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STATE OF MONTANA

REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL ADDENDUM

RFP NO. 14-2965A
TO BE OPENED: FEBRUARY 20, 2014
TITLE: OFFENDER TRACKING SYSTEM
ADDENDUM NO. 2
To All Offerors:

Attached are written questions received in response to this RFP.  These questions, along with the State's response, become an official amendment to this RFP.

All other terms of the subject "Request for Proposal" are to remain as previously stated.

Acknowledgment of Addendum:

The offeror for this solicitation must acknowledge receipt of this addendum.  This page must be submitted at the time set for the proposal opening or the proposal may be disqualified from further consideration.

I acknowledge receipt of Addendum No. 2
Signed: ___________________________________

Company Name: ____________________________

Date: ______________________

Sincerely,

Jeannie Lake
Contracts Officer

	Question Number
	Page Number
	Section Number
	Questions & Answers for RFP # 14-2965A

	1. 
	12 &16
	3.0 & 3.4.1
	Q:  Section 3.0 contains three sentences each that read:

“The RF Beacon will signal via cell phone tower and/or landline tracking.”

Section 3.0 contains an additional sentence that reads:


“The MDOC requires the availability of RF Beacon/home unit that is able to communicate 
via cell tower and/or landline tracking.”

Section 3.4.1 contains a sentence that reads:

“The RF Beacon must be able to communicate with the GPS ankle device and will signal 
via cell phone tower and/or landline.”

These five sentences directly contradict the industry standard definition of a GPS beacon, referenced in Section 3.0 on page 12, which states:


“The beacon does not transmit program or equipment data to the monitoring computer.”

Please remove the five sentences, found in Sections 3.0 and 3.4.1 that require the beacon to communicate with the vendor’s central monitoring computer. 

A:  Either the beacon or the GPS unit needs to have the ability to transmit data to the monitoring computer.

	2. 
	21
	5.0
	Q:  Please clarify whether pricing for Items A. and B. should include the 20% spare allowance and the 10% lost and damaged allowance currently utilized by the agency, and as described in Sections 3.6.2 and 3.6.7 on page 17.

A:  The spare allowance fee and lost/damaged fee are separate from the pricing items A. and B.

	3. 
	17
	
	Q:  RFP Page 17 states: “3.6.10 Home Based Receiver.  In certain cases, offenders will reside or work in areas with poor or no cellular coverage. In these cases MDOC requires a home-based receiver. Currently, the MDOC does not use any home-based receivers, but requires the option due to Montana’s geographical challenges the offender simply plugs the tracking unit into the downloader; program and equipment information is automatically communicated to the monitoring computer via the offender’s landline connection.”
A:  The State acknowledges that this is a statement and not a question.

	4. 
	
	
	Q:  Question #4 of the Q&A: 

“Background. The RFP refers to an RF Beacon and that it is mandatory with the GPS OTS. It states that “the RF Beacon will signal via cell tower and/or landline.” There are two RF beacons that act as RF receivers that receive RF signals from the One Piece GPS and when in violation (beacon is not receiving RF transmit anymore – home curfew violation) the GPS device recognizes that and sends a violation across the cellular model in the GPS device. The beacon will not communicate through a land line or cellular directly. Is that allowable?

A:   Yes-MDOC would agree to either the RF units or the GPS devices being able to call out alerts. 
Q:  Based on the answer to question #4 of the Q&A which allows “either the RF units or the GPS devices being able to call out alerts.“, will the state consider making a landline connection optional to comply with the 3.6.10?

A:  DOC declines this request-it is necessary to have the landline connection as an option for offenders living within challenging geographical areas. 
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