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	RID # 
	QUESTION/ANSWER

	33 Q


	The IMOC model contract does not identify a Special Provision for Contract Changes (i.e. H.XX). Does NASA expect to have a change threshold, and if so, what value? Implication: $0 threshold drives high administrative costs, especially on a contract for which little is baselined. If a threshold is expected, we need to know at what value to assume so we can price into the proposal the under threshold changes.  

	33 A 


	NASA does not expect to have a change threshold.  All changes are subject to the changes clause 52.243-2 in the contract. 

	34 Q 


	USA’s proposal will assume NASA indemnification is provided for USA’s IMOC work. We would like to confirm that NASA is seeking to indemnify USA and that it is expected to be in place for contract start.

	34 A 
	 Indemnification is not anticipated on this contract associated with Cx because there will be no real time mission operations support.  Furthermore, The NASA procurement regulations (1850.403) require that contractors seeking indemnification must submit a request to the cognizant contracting officer.

	35 Q


	Cross waiver of liability for Cx activities – can NASA provide an update on the status of the final rule and expected update to incorporate it into FAR/NFS?  

	35 A


	Insofar as Shuttle operations continue, and prime contracts and subcontracts remain in place, the risk allocation provisions of those contracts will continue to be operative. Insofar as the present new Rule is concerned, the need for NASA to flow down a cross-waiver in a NASA Space Act Agreement to its contractors and subcontractors would not arise until there is a NASA agreement in place that contains the revised cross-waiver clause. In this regard, NASA anticipates that the flow down clause in the NASA Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) Supplement (NFS) will be revised to reflect the current revisions to 14 C.F.R. 1266. 

The Proposed Rule provided that, "To be made fully effective, the cross-waivers required by this part will necessitate concomitant changes to NASA procurement regulations. NASA plans to implement these changes as expeditiously as possible after this proposed Rule becomes final." NASA was asked whether there is there a schedule for implementation of the changes. 

It is NASA’s intention to alter the procurement regulations, in this case the NFS, soon after this new Rule becomes final. In the meanwhile, contractors and subcontractors currently performing work on existing contracts are bound by the risk allocation provisions of those contracts. To effectuate changes in those contracts to incorporate the new NASA FAR Supplement provisions, should it be appropriate to do so, NASA anticipates modifying those contracts. However, as stated earlier, the need for NASA to flow down a cross-waiver in a NASA Space Act Agreement does not arise until there is a NASA agreement in place that contains the revised cross-waiver clause.

	36 Q


	Small Business Goals. USA understands (and appreciates) that NASA JSC is working to minimize applicability of agency SB goals relative to IMOC. In the event the goal is not reduced to a level considered realistically achievable, USA would recommend incorporation of “best effort” language into the Small Business Subcontracting Goals, H.6, similar to how it’s handled on SPOC which states:  “Performance by the contractor in exerting its best effort to operate in accordance with this plan shall be a factor in determining award fee under this contract.”    

	36 A


	NASA is awaiting approval for the SB goals.  We will review and consider your suggestion as appropriate. 

	37 Q


	OCI – USA believes that some fine-tuning of the IMOC SOW language will be necessary to eliminate any ambiguity as to our role relative to requirements and capability development so as to eradicate even the appearance of OCI. USA would expect to work with NASA to edit the SOW as necessary to eliminate OCI to the extent possible. The focus or our concern is predominantly in the introduction area to the SOW where a few statements describing USA’s role might be misinterpreted and mischaracterized if read by third parties.


	37 A


	We agree that further discussion about OCI is needed. NASA is also working on OCI mitigation plans and will make this available when completed.  

	38 Q


	Does NASA expect to reference a specific manifest in the contract, or will we be required to support the current manifest as it changes, as is the case with SPOC?  IMOC technical resources are tied in part to the specific manifest issued with the RFP.  How are the impacts of future manifest changes to be captured?    

	38 A


	This will work the same as it has on SPOC.  USA is to propose against the manifest in the RFP Section L and support the manifest as it changes during the course of the contract.  Contract changes would only be processed if the manifest changes affect the staffing requirements/cost.  Task orders and amendments to task orders will be issued as needed.

	39 Q


	Contract closeout – since USA is pricing only activity through September 30, 2012 (Option I) contract closeout costs are specifically excluded. Please clarify NASA’s expectation relative to contract closeout cost treatment.

	39 A


	Closeout cost is normally a G&A cost and should be charged per the approved disclosure statement.  If it is a direct charge, USA will need to submit the cost and the supporting basis of estimate. 

	40 Q


	Please clarify accounting expectations for technical management and integration activities (SOW paragraph mapping), such as assisting NASA management with ops concepts development, technical performance evaluation, etc.

	40 A
	USA should charge either direct/indirect to meet the contract requirement and per the approved disclosure statement.

	41 Q


	New Technology: The IMOC model contract does not include a DRL/DRD for a New Technology Report. Is this intentional? Clause G.4 would indicate a report is expected. In SPOC that’s a DRD.

	41 A
	No DRD is required.  New technology disclosure/reporting will be per G.4.

	42 Q


	We would like to run through the tech volume organization with your team to ensure it is what is expected relative to how we are addressing each org within the response.

	42 A
	We acknowledge that division mapping to the SOW paragraphs will be done where appropriate.  The proposal must meet the instructions in Section L.  

	43 Q

	Please clarify your intent regarding re-use of SPOC DRDs (specifically, those required at proposal submittal).  Is it acceptable to submit the existing SPOC DRD without modification to satisfy certain IMOC DRD requirements (as specified in the RFP)?

	43 A

	It is acceptable to submit existing SPOC DRDs with applicable modifications to satisfy IMOC DRD requirements.  All deliverables must reference IMOC contract number and must be compliant with the DRDs.


