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System Integration Services for OSFI STTR Project, SBIPS RP# 59017-160009/B

Questions and Answers

QUESTION 6: Annex A, 3.4.6 e) & SRCL — It is noted that in the Statement of Work (Annex A, 3.4.6 €))
“The Contractor may, at its discretion, conduct application construction work off-site at its own location,
using its own development processes and tools. The Contractor is not permitted to conduct any work off
site of a secure nature which requires the transmission of secure data...” This statement is supported with
the SRCL “PART C SAFEGUARDS (SUPPLIER)” with all requirements reflected as “No”; however, PART
A, 7. c) reflects the project as “SECRET”, which by default deems this a classified project.

As the SoW clearly states the Contractor is not permitted to conduct any off-site work of a secret nature,
and all the PROTECTED/CLASSIFIED work will be done on OSFI’s site, it is requested the SRCL be
amended to reduce the “Level of Information” to “Protected B”, which is consistent with the nature of the
work that would be permitted at a Contractor’s office.

ANSWER 6: he Common Professional Services SRCL(s) cannot be modified. To clarify the Security
requirements, resources will require Secret clearance and Reliability screening as applicable to the
resource category and detailed in the Security Classification Guide published with the RFP (pages 228-
231 of .pdf file, following the SRCL). The SRCL does not mean that the Contractor's facilities, from which
they may choose to do some application construction work using test data, needs to be Secret cleared.
Further, the Contractor will not be working with sensitive materials off-site.

QUESTION 7: In the Evaluation Criteria for R-8.6 SharePoint Development Specialist, item c) states the
points available with regard to addressing “..each item of the point rated criteria in paragraph d)”. Could
the client please confirm that this should read “..each item of the point rated criteria in paragraph c¢)"?

ANSWER 7: Yes, the RFP has been corrected. Refer to RFP Change below. .

QUESTION 8: In the Evaluation Criteria for R-8.6 SharePoint Development Specialist, item d) states the
points available with regard to addressing “..each item of the point rated criteria in paragraph e)”. Could
the client please confirm that this should read “..each item of the point rated criteria in paragraph d)"?

ANSWER 8: Yes, the RFP has been corrected. Refer to RFP Change below.

RFP Changes

1. At Attachment 4.1 — Technical Evaluation Criteria, Table R-8.6 SharePoint Development Specialist

e DELETE:

c) The Bidder should demonstrate, using 10 Up to 10 points per project (maximum 1 project) as
project descriptions, that the resource follows:
has experience, on one project for a e 10 points — The Bidder’s response:
minimum duration of six months, within i. addresses each item of the point rated
the six years preceding the issuance criteria in paragraph d); and
date of this RFP, prototyping and ii. demonstrates all aspects of the
configuring the SharePoint platform experience of the identified resource by
version 2013 (or more recent) in client- providing a description of the work
facing prototyping sessions. performed in the role;




6 points — The Bidder’s response:
i addresses each item of the point rated
criteria in paragraph d); and
ii. provides information which demonstrates
some (but not all) aspects of the
experience claimed;
2 points - The Bidder’s response:
i.  fails to address each item of the point
rated criteria in paragraph d); or
ii. addresses each item of the point rated
criteria in paragraph d) but does not
provide any information which
demonstrates the experience claimed; or
0 points — The Bidder’s response does not
address the stated point rated criteria in
paragraph d).

d) The Bidder should demonstrate, using
project descriptions, that the resource
has experience, on one project for a
minimum duration of six months, within
the six years preceding the issuance
date of this RFP, working with and
developing a managed metadata-based
Information Architecture for a SharePoint
version 2010 (or more recent)
implementation.

10

Up to 10 points per project (maximum 1 project) as
follows:

10 points — The Bidder’s response:
i addresses each item of the point rated
criteria in paragraph e); and
ii. demonstrates all aspects of the
experience of the identified resource by
providing a description of the work
performed in the role;
6 points — The Bidder’s response:
i addresses each item of the point rated
criteria in paragraph e); and
ii. provides information which demonstrates
some (but not all) aspects of the
experience claimed;
2 points - The Bidder's response:
i fails to address each item of the point
rated criteria in paragraph e); or
ii. addresses each item of the point rated
criteria in paragraph e) but does not
provide any information which
demonstrates the experience claimed; or
0 points — The Bidder's response does not
address the stated point rated criteria in
paragraph e).




