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Requisition No. 

   Yes, to: CST/CDT 

Amendment 

Date of Issuance: 3/11/16 Solicitation No. 3080000346 

Amendment No. 1

Hours and date specified for receipt of offers is changed: No

Pursuant to OAC 580:15-4-5©, this document shall serve as official notice of amendment to the Solicitation identified 
above. Such notice is being provided to all suppliers to which the original solicitation was sent. Suppliers submitting bids 
or quotations shall acknowledge receipt of this solicitation amendment prior to the hour and date specified in the 
solicitation as follows: 

(1) Sign and return a copy of this amendment with the solicitation response being submitted; or, 
(2) If the supplier has already submitted a response, this acknowledgement must be signed and returned prior to the 

solicitation deadline. All amendment acknowledgements submitted separately shall have the solicitation number 
and bid opening date printed clearly on the front of the envelope. 

ISSUED BY AND RETURN TO: 

Office of Management and Enterprise Services 
Central Purchasing Division    
IT Procurement      Attn: Ernest Graham 
5005 N. Lincoln Blvd. Suite 300 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105 

E-Mail Address: Ernest.Graham@omes.ok.gov 

Description of Amendment: 
a. This is to incorporate the following:

Set#1 

C.4 Management Response, C.5 System Documentation, and E.13 Bid Deliverables Pages 19-27 and pages 48 and 
49 
E.13 specifies the response format, and indicates that Responses to Specifications / Requirements be provided under 
the following four tabs: 
Tab 1: Hardware 
Tab 2: System Functionality  
Tab 3: Connectivity and Communication 
Tab 4: Maintenance and Service 

Question - Sections C.4, the Management Response (including five plans), and C.5, System Documentation, are 
under the Specifications, but don’t seem to fit into any of these categories.          Should we consider them services and 
put them under Tab 4, or do they belong somewhere else? The bidder suggests separate tabs for these sections. 

mailto:Ernest.Graham@omes.ok.gov
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Answer – Consider them services and place them under tab 4, but have a distinct cover page for them so they 
can be pulled out and evaluated separately if needed.  

C.8 Functional Requirements and E.13.4 Section 4 Response to Specifications / Requirements, Tables 8.0 to 
18.0 Pages 28-42 and 49 

Questions -The C.8 Functional Requirements tables don’t map to the tab categories above. 
 1) Are the bidders expected to break tables 8.0 through 18.0 apart into the topics listed under the tabs? 
2) Please confirm that we are only expected to put an X under either the “Current Capability,” “Future Release,” 
“Custom Dev.,” or “N/A” columns for each requirement and that detailed responses are not required. 

Answer – 1. No, they are expected to respond to each functional requirement in the RFP and put the responses 
in the designated section for functional requirements. 

Answer -2. The bidders are expected to complete the table by putting an “X” in the appropriate box and further 
detail their response on how that is accomplished. Failure to detail responses and not to include how it is met 
would not be considered to be the preferred response.  

E.11 P-Cards and E.13 Bid Deliverables Pages 48 and 49 

Question - Where in the proposal response detailed in E.13 should the E.11 P-Cards response be included? 

Answer- The P-card information can be included in Section one of E.13.1 

F. Checklist and E.13 Bid Deliverables - Pages 50, and 48 - 49 

Question - Where in the proposal response detailed in E.13 should the F. Checklist be included? Or is checklist 
intended for the bidder’s internal use only? 

Answer – The checklist for the bidder internal use only. It may not include everything that the bidder is 
required to submit.   

C.4.5 Supplier Strength and Stability - Table 4.0 Page 22 
Item #7 in Table 4.0 states “Provide financial statements and annual reports for the last three years.”  

Question-  Is it acceptable to only provide a 2014 Annual report if it covers financials for three years (2012, 2013, and 
2014)? 

Answer –  The report shall distinctly show the financial report itemized by year and it should be for the latest 
three years. 

Set#2 

Question   1. - Should we include the price of the COTs software in the proposal response? 

Answer – E.3.4 and E.13.7. - All information relating to price/costs are to be sent in a separate binder/envelope, 
on a separate CD, DVD, or thumb drive clearly marked as “Price/Cost”. 

Question  2. - In the event of any delivery logistical issues, would OSBI allow bidder to send multiple copies of the 
same proposal, using different delivery methods? 

Answer - E. Instruction to Bidder - It is the bidder sole responsibility to submit information in the bid as 
requested by the solicitation.  It’s okay as long as all original physical and electronic media copies of RFP 
proposals and cost proposals are submitted and received by the date and time of closing.  

Question 3. -  C.8. Functional Requirements, Table 18, page 40 –  
Please clarify the difference between Latent Print Full Function Workstation and the Latent Print Software.   
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Answer – Full function latent workstation is defined to be inclusive of the workstation ergonomic furniture, 
camera movement framework that supports vertical and 360 degree angle movements, flatbed scanner, and 
software to support all of features and functions that are mentioned above. 

Latent Print Software only is defined as the full feature latent workstation software that can be configured to 
run on state provided COTTS package hardware. It must support FBI certified high quality flatbed scanners. 

Question 4. -  C.8. Functional Requirements, Table 18, page 40 –  
Do the latent camera/entry assemblies need to be provided as part of the RFP response? 

Answer – Yes 

Question 5. -  E.13.4. Section 4 Response to Specifications / Requirements, Tab 3 Connectivity and Communications, 
page 49 – 
Please provide details regarding content required for Tab 3 Connectivity and Communications. 

Answer – This TAB references any internal and external communication requirements (Network, web services, 
Gateway interfaces etc.) that are needed for the proposed system to fulfil the requirements of the RFP. 

Set#3 

1. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - A.20.5. Insurance, page 8 
This section states “Additional coverage required by the State in writing in connection with a particular Acquisition”. 
What is required by the state in regards to “Additional Coverage”?  

Answer – The state and agency does not require any additional coverage regarding this solicitation. 

2. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - A.36.1. Conflict of Interest, Page 11 
In A.36.1 it states “other relevant contact.”  
What other relevant contacts is this referring to? 

Answer – Contacts between the agency personnel or bidders pertaining to this solicitation.   

3. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - A.37. Limitation of Liability, Page 12 
Can the limitation of liability be capped at twice the value of the contact? 

Answer –  E.3.10. …. If a Bidder takes exception to any requirement or specification contained in this 
Solicitation, these exceptions must be clearly and prominently stated in the Bid - E.13.1. Section One f.) 

4. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - A.5 Legal Contract, A.10. Rejection of Offer and A.53. Acceptance of 
Solicitation Content, Page 15 
Is it acceptable to the OSBI for us to include our Standard Terms and Conditions in Section Six Bidder Agreements of 
the proposal response? 

Answer – E.3.10. …. If a Bidder takes exception to any requirement or specification contained in this Solicitation, these 
exceptions must be clearly and prominently stated in the Bid - E.13.1. Section One f.) 

5. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - B.4.Warrants, Page 17 
Please provide a list of warranty exclusions (for example, misuse, act of God) 

Answer – E.3.10. …. If a Bidder takes exception to any requirement or specification contained in this Solicitation, these 
exceptions must be clearly and prominently stated in the Bid E.13.1. Section One f.) 

Will OSBI accept updated language regarding ownership right regarding intellectual property? 

Answer – E.3.10. …. If a Bidder takes exception to any requirement or specification contained in this 
Solicitation, these exceptions must be clearly and prominently stated in the Bid E.13.1. Section One f.)  

7. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - A.4.7. Project Schedule, Page 24 



This table includes a line item called “Hardware Integration Complete,” which is identified as being the 
responsibility of the Supplier. As the OSBI is providing most of the hardware, please confirm what is expected 
of the Supplier for this task. 

Answer – The supplier will provide the specification and capacities for the hardware needed to support the 
proposed solution. The state will procure the stated hardware from our statewide contracts. The OSBI 
currently used HP hardware and storage for IT service delivery. 

8. Question - AFIS Project High-Level Plan - H.7 Cost Renewal Options, Table 27, Pages 54 
Are the stated renewal periods referring to additional maintenance years after warranty?  
Are the stated renewal periods referring to increases or decreases in price of annual maintenance? 

Answer – Yes, they are after warranty. And yes how the maintenance will change or stay the same across 
those years. 

Set#4 

1. Question – C.8 Functional Requirements, Table 11 Item C.8.1.75., page 34 
 What interfaces, workflows, and use cases would be required when integrating with the  enterprise service 
bus (ESB) product from WEB Methods? 

Answer- For this project it will be the AFIS to CCH web services based communication specified in the 
“AFIS Transactions Workflows and AFIS to CCH messages Definition” document attached to the RFP. 
At this point the state does not have the WEB methods product deployed. The AFIS proposal is 
supposed to support an ESB or optionally propose and provide cost for a WEB methods ESB 
implementation with their solution.  

 2. Question – B. SPECIAL PROVISIONS and  H. PRICE AND COST,  
 B.1. Contract Term, Renewal and Extension Option, item B.1.2 and  
 Table 24 section H .3, pages 16, 53 

 MorphoTrak understands that the state can only enter into a one year contract based on  section B.1.2, 
however table 24 section H.3. states “1st contract renewal period / upon  expiration of the 2 year warranty period.” With 
an additional estimated 44 week  implementation period and a 2 year warranty, this suggests a contract of 3 
years. Please  clarify. 

Answer- The warranty period starts after acceptance of the working AFIS. At the end of the two year 
warranty the state wants to know what to plan for maintenance and other related services as outlined 
in the RFP.  The contract shall cover the warranty period and optional yearly maintenance & Support 
cost to be declared.  

3. Question – H. PRICE AND COST, Section H.1., Table 22 & Section H.3. Table 24,  pages 52, 53 

 Please clarify the difference between Table 22 “Maintenance Cost First 5 Years” and  Table 24 “Annual 
Recurring Cost”.  

Answer- Those depend on the supplier’s proposal, Table 22, is specific to maintenance and AFIS 
technical support. State requires to see the overall impact in cost that includes CAPX and OPX for the 
period of 5 years to measure cost effectiveness of the proposed system. Table 24 is for licensing and 
software updates of main or third party integrated software, if the supplier’s model uses such model. 




