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1. MARKET SURVEY REQUEST
The U.S. Government (USG) appreciates the time and effort taken to respond to this survey.  Ultimately, the USG is seeking a single source contractor that can demonstrate the best capabilities to meet the full JLTV production and operational support requirements for the Scope of Work (SOW) summarized below.  The USG intends to conduct a source selection with at least the three contractors currently participating in JLTV Engineering, Manufacturing and Development (EMD).  The purpose of this market survey is to determine whether there are any viable non-EMD vendors able to compete on a full and open basis in accordance with the acquisition strategy of the JLTV program.   

The LRIP/Production phase contract is currently planned for a limited competition and award in FY2015.  The LRIP/Production phase contract is intended to be a single award, fixed price contract consisting of a three year LRIP period (base year and two option years) with an option for five years of Full Rate Production (FRP) deliveries (eight years total).  FRP deliveries are expected to be secured through either a five year sole source multiyear contract or a single base year sole source contract with four option years.
2. PROPRIETARY
 The USG acknowledges its obligations under 18 U.S.C. §1905 to protect information qualifying as “confidential” under this statute. (To avoid possible confusion with the meaning of the term “confidential” in the context of Classified Information,” we will use the term “PROPRIETARY” in place of “confidential” for the purposes of this market survey.)  Pursuant to this statute, the USG is willing to accept any PROPRIETARY (e.g. trade secret) restrictions placed on qualifying data forwarded in response to the Questionnaire and to protect it from unauthorized disclosure subject to the following:
- Clearly and conspicuously mark qualifying data with the restrictive legend (all caps) “PROPRIETARY” with an explanatory text so the USG is clearly notified of the data needing to be appropriately protected.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK7][bookmark: OLE_LINK8] -  In marking such data, please take care to mark only those portions of the data or materials truly proprietary (over breadth in marking inappropriate data as “PROPRIETARY” may diminish or eliminate the usefulness of your response).  Use circling, underscoring, highlighting, or other appropriate means to indicate the portion of a single page to be protected as PROPRIETARY.
 -  Proprietary data transmitted electronically, whether by physical media or not, whether by the respondent or by the USG, shall contain the “PROPRIETARY” legend, with any explanatory text on both the cover of the transmittal email and at the beginning of the file itself.  Where appropriate for only portions of an electronic file, bracket those PROPRIETARY portions  using the restrictive legends “PROPRIETARY PORTION BEGINS:” and “PROPRIETARY PORTION ENDS.”
-  In any reproduction of technical data or any portions thereof subject to asserted PROPRIETARY restrictions, the USG shall also reproduce the asserted PROPRIETARY legend and any explanatory text.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4] -  The USG sometimes uses support contractors in evaluating responses.  Consequently, responses which contain proprietary information may receive only limited or no consideration since the respondent’s marking of the data as “PROPRIETARY” will preclude disclosure of that data to any parties outside of the USG and therefore will preclude disclosure to these support contractors assisting  in that evaluation effort.  The USG will use its best efforts to evaluate those responses that contain proprietary information without using support contractors consistent with the resources available, but cannot guarantee that  proprietary data will be considered.
3. DISCLAIMER
 The USG is not obligated to protect unmarked data. The USG is not responsible for the public disclosure of unmarked data received in response to this market survey. Should the USG need to reproduce data marked “PROPRIETARY” for distribution purposes between USG offices, all such data will be reproduced with restrictive legends in place. Additionally, all USG personnel provided with information marked “PROPRIETARY” will, prior to receiving copies of such information, sign a Non-Disclosure Agreement which both alerts personnel of the proprietarynature of the information being provided as well as the seriousness of the Government’s obligations to protect such information.

4. CLARIFICATION OF THIS ACTION
This request is a Market Survey.  It is an inquiry intended to measure the level of industry interest and industry ability in competing for a potential USG contract.  Responses to this survey may influence the USG’s decision to issue the subject solicitation under full and open competition.  This is not a pre-solicitation notice or Request for Proposals (RFP).  Nor will a contract be awarded from this announcement.  Information provided regarding the potential contract as presented in this Market Survey is subject to change.  Additionally, as a Market Survey, this inquiry does not bind the USG to solicit for or award a competitive contract.  Participation in the survey is also wholly voluntary on the part of the contractor and no reimbursements will be made to any contractor for costs associated with its participation in the survey.  Data submitted to the USG will not be returned but will remain archived as part of the survey’s historical records.  Lastly, participation in this Market Survey, while important to the Army and United States Marine Corp (USMC), is neither mandatory nor is it requisite by the contractor for future participation in this or similar contract RFPs.

5. JLTV PROGRAM OVERVIEW 
The JLTV Program Manager will request approval for LRIP of JLTV variants/configurations that have been assessed and evaluated as ready for production.  LRIP assets will be used to establish the initial production capability, provide articles for test, and provide JLTVs for fielding to the First Unit Equipped (FUE)/Initial Operational Capability (IOC) organization. The contract will consist of an LRIP/Production quantity of vehicles of each variant for initiation of Test and Evaluation (T&E) events. These vehicles will be used to establish production process capability and provide articles for performance testing, reliability testing, Full Up System Level (FUSL) live fire testing, Multi-Service Operational Test and Evaluation (MOT&E), and for initial fielding.  The program does not anticipate requesting a waiver to the 10 percent limit on LRIP vehicle production.  See DODI 5000.2.  The potential LRIP/Production quantity limit is 5,520 vehicles based on taking 10 percent of the total combined Army, USMC, and Navy procurement quantity of 55,201 vehicles.  The LRIP/Production period will be conducted from FY2015 through FY2017, with receipt of vehicles occurring approximately 12 months after LRIP/Production contract award.   Production rates average approximately 19 vehicles per month in LRIP/Production Year 1, 44 vehicles per month in LRIP/Production Year 2, and 87 vehicles per month in LRIP/Production Year 3. The LRIP/Production Year 3 delivery rate of 87 per month represents approximately 42% of the FRP rate of 208 vehicles per month.

6. EMD PHASE OVERVIEW 
There are currently three EMD contractors performing the effort outlined below. They are: AM General, LLC, South Bend, IN, (W56HZV-12-C-0258), Lockheed Martin Corporation, Grand Prairie, TX, (W56HZV-12-C-0262), and Oshkosh Corporation, Oshkosh, WI, (W56HZV-12-C-0264).  The JLTV is comprised of two variants based on a common vehicle automotive platform, a two-seat and a four-seat variant, and a companion trailer (JLTV-T). The two-seat variant has one base vehicle platform, the Utility vehicle (JLTV-UTL). The four-seat variant has two base vehicle platforms, the General Purpose vehicle (JLTV-GP) and the Close Combat Weapons Carrier vehicle (JLTV-CCWC).  Each base vehicle platform will be configured as a Mission Package Configuration through the installation of Mission Packages, as defined in Annex K of the JLTV Purchase Description (PD) (Attachment 1).  Aforementioned contracts and associated attachments are located on the USG’s PROCNET website at:  http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/jltv_emd/jltv_emd.htm

The JLTV EMD solicitation (W56HZV-11-R-0329) offered non-EMD vendors the opportunity to participate in the JLTV EMD program at their own risk and expense.  Per the Production and Deployment Phase Market Research (non-EMD vendors) paragraph in the executive summary: “Non-EMD vendors will be expected to perform, at a minimum, all of the same testing in the same manner with the same hardware quantities as the EMD vendors.”

7. PROGRAM AFFORDABILITY AND COST TARGETS
All interested JLTV participants must balance affordability with the achievement of the Iron Triangle of protection, payload, and performance. The Average Unit Manufacturing Cost (AUMC) target (see section C.1.3 of EMD Statement of Work for definition of AUMC) for the vehicle configurations across the Family of Vehicles (FoV) in production is $250K (FY11 constant dollars).  The cost target for the B-kit Armor is $65K (FY11 constant dollars). The JLTV EMD PD defines all of the capabilities desired at these cost targets. 

8.  LRIP/PRODUCTIONACQUISITION STRATEGY 
It is expected that the potential LRIP/Production prime contractor will demonstrate capabilities and maturity levels required for Production.  The JLTV acquisition strategy pre-supposes successful achievement of EMD testing or equivalent and appropriate risk mitigation to achieve a Milestone C decision.  Therefore, the LRIP/Production Phase test profile is expected to be scaled to mitigate the remaining post-Milestone C risks and complete mandated testing, and will not duplicate the extensive EMD testing.  Accordingly, during the source selection for the single award of the LRIP/Production Contract, any offeror proposing JLTV vehicle solutions reflecting untested and/or un-validated designs, or only partially tested designs, will be evaluated with higher risk and such proposals may not be assessed as competitive.  The final Capability Production Document (CPD) for JLTV LRIP/Production will be developed during EMD and the LRIP/Production contract PD will be derived from it.  The tiering of the EMD PD represents current priorities and is the most current indication of how performance compliance would likely be considered for the LRIP/Production contract award.  Contracts and associated attachments are located on the USG’s PROCNET website at:  http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/jltv_emd/jltv_emd.htm

9. QUESTIONNAIRE AND RESPECTIVE SOW: 
You can respond in total or to any part of this questionnaire.  However, if you believe your company may be a viable non-EMD vendor, please take the time to respond to the entire questionnaire below.  In addition, the Government requests current EMD contractors respond to ONLY the questions within the following sections: 9.1  Contractor Information; 9.3.1.2, 9.3.1.8, 9.3.1.12, 9.3.1.14, 9.3.4.2, 9.3.5.3 and 9.3.5.5  Logistics; 9.8 Small Business (SB); and  9.9.1 , 9.9.2, 9.9.5 Acquisition Planning.

Electronic responses are required. Please be advised that responses shall not contain any classified information. Do not provide brochures, pamphlets or marketing paraphernalia describing your company that are extraneous to the questions being asked.  Further, electronic responses shall be provided in any of the following formats:  Microsoft Word 2007 or earlier, Microsoft Excel 2007 or earlier, Microsoft PowerPoint 2007 or earlier or Adobe Acrobat.  The maximum size of each email message should be no more than four and one-half (4.5) megabytes.  You may use multiple email messages if necessary.  The subject line must include the message number (example 1 of 3, 2 of 3, 3 of 3), and “(Company Name) response to JLTV LRIP/Production Market Survey.”  If desired, responses may address the question number so as not to repeat the question in each response.  Please spell out acronyms in their first instance.  Also, clearly mark any PROPRIETARY information per the guidance in paragraph 2, above.  Respondents to this questionnaire may be contacted directly in the future for additional comment and information as the requirement develops.  The USG established a website address where additional information may be posted and where interested firms will be able to address comments and questions. The web address is http://contracting.tacom.army.mil/majorsys/jltvfrp/jltvfrp.htm

No solicitation document exists at this time, and calls requesting a solicitation will not be answered.
  
Responses to the Market Survey Questionnaire and requests for clarification should be sent via e-mail to  usarmy.detroit.acc.mbx.wrn-jltv-rfp@mail.mil.  
Replies to this questionnaire are requested by May 10, 2013.  Please mark your information IAW paragraph 2, above. 

9.1 Contractor Information Questions:
9.1.1.  Company Name:
9.1.2   Are you a large or small business and list North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) #
9.1.3.   If small business, are you: 	
a. Small Disadvantaged or 8(a) 
b. In a Hub zone 	
c. Service-Disabled Veteran-Owned 
d. Woman Owned 
9.1.4    Mailing address: 
9.1.5   Web site address: 
9.1.6    Point of Contact (POC)/Title: 
9.1.7    E-Mail Address of POC: 
9.1.8    Telephone No of POC: 
9.1.9.    Fax No: 

9.2  Systems Engineering/Design: Technical Compliance 
The EMD Phase of the JLTV program is structured so that all threshold requirements of the EMD PD should be achievable and affordable at or below the Production and Deployment phase Average Unit Manufacturing Cost (AUMC) of $250K (FY11 dollars) based on the production quantities and assumptions provided in Manufacturing Cost Estimate Template (Attachment 6) of the Contract.  The EMD contracts require contractors to consider affordability within the JLTV design and achieve the Production and Deployment AUMC, while maximizing performance in the EMD PD. 

9.2.1  What is the current state of development for your proposed vehicle(s) solution? (Conceptual, Prototype, Modified from Production, Production)

9.2.1.1. How many of the JLTV PD Tier 1 Threshold (T) requirements, 30 in total, does your proposed vehicle(s) solution meet? (8 of the 30 are CLASSIFIED requirements)

9.2.1.2. Which of the Tier 2 through Tier 5 Threshold (T) requirements does your solution meet? (866 in the PD, 16 in the CLASSIFIED requirements)

9.2.1.3.  Does your proposed solution meet the curb weight requirement of 14,000 lbs? (PDFOV-8722, PDFOV-8723)

9.2.1.4   Does your proposed solution provide sufficient space and power to allow for the integration of all Government Furnished Equipment (GFE) listed in Annex K? (PDFOV-8129)

9.2.1.5  Is your proposed solution capable of entry onto Military Sealift Command Ships with a 78” height requirement? (PDFOV-8452) 

9.3 Logistics Scope SOW Summary:
Interim Contractor Support (ICS) - This portion of the proposed contract requires the contractor to provide support for JLTV vehicles to maintain mission capable status for garrison fielded and deployed JLTV vehicles in accordance with the fielding schedule.  The contractor’s support for garrison and deployment shall be tailored to meet several program events: pre-fielding, post-fielding and transition from interim contractor support to USG logistics support.  This portion of the contract also includes fleet and obsolescence management.

Battle Damage Assessment Repair (BDAR) - This portion of the proposed contract requires the contractor to assess battle damage, report findings to the USG and repair vehicles as determined by the USG, to bring battle damaged JLTV vehicles to Fully Mission Capable (FMC) status. 

Reset/Recapitalization (RECAP) - This portion of the proposed contract includes reset of the JLTV vehicles to Fully Mission Capable (FMC)+Safety standards, or the RECAP of the JLTV vehicles to Zero Miles/Zero Hours standards.  The reset/recap strategy shall be based on vehicle age and mileage.  

Logistics Demonstration – This portion of the proposed contract requires the contractor to provide support to a Government-run Logistics Demonstration (LD).  The LD will verify and validate technical manuals, task allocations, and maintenance execution times, as well as assess the effectiveness of the Training Support Package.  In this, the contractor will provide surrogate sub-systems or assemblies that emulate a failure mode is expected.  Functional failures will be defined by the USG.  

Fielding & Training Support – This portion of the proposed contract requires the contractor to prepare Training Support Packages (TSPs) that address New Equipment Training (NET) for Operators and Field-Level Maintainers, Train-the Trainer, as well as Institutional Training needs.  TSPs should include requirements for Training Aids, Devices, Simulators and Simulations (TADSS).  Fielding support to JLTV Fielding Team(s) is also included.
 
9.3.1 Logistics Questions
9.3.1.1 Describe your Interim Contractor Support experience.
9.3.1.2  How many months after contract award would your company be able to start performing these logistics services at a CONUS location?
9.3.1.3  Describe any similar logistics services provided for any USG agency, to include but not limited to the following: examples of service(s) performed, timeframe and location of performance.
9.3.1.4  Describe how your company would manage the daily operations for each of the logistics support services (CLS, BDAR, New Equipment Fielding, Training Support and Reset/RECAP).
9.3.1.5  Describe your experience with supporting deployed Brigades or Battalions.
9.3.1.6  Describe your experience with maintaining Army and USMC vehicles.
9.3.1.7  Describe your experience with Technical Expert Status Accreditation (TESA) requirements.
9.3.1.8  Describe how your company would manage the daily operations for each of the following production support services: retrofit, support spares and NET fielding and deprocessing.
9.3.1.9  Describe any similar production support services provided for any USG agency, including but not limited to the following: examples of service(s) performed, timeframe and location of performance.
9.3.1.10 Describe your experience in coordinating spares purchases with parts required for other purposes (for example: production, Authorized Stockage List ((ASL)), retrofit), to achieve economies of scale.
9.3.1.11 Do you have any experience using or interfacing with the Standard Army Management Information System (STAMIS) or Logistics Modernization Program (LMP) and to what extent?
9.3.1.12 Do you have experience with the Spares Acquisition Integrated with Procurement (SAIP) concept? If so, describe its employment with regard to your past production initiatives.
9.3.1.13  Describe your method of tracking spares consumption, demand history and procurement costs.
9.3.1.14  Describe your experience with providing full or partial Technical Data Packages (TDPs).
9.3.1.15   Describe your level of commonality in regards to secondary and major items.

9.3.2 	Battle Damage Assessment Repair (BDAR)
9.3.2.1 Describe your experience with assessing and repairing battle-damaged vehicles.
9.3.2.2 Describe your experience in fabrication and welding of high-hard steel.
9.3.2.3 Describe your experience with BDAR kits.

9.3.3 Reset/RECAP
9.3.3.1 What is your maximum reset capacity per month?  Maximum RECAP capacity per month?  Have you previously achieved this/these rate(s)?
9.3.3.2 Describe your company’s experience in re-constitution of materials.  
9.3.3.3 Describe any applicable set-up and space requirements for the reconstitution of Basic Issue Items (BII), special tools and test equipment, etc.
9.3.3.4 Does your company have previous experience in RECAP of Army major weapon systems?
9.3.3.5 Does your company have experience in work sharing with a USG depot for completion of RECAP in conjunction with a major vehicle upgrade?
9.3.3.6 Describe any similar services provided for any USG agency.
9.3.3.7 Describe how your facilitates are able to provide depot level maintenance service.
9.3.3.8 Describe your supply chain management approach with regard to your subcontractors and vendors if selected as a depot maintenance support provider.

9.3.4 Logistics  Demonstrations (LD)
9.3.4.1 Describe your experience recommending and providing System Support Packages (SSPs) to support of a logistics demonstration.
9.3.4.2 Are you able to provide surrogates to emulate a functional failure mode in order to validate the appropriate corrective actions (e.g., demonstrating the activities within the entire maintenance cycle) for any sub-system or assemble within your design? If so, provide examples
9.3.4.3 Describe your experience supporting LD.

9.3.5 Fielding & Training Support
9.3.5.1 Describe your experience supporting material fielding teams.
9.3.5.2 Describe your experience providing New Equipment Training (NET).
9.3.5.3 Describe your experience developing and providing Training Support Packages.
9.3.5.4 Does your company have military engineering, test, Systems Technical Support (STS), Service Parts Logistics Operations (SPLO), Integrated Logistics Support (ILS), design, or logistical groups in place to support your vehicle should it be selected?
9.3.5.5 Explain how your design offers long term sustainability.
9.4 Reliability, Availability and Maintainability (RAM) SOW Summary
The JLTV Reliability, Availability, and Maintainability (RAM) growth program aims to continually grow system reliability to meet PD RAM requirements with a high level of confidence.  Vendors are anticipated to execute mature RAM programs using RAM best practices and GEIA-STD-009-2008 as guidance.

To effectively compete in the LRIP/Production phase, it is imperative that a non-EMD Vendor has produced a JLTV-representative vehicle and performed a robust reliability growth test to demonstrate compliance with the PD RAM requirements.

The following section will pose questions relative to the RAM program, development of RAM predictions, completion of bench-, subsystem- and system-level RAM testing, and Failure Analysis and Corrective Action Reporting (FACAR) process. 

RAM Questions:
9.4.1  What is your knowledge of Reliability Growth?  How does your company apply Reliability Growth to your programs?
9.4.2  Does your company have a comprehensive systems engineering process that includes Design for Reliability (DFR)?
9.4.3  Do you have knowledge of the Failure Analysis and Corrective Action Reporting (FACAR) process?  Describe your company’s problem resolution tracking program.
9.4.4 Does your company have an internal, closed-loop FRACAS Process?  If so, please describe.
9.4.5  To what extent does your Reliability Modeling and Reliability Predictions incorporate actual bench-, subsystem- and system-level test results?  How much, if any, of the input data comes from handbooks, such as Non-electronic Parts Reliability Database (NPRD) or equivalent sources?
9.4.6  Describe the similarities/differences of the courses that RAM testing is being conducted on, to terrain profiles that match the JLTV PD Annex H Operational Terrain?  
9.4.7  How are you evaluating failures with respect to degraded performance? Is your company evaluating test deficiencies IAW scoring criteria outlined in Attachment 38, Failure Definition/Scoring Criteria?  If not, to what criteria are test deficiencies being evaluated?

[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]9.5 Manufacturing Supply Chain Readiness SOW Summary:
The Manufacturing Supply Chain Readiness objective is to evaluate the full, production-configured system to determine if the vendor correctly and completely implemented all system requirements, and whether the traceability of final system requirements are fully meet, and the final production system is maintained satisfactory for proceeding into LRIP and FRP.

Manufacturing Supply Chain Readiness Questions:
9.5.1.	Has the system product baseline been established and documented to enable hardware fabrication and software coding to proceed with proper configuration management?
9.5.2	Are all technologies mature enough for production?  What are the Technical Readiness Level (TRL) of all systems/subsystems?
9.5.3	Are the production facilities ready and required workers trained?
9.5.4	Is detail design complete and stable enough to enter low rate production?
9.5.5  Is the supply chain established and stable with materials available to meet planned low rate production?
9.5.6	Have manufacturing processes been demonstrated and proven in a pilot line environment?
9.5.7 Can you produce a truck 7 1/2 months after contract award?

9.6   Test SOW Summary
The EMD Phase of the JLTV program includes a comprehensive testing phase, structured to perform testing on vehicle RAM performance, various performance capabilities and attributes, ballistic performance, as well as an Operational Test component (Limited User Test (LUT)). 
In order to effectively compete for an LRIP contract award, it is highly critical that a non-EMD vendor, has prior to any potential participation in LRIP, developed a JLTV respresentative vehicle and demonstrated the performance of that vehicle through testing, to the level required for EMD participants.  

This portion of the Market Research will ask questions relating to testing capability, previous programs and associated testing, and supporting data that demonstrates achievement of JLTV RAM, performance, ballistic, and operational testing requirements.   

Test Questions
9.6.1 Have you developed and tested  a vehicle system that meets the  requirements for the JLTV as outlined in PD 3.0.2? (Attachment 1 to JLTV EMD contract)  If so, please provide the following information:
9.6.1.1 Performance, RAM, Ballistic and Operational Testing: provide test data that demonstrates compliance to the following Tier 1 requirements IAW the following PDFOVs from the PD): 
9.6.1.1.1 Mobility (soft soil mobility and sand slope capability):
9.6.1.1.1.1 PDFOV-7477,7987,7478,9338
9.6.1.1.2  Transportability (rotary wing and sealift):
 9.6.1.1.2.1  PDFOV- 1749,8197,8198,8199,8200,8360,8361,8432,8433,1759,3934,8452,8453,3389,8117,
9.6.1.1.3  Net-Ready – for vehicle configurations IAW Attachment 37 of the JLTV EMD contract and Annex K to the JLTV EMD PD
9.6.1.1.3.1  Survivability: PDFOV-3162,8139
9.6.1.1.3.2  Payload: PDFOV-8208,8209
9.6.1.1.4  Sustainment:
9.6.1.1.4.1.1  Maintenance Ratios/Mean Time to Repair/Max Time to Repair: PDFOV-3947,2972,2977,3956,8136,
9.6.1.1.4.2  Reliability: PDFOV-8761,8762
9.6.1 1.4.3  Force Protection: Per Classified Annex requirements
9.6.1.1.5  Operational testing: please provide any test data related to any operational testing conducted with government involvement that involved safety evaluation, maintainability evaluation or GFE evaluation.  Also include the type of operational unit in which the evaluation/testing was conducted.
9.6.1.2  Other key requirements:
9.6.1.2.1.1  Fording: PDFOV-8059,1273,8060,8444,8727,8728,8061,1277,
9.6.1.2.1.2  Fuel Efficiency:PDFOV-3338,8181,8192,8193
9.6.1.3  For the test data provided in 9.6.1.1 and 9.6.1.2 above, please include the following information:
9.6.1.3.1  Number of test assets used for each test
9.6.1.3.2  Number of miles tested (RAM testing only)
9.6.1.3.3  Listing of all operational mission failures (OMFs), along with failure mode identification codes (A,BC,BD) defined in Attachment 38, and corresponding corrective action taken.
9.6.1.3.4  Test data that demonstrates the successful integration of Command, Control, Communications and Computer (C4) equipment IAW Attachment 37 and Annex K (Net-Ready testing).  For RAM testing, please provide supporting detail that clearly indicates the extent of the testing related to the integration of GFE into the vehicle design, including any cycling of GFE equipment IAW Attachment 40 of the JLTV EMD contract
9.6.1.3.5  Test procedure followed for each test conducted
9.6.1.3.6  Test location - If not a Government location, please provide documentation certifying the ability of the test facility to test to JLTV requirements and standards. For RAM testing at non-Governmental locations, please provide supporting documentation that demonstrates that testing was conducted over terrain specified in Annex H to the PD of the JLTV EMD contract.
9.6.1.3.7  Any outstanding technical issues surfaced during testing that were not resolved.

9.6.2  Provide data that demonstrates that you integrated and tested kits equivalent to what is required for JLTV.
9.6.3  What experience do you have in providing training on-site at Government Testing Locations demonstrating the safe usage of your test vehicles?  Please provide supporting detail.
9.6.4  What experience do you have accessing/using VISION Digital Laboratory System (VDLS) and generating test reports?  Please provide supporting detail.

9.7 Quality Assurance SOW Summary
The EMD Phase of the JLTV program includes a comprehensive Manufacturing and Development Phase, and it is highly critical that a Vendor has developed JLTV representative vehicles and demonstrated path to Manufacturing Readiness Level (MRL) 8 through their Quality Management System and Supplier Quality Assurance Program, Production and Manufacturing integration performance capabilities, Process and Configuration Management Control Systems,  Lean Six Sigma, and Continuous (Continual) Process Improvements.  

Vendor must have also demonstrated Manufacturing Consistency and repeatability for manufactured parts as well as Production and Manufacturing Integration that outlines all critical design steps and Process Failure Modes and Effects Analysis (PFMEA) process that ends with a defect-free product of consistent performance at the lowest cost, and Final Inspection Report and Acceptance process.  

[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Questions for Quality Assurance
9.7.1 Describe the quality system your company has in place, including the Production Part Approval Process (PPAP) Approval Process followed.
9.7.2  Describe your supplier quality control system. 
9.7.3  Elaborate on the process controls used by your company.
9.7.4  Describe your Quality Management System, including any associated third party certifications (e.g. ISO 9001, ISO/TS 16949, AS9100, etc.)  
9.7.5  Describe your system design process to ensure that the system design is capable of being a uniform, defect-free, reproducible product. 
9.7.6  Describe your Manufacturing Consistency process to ensure that parts are manufactured in a consistent and repeatable manner per the ISO/TS-16949, 7.6.1, and 7.6.2.
9.7.7  Describe your Supplier Quality Assurance Program per ISO/TS-16949
9.7.8  Do you possess internal manufacturing capability for at least 40 - 60%  of the parts on your proposed solution?
9.7.9  Describe your PFMEA process.
9.8  Small Business (SB) Questions:
9.8.1.   What is the maximum percentage of the JLTV Production contract you would be able to subcontract to a small business?   Please provide a breakdown of the total percentage to include each SB category: Small Disadavantage Business, Woman Owned SB, Historically Underutilized Business Zone and Service Disabled Veteran Owned.
9.8.2.  What is your company doing to foster SB participation? 
 
9.9  Acquisition Planning Questions:
9.9.1. For the USG planning purposes please identify any concerns you have regarding the LRIP/Production phase based on the EMD contract, Section C and Section A; and JLTV Purchase Description (Attachment 0001).

9.9.2.  Would you be able to propose firm-fixed prices for up to five ordering years to support a Multi Year or Block Buy procurement?  Do you perceive a benefit in one procurement method over the other?  Please explain.  

9.9.3. Are all applicable facilities that would be utilized in the LRIP/Production effort U.S. Department of Defense (DoD), security clearance-capable to handle Classified information?  
9.9.4. Has your company undergone a Critical Function, Critical Component Analysis Process to identify critical functions and implement key practices to minimize supply chain threat?  If so, please state when and please provide Steps 2 - 5 of your Critical Functionality Analysis (CFA) survey.

9.9.5.  Are you willing to deliver a cost estimate for the USG to obtain unlimited rights or USG purpose rights to a Production Level Technical Data Package for your proposed JLTV solution?  As part of the cost estimate, please break out as separate line items, spare parts, subsystems, and all components that could be procured separately for sustainment functions and show what level of data rights you would provide to the USG.  Your response shall include a description of the methods and processes used to calculate the cost.
  
9.10  Business Management Questions:
9.10.1. Does your company use a Defense Contract Audit Agency (DCAA) certified cost system with the capability to segregate costs sufficiently to provide for billing by both Accounting Classification Reference number (ACRN) and Contract Line Item Number (CLIN)?  Does this capability extend to all contracting types (Firm Fixed Price (FFP), Fixed Price Incentive Fee (FPIF), Cost Plus Fixed Fee (CPFF), etc.) as well as all financing terms (Progress Payments, Performance Based Payments (PBP), etc.)?
9.10.2.  Describe your experience developing a Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) or WBS dictionary.
9.10.2.1   Describe any involvement you have had with an Integrated Baseline Review.
9.10.2.2.  Describe your experience in providing an Integrated Master Schedule and Integrated Master Plan.

9.10.3. Cost & Software Data Reporting (CSDR)
9.10.3.1.  Describe your experience preparing/submitting Cost and Software Data Reporting in accordance with DoD 5000.4M1 (CSDR Manual).  

9.10.4. Describe your Cost/Budget Constraints.
Ground Rules for question
i. Assume award will be 8 years of production consisting of 3 years LRIP and 5 years FRP
ii. LRIP award = Base year contract with two (2) option years
iii. FRP award will be either 5-yr Multi Year or Base with four (4) option years
9.10.4.1.  What is the annual quantity range for sustained, full rate production (minimum and maximum) necessary to meet the $250K (FY11 constant dollars) Average Unit Manufacturing Cost (price to USG) target over the 8 years of production?  Provide multiple answers if 9.4.4.iii or contract type (FFP, FPIF, etc.) result in different ranges.

9.10.5 Operating & Support Cost Estimates
9.10.5.1 Describe your experience with and understanding of the OSD Operating and Support (O&S) Cost Estimating Guide (October 2007) and OSD Cost Element Structure.
9.10.5.2 Describe your experience with estimating Government O&S costs (Army and/or USMC) for wheeled vehicle systems.  Description should include a listing of wheeled vehicle systems for which O&S estimates have been developed and for each wheeled vehicle system:
i. 	Types of O&S costs you have had experience estimating.
ii. 	Types of tools, models, methods and source data used to estimate these O&S costs.
iii. 	Purpose of the O&S estimate (internal contractor design decisions, reporting life cycle costs to the government, etc.)
iv. 	Describe if the estimates projected future contract costs or projected Government sustainment costs.  For Government sustainment cost estimates please describe basis of estimating Government costs. (In other words how did estimates account for Government specific costs (labor rates, overheads, Government processes, etc.)?)
v. 	Validation/verification methods used to review estimates.
9.10.5.3 Describe your experience with using technical and/or logistics metrics in estimating O&S costs for wheeled vehicles. (For example, some metrics could include system weight, fuel efficiency, reliability or mean time to repair.) 
9.10.5.4 Describe your experience in using data from prototype test experience to project O&S costs. (For example, the relationship between actual costs of spares in prototype test events vs. estimating costs of spares in sustainment.)
9.10.5.5 Describe your experience estimating consumable and reparable parts costs for Contractor Furnished Equipment (CFE) kits.
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