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The purpose of this Amendment is to incorporate a number of changes into the SIR.  Accordingly, the SIR is amended as follows:

1. At Part I, Section C, page iv, the reference to Appendix C, AFSSVS Concept of Use, is deleted and Appendix C is identified as reserved.

2. At Item C2.1 c (1), correct the AFSSVS Specification Number to read as indicated below:

From:  FAA-AND-320 B (April 20, 2001)

To:      FAA-AND-320 C (July 2, 2001)

3. At Part I, Section C Item C2.1.c(2), change Draft AFSSVS Protection Profile reference as indicated below:

From:  Draft AFSSVS Protection Profile, Version 1 (November 17, 2000)

To:      Draft AFSSVS Protection P{rofile, Version 1A (May 30, 2001)

4. At Part I, Section C, Item C2.1.e, the following changes to the Military (MIL) Standards are incorporated:

	a)
	FROM:
	MIL-HDBK-470A  Designing and Developing Maintainable Products and Systems

	
	TO:
	MIL-HDBK-470A  Designing and Developing Maintainable Products and Systems (August 4, 1997)

	b)
	FROM:
	MIL-STD-470  Maintainability Program Requirements (for Systems and Equipment)

	
	TO:
	Deleted

	c)
	FROM:
	MIL-STD-471A, Note 2  Maintainability Verification/Demonstration Evaluation

	
	TO:
	Deleted

	d)
	FROM:
	MIL-STD-1472D  Military Standard Human Engineering Design Criteria for Military Systems, Equipment and Facilities, March 1989

	
	TO:
	MIL-STD-1472F  Military Standard Human Engineering Design Criteria for Military Systems, Equipment and Facilities (August 1999)


5. At Part I, Section C, Item C3.7.12.3, the fourth paragraph is revised to read as indicated below:

“The Contractor shall maintain a record of all hardware and software warranty failures received from the Government.  The Contractor shall prepare and deliver warranty failure reports to the Government, beginning 30 days after Government acceptance of the first operational AFSSVS site.  The warranty failure reports shall be in Government approved Contractor format, shall have a hardware and a software section, and shall be submitted monthly.”

6. At Part I, Section C, Item C3.8.2.4.f, change the CDRL reference as indicated below:

	
	FROM:
	CDRL:  TNG014

	
	TO:
	CDRL:  TNGOJT


7. At Part I, Section F, Attachment F.1, AFSSVS Schedule Data and Attachment F.2, AFSSVS Configuration Data are hereby deleted and replaced with updated attachments which may be found as part of this Amendment. 

8. At Part III, Section J, Attachment J-2 (CDRLs List and Schedule), Item TNG014, change the CDRL reference as indicated below:

	FROM:
	CDRL:  TNG014, 90 DARO, ON-THE-JOB TRAINING

	TO:
	CDRL:  TNGOJT, 90 DARO, ON-THE-JOB TRAINING


9. At Part I, Section C, Appendix D-2, Protection Profile, Item 1.3, the third sentence of the 4th paragraph is changed as follows:

	FROM
	Any flight service information lost or improperly modified potentially degrades aviation safely.

	TO:
	Any flight service information lost or improperly modified potentially degrades aviation safety.


10. At Part III, Section J, Attachment J-1, an updated AFSSVS Specification is hereby incorporated into the SIR and replaces the prior specification.  The complete specification may be found as part of this Amendment.

11. At Part IV, Section L, the Table of Contents is changed as indicated below:

	a)
	FROM
	Attachment L.4 - OCT 

	
	TO:
	Attachment L.4 - OCT Information for Offerors

	b)
	ADDED
	Attachment L.5A - Computer-Human Interface Prototype Description

	c)
	ADDED
	Attachment L.5B - AFSSVS Voice Switch Demonstration Script 


12. At Part IV, Section L, Attachment L.2, AFSS Site Configurations is hereby deleted and a revised Attachment L.2, AFSS Site Configurations and Offloading Links is hereby added and may be found as part of this Amendment.

13. At Part IV, Section L, Attachment L.4, Operational Capabilities Test Plan dated 28 Feb 2001 is hereby replaced with Attachment L.4 Operational Capabilities Test Information for Offerors dated 2 Jul 2001.

14. At Part IV, Section L, Paragraph L5.0, the projected milestone schedule is hereby deleted and replaced with the schedule listed below:

	Activity
	Date

	Release SIR
	February 28, 2001

	Phase I Submittals
	March 20, 2001

	Determine Phase II Offerors
	April 20, 2001

	Receive Technical, Management and Subcontracting, & Past Performance Proposals to include Tailored Contract
	August 6, 2001

	FAA Returns CO Reviewed Tailored Contract
	September 7, 2001

	Conduct OCA
	September 17 – October 26, 2001

	Receive Cost/Price Proposals
	October 5, 2001

	Determine Phase III Offerors
	December 7, 2001

	Install OCT Equipment
	January 3 – January 25, 2002

	Conduct Operational Capabilities Testing
	January 28 – March 29, 2002

	Contract Award
	April 30, 2002


15. At Part IV, Section M, Item M2.2, the following paragraph is hereby added:

Offerors should also note that during Phase II of the evaluation, specifically Volume I, Technical Volume, offerors receiving a marginal or unsatisfactory rating in any of the four most important factors (architecture, operations, computer human interface and telecommunications offloading) will not advance to Phase III.

16. At Part IV, Section M, Item M3.3.1 is deleted and replaced with the following:

M3.3.1  Operational Capability Testing

The Operational Capability Test (OCT) will place two (2) of the Offeror’s proposed voice switches into an operational environment to assess their suitability, functionality and effectiveness in response to the Operational Requirements Traceability Matrix (ORTM) items.  The ORTM is included as part of the OCT Information for Offerors located at Attachment L.4.  Attachment L.4 is hereby incorporated as part of this paragraph.  Test results will be used to discern any strengths, weaknesses and risks identified during the OCT for their potential impact to areas of technical, cost and schedule.  The specific areas of Automated Call Directory (ACD), Communications Offloading and Computer Human Interface (CHI) will also be assessed for approach, functionality and operational suitability.  ACD and CHI will merit the most careful consideration in OCT.  These areas will be prioritized for review if test time is reduced due to any anomalies while conducting the OCT.  Strengths, weaknesses and risks for OCT are defined as follow:

	Strength
	A feature of the offeror’s switch corresponding to an ORTM parameter that provides benefit to the Government.

	Weakness
	A feature of the offeror’s switch corresponding to an ORTM parameter that may compromise the usefulness or supportability of the system. 

	Risk
	Low:  Proposed system is operationally suitable with only minor system modifications.

Moderate:  Proposed system is operationally suitable with modifications.

High:  Proposed system requires significant modifications/redesign to be operationally suitable.


END OF AMENDMENT

