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This amendment is raised to answer a question asked:

Question 1:

I am somewhat puzzled by the Bid Preparation Instructions for this RFP, 
in that section 3A.1 (p.27 of the RFP) states that the Technical & Scientific Proposal
section of the bid should include 

“a) Relevance and Expected Impact of the Investigation to the SE Program

b) Traceability of the Investigation to the Objectives
c) Scope and understanding of the scientific approach
d) Scope and understanding of the technical approach”

saying “(see 3A.5)”. But, section 3A.5 only specifies detailed instructions
regarding the “Mandatory Criteria”; otherwise there are only brief, general
instructions:

“The Bid should describe the proposed project as outlined in the following 
subsections. The bidder should strive to address all items described under the letter 
“D” of each criterion, as described in section 4A.3: Evaluation Criteria and Benchmark 
Statements, at Attachment 1 to Part 4 of this RFP,” and
“The management plan should provide details on the work packages and corresponding 
personnel allocation and identify managerial risks and recommend risk mitigation 
strategies. A project schedule should be provided in the form of a Gantt chart which 
shows the planned milestones and work package activities.”

Comparing these with the much-more-detailed instructions in the other recent Space
Exploration Concept Studies RFP (9F050-17-0252), I can’t help but wonder if some
information was inadvertently left out of the RFP (i.e., the Section 3A5.2 information
from that previous RFP). 

I’m quite prepared to put together a great proposal without any further information
being specified in the RFP! Myself, I plan to follow the format specified in that
previous RFP. But I wonder if this was the CSA’s intent with this RFP. It does leave bidders 
somewhat guessing as to what CSA expects to see.

Answer 1:

Some information provided in previous RFP Bidder’s Instructions was intentionally removed as 
some items that were specified in previous RFPs are not required for this RFP, and it was thought 
that reducing the amount of instructions provided would allow for greater flexibility on the part of 
the bidder to demonstrate how the proposal meets the evaluation criteria. Additionally, the 
descriptions in Attachment 1 to part 4 should provide sufficient detail and it was deemed 
preferable to have each criteria described in only one location to avoid conflicting details.

 


