amount for evaluation purposes.  We do not feel there is any value added in evaluating subsection E SUPPORT ITEMS.  CLINS will remain "TBD".

219. (TT/PRIC)  There are labor category descriptions in the Addendum for Journeyman Engineer/Analyst, Sr. Computer Engineer, and Librarian but these labor categories are not listed on the Rate Table (Attachment 5) or on the DRI Index (Attachment 7). Will these categories be added to the attachments?

Answer:  These categories will be deleted. 

NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.
220.  (CT) We believe the final RFP needs the information spelled out in DFARS 225.802-70(b)(2)(i) through (vi) (see below):

"(b) Where the acquisition requires the performance of work in the foreign country by U.S. personnel or a third country contractor, or where the acquisition will require logistics support for contract employees, source inspection, or additional Government employees-

(1) The contracting activity must coordinate with the cognizant contract administration office before contract award.

(2) The contracting officer shall request the following information from the contract administration office-

(i) The applicability of any international agreements to the acquisition;

(ii) Security requirements applicable to the area;

(iii) The standards of conduct required to be observed by the prospective contractor and its employees, and any action that may be taken in the event required standards are not maintained;

(iv) Requirements for use of foreign currencies, including applicability of U.S. holdings of excess foreign currencies;

(v) Availability of logistics support for contractor employees; and

(vi) Information on taxes and duties from which the Government may be exempt."

Answer:  The requirements outlined in DFARS 225.802-70(b) will be accomplished by the contracting officer for individual DO/TOs.  The documentation will be placed in each contract file, if applicable.

225.  (PRAG) The Questionnaire 

The Government tasks the Contractor to send out the questionnaire but prohibits follow-up to determine if the document is received by the intended party or completed.  How will an offeror’s evaluation be affected if questionnaires are not completed and returned? Also, do normal mailing channels include the "Return Receipt Requested" option?

Answer:  The government will follow-up on questionnaires that are not returned.  It is important that the offeror stress to the POC that the return of the questionnaire in a timely manner is essential for the PRAG members to properly evaluate the data.  Other sources will also be consulted if information is not received or a question arises from the submission of the data.  Return Receipt Requested is acceptable. 

226.  (CT) Part 1 Schedule Section B, Page 24, H-902 (b)  

Do the policies have to be in place at contract award or do they only apply if a contractor receives a delivery order requiring “crisis” performance.  

Answer:  H-902 applies only if specified in an individual RFOP or D/TO.  Paragraph (b) states:  “For individual D/TOs, the Contractor agrees to…”  Procedures do not have to be in place at basic contract award.

NOTE: THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION. 

227.  (CT) Part 1 Schedule Section B, Page 27& 28 H-907 (b)  

It appears as if Base Closure information only exists for these locations.  Can the information for the overseas bases be included or will that be in the delivery orders?

Answer:  Please see the note at the end of paragraph (b)(1) of this section:  “All other ordering locations – please specify in individual D/TO.”  

NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.
231.  (CT) Reference Section L Paragraph 2.2, Table 2.2 

Regarding Volume III, under “Volume Title” it is requested that “RFP and 2 copies; supporting attachments” be submitted. However, under “# of Copies” it is requested that “1 Original File” be submitted. Since each volume will be contained in one binder, it is our opinion that it would make more since to submit the same number of copies for each section within a volume, including attachments. Please clarify.

Answer:  This is a formatting error.  Under the column Volume Title, it should read “Contract Documentation (Written)(RFP and supporting attachments)” and under the column # of copies, it should read “1 Original File and 2 copies”.

NOTE:  THIS IS A DUPLICATE QUESTION.      
232.  (PRIC) In looking at the Equivalent Rates for Federal Hires attachment

(Atch 9 and Draft RFP, Section L, clause L-902) to the Draft RFP, do

those rates reflect the minimum wage for those jobs, the average wage for

those jobs, or just what do those figures represent?

Answer:  The figures represent the wages and benefits that employees would receive if the government (contracting activity) employed them.  They are supplied for information only.

234.  (CT) Regarding the draft RFP, Section L, clause L-901, are you saying that all

awardees are competing for all tasks or will there be a small business

reserve/set-aside for the services portion as previously discussed in your

earlier briefings?

Answer:  No portion of the Statement of Work will be segregated for small business.  Early strategy discussions involved the possibility of segregating a piece of the SOW for small business; however, further market research has shown that small business can perform the entire scope of the Statement of Work.  All offerors must respond to the entire scope of the Statement of Work

237.  (TT) Can you post a list of contractors performing SC3I work?   

Engineering Services:  Sverdrup Technology, SoBran, Inc

Application Development:  Productive Data Federal Solutions, Inc

Network Support:  Object Technology, Inc

Munitions Providers:

Raytheon Company    (15090)

1151 East Hermans Road

P.O. Box 11337 Bldg. 9020 M/S P31

Tucson, AZ  85734-1377

520-663-7971

OEA Aerospace  (17610)

3530 Branscombe Road

Fairfield, CA  94533

701-422-1880 

B.F. Goodrich   (51998)

UPCO Inc.

25401 N Central Avenue

Phoenix, AZ  85027

623-516-3340

OLIN Inc.  (80236)

427 North Shamrock Street

East Alton, IL  62024-1174

618-258-2848

Sargent Fletcher Inc. (72429)

9400 East Flair Drive

El Monte, CA  91731-2909

626-402-2023

Scott Inc. (93455)

2525 Curtiss Street

Downers Grove, IL  60515

630-969-0620

National Forge Company (76657)

One Front Street

Irvin, PA  16329-0258

814-563-7529

Talley Defense Systems (12116)

4551 East McKellips Road

Mesa, AZ  85211-0849 

Quantic Industries  (10640)

2571 San Juan Road

Hollister, CA  95024

831-637-5851

McCormick Selph (06331)

3601 Union Road

P.O. Box 6

Hollister, CA  95023

831-637-3731 

BAE Inc.  (19397)

6500 Tracor Lane

Austin, TX  78725

Technical Ordnance Inc.  (22761)

9200 Nike Road

P.O. Box 800

St. Bonifacius, MN  55375-0800

612-446-1526

PGSUS LLC  (07PU6)
5600 Sand Lake Road MP 042

Orlando, FL  32819-8907

