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Amendment 003 is raised to answer Bidder questions as follows:  

 
 

QUESTION DFO RESPONSE 
The wording of the Statement of Work and the 
mandatory evaluation criteria are very restrictive and 
will result in a competition with only one qualified 
bidder.  We believe it would be in the Crown’s interest 
to broaden the evaluation criteria to be more inclusive 
of a broader range of solutions while maintaining 
equivalent or better requirements for experience and 
capabilities. 

The Statement of Work has been crafted to reflect 
DFO's concept of operations.  Please provide 
specific examples of which requirements are being 
referred to. 

The Point Rated Criteria awards points for a specific 
implementation and does not recognize the 
performance and functionality adequately.  As a result 
the Crown is inadvertently favouring one particular 
solution and penalizing different implementations with 
similar or superior performance and functionality. 

Please provide specific examples. 

In mandatory requirement M3; why would the crown 
limit itself to vendors with existing service 
arrangements with MAXAR when the Pleiades NEO 
constellation can provide equally high resolution 
imagery with the benefit of not being controlled by any 
other nation's interests? 

Bidders are encouraged to include Pleiades NEO 
(paragraph 5.2.3 of the Statement of Work). 

Bidder recommends that the crown allow bidders to 
suggest the User Test Protocol and perhaps have that 
as a point rated criteria as well. 

Bidders are encouraged to guide the conduct of 
the user test (paragraph 2.2 of the User Test 
Protocol).   

It may be in the Crown’s interest to eliminate the 
mandatory criteria and make the whole bid point 
rated.  This may better recognize superior technical 
attributes that may not have been known to the client. 

Please provided specific examples. 

Another restriction that may not be in the Crown's 
interest is why would an existing service arrangement 
be needed in the case of the ageing RadarSAT-2 
Satellite when other, more modern, SAR sources may 
prove to be superior?  It is understandable that RCM 
data needs to be supported by any bidder but if that 
can be proven without a pre-arranged service 
arrangement would that not be acceptable? 

Bidders are encouraged to propose other SAR 
sources (paragraph 5.2.2 of the Statement of 
Work). 
 
It is not anticipated that data access for RCM will 
be a challenge https://www.asc-
csa.gc.ca/eng/satellites/radarsat/access-to-
data/about.asp is there a specific challenge 
Canada should be considering?  

We request that the RFP close date be extended by 6 
weeks to allow for bid preparation. 

The Government of Canada agrees to grant a 3 
week extension at this time. 

 
 

All other terms and conditions remain the same. 
 

 
 
 

 


