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QUESTIONSANDANSWERSTOREQUESTFORCLARIFICATIONRFP-DCS-00-13

1. | ti sourunderstandingthataj oi ntventurebetweentwosmal | businesseswill beal lowed, withthe
jointventureactingastheprimecontractor,ontheconditionthatthecombinedsi zeof thej oi nt
venturepartnersdoesnotexceedthe$5millionlimitation. | sthiscorrect?I f not,whattypeofjoint
venturearrangementsor other cooperativeworkwill bepermittedunder theprimecontractor
share?

Answer: Asprovidedin13CFR121.103(f)(3),ajointventureorteamingarrangementof twoormore
businessconcernsmay submitanofferasasmall busi nesssol ongaseachbusi nessconcernissmall under
thesizestandardcorrespondingtothi sprocurement. Thesi zestandardforthi sprocurementis$smillion.
QuedtionsinreferencetoJointV entures, otherthan8(a) canbeaddressedtoL indaWaters, SBA’ sOffice
of SizeDeterminationsProgramManager, at (202) 205-7315. Ms. Water’ se-mail addressis
linda..waters@sba.gov.

2. Smd|Businesseswithexi stingcapabilitiesandstrongperformancehi storiesarelikel ytohaveother,
existingworkthatwill begoingonsimultaneoud ywiththi scontract. Accordingly,theywillalmost
certainly needtoaddpersonnel or other capacityinordertocarry outtheproposedwork. Will
thesmal I busi nessprimecontractorbeal | owedtocreditconsul tantsand/orindependentcontractors
towardtheir primecontractor shareof thework?1f not, how doesthedepartment expectthat
small businesseswill havethecapacity totakeonthislevel of busi nessinadditiontotheirexisting
workload?

Answer:No.Offerorswill havetomakeabusi nessjudgementtodetermineifthey havethecapacityto
performtheworkunderthissolicitation.

3. Forthe51%of projectrevenuestipul ationfor small busi ness- canthis51%-+revenuebesplit
betweentwosmall businesses, or doesthe51%+ needtobecovered/earnedbytheprime
contractoronly(smalbusiness)?

Answer: SeeanswertoquestionlconcerningadointV enture. I ftheofferorisasmall businessunderthe
Sl Ccodecontai nedinthesolicitation,thenitmustmeettherequirementsof FAR52.219-14.

4, | stheadministrativemarkup(e.g. G& A or othermark up) onsubcontractorscountedintothe
51%revenuesharerequiredtotheprimecontractor?

Answer:No.lnthecaseof acontractfor services(exceptconstruction),theconcernwill performat| east
50percentof thecostof thecontractincurredfor personnel withitsownempl oyees. Thecostof contract
performanceincurredfor personnel includesdirectl abor costsandany overheadwhichhasonly direct
|aborasitsuase, plustheconcern’ sGeneralandA dmini strativeratemultipliedbythel aborcost.

5. | sthe51%revenuerequirementtothesmal | busi nessprimecontractorcomputedbasedonpayroll



wagesanddirectlyattributedmarkup,oronsomeotherbasi s?If other, pleaseexplain. (Dodirect
|abordollarsandfringeof aprimecontractorneedtoexceeddirectl abordol | arsof subcontractors)

Answer:Pleaseseetheanswertoquestionno.4.

6. | sthe51%revenuethat needstocometotheprimecontractoronlyfor staff wages, fringes,
overheadandGandA rel atedtothem; oristheratioca cul atedoveral programexpenditures?

Answer:Pleaseseeanswertoquestionno.4.

7. | stheadmini strativemark uponsubcontractorsconsi deredrevenuef ortheprimecontractorand
contributetothe51%7?

Answer:No.

8. Dodirectlabordollarsandfringeof primecontractorsneedtoexceeddirectlabordollarsof
subcontractors.

Ansver:Yes.

9. HowmanyentitiesappliedfortheRFP?

Answer: At least seventy-five entities requested copies of the RFP.

10. Canwerecavealis of the gpplicants with contact names and numbers?
Answer: Please see amendment no. 1.

11. Is Westat, the company doing related work under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30, an applicant
for this RFP?

Answer: They have requested a copy of the RFP.

12.  Canyou providealink/URL, or any other source of information that will give us some specifics
regarding the work Westat is doing under the above contract number?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at
(202) 219-8698 x147 or Hladson@DOLETA.GOV.

13.  Arethere any reports produced by Westat that are available? If yes, can we be sent a copy or
provided information on where we can find copies of the report(s)?



Answer: No reports have been produced under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 to date.
14. Is the agency satisfied with the work Westat has produced thus far?

Answer: Yes.

15.  Arethere any reports regarding the 36 grants that were provided that we can have?

Answer: Information regarding the grantees can be found on the Youth Opportunity webste:
WWW.yomovement.org.

16.  Canwebe provided aligt of the grantees with contact names and numbers?

Answer: Information regarding the grantees can be found on the Youth Opportunity website:
WWW.yomovement.org.

17. How many awards does the agency anticipate making for RFP-DCS-00-13?
Answer: One.

18. Where can we find information on the following things that were mentioned: Current Population
Survey, Federd Parent Locator System, American Community Survey, Decennid Census?

Answer: The Current Population Survey is conducted by the Census Bureau for the Bureau of Labor
Statigtics. The Federal Parent Locator System is overseen by the Department of Health and Human
Services. The American Community Survey and the Decennia Census are conducted by the Census
Bureau. Information about the American Community Survey can dso be found on the web at
WWW.census.gov/acswww.

19.  Towhat extent must our survey instrument reflect the Current Population Survey (CPS)? What
does “gmilar in content and methods’ mean?

Answer: The survey insrument should include questions which are sufficient for measuring labor force
datus -- specificaly, employment and unemployment -- as defined for the CPS. Asdtated inthe RFP, by
gmilar methods we mean asurvey desgn in which theinitid sepisalising of dweling units.

20.  Withregardsto the survey population, are we supposed to survey only families which have youth
participating in the programs? Who isto be surveyed for Task 1 (head of household, oldest family
members, youth 14-21, etc.)? Who isthe unit of analyss?

Answer: The unit of andyss for the survey will be youths ages 14 through 21 resding in the youth
opportunity aress.



21. In redigtic terms, what are the expectations regarding evauation of program impact on the
community when only asmdl portion of the community iseligiblefor the program? Istheemphasis
of this evaluation to be on participating youth or the communities?

Answer: All youth resding in the Y outh Opportunity arees are eigible to receive sarvices. The emphasis
of the evauation is on the communities and the youth resding in them.

22.  Andydsof other indicators— must comparisons be done exclusively on the basis of existing data
sources? What if “existing” data sources are not available for some areas in which the programs
operate?

Answer: Offerorsmay proposeto collect new dataon socid indicatorsif they believe such data collection
can be accomplished within the leve of effort and time frames specified in the RFP. DOL recognizes that
data may be unavailable or inconsstent across areas. The requirement is to get the most the offeror can
out of the exigting data.

23. The time frame for the completion of first quarter survey is very tight consdering the survey
ingrument has to obtain OMB approva. How will the DOL assist in this or will there be an
extenson of thistime frame?

Answer: We recognize that the time frame for completion of the basdline surveysis tight. However, the
surveys are intended to measure the areas’ Situations before the grants have had an affect. Since by the
end of the first quarter of caendar year 2001 the grantees will have had the funds for approximately one
year, later surveyswould not be credible. DOL will expeditethe OMB clearance processwhere possible.

24. Is the expectation that datawill be aggregated or is analysis to be done separately? How do we
address differencesin the quality of existing data sets and compatibility?

Answer: DOL is expecting both cross-gte and within ste andyses. We acknowledge that cross-gite
andyseswill be more limited than within site analyses. (Also see question 14.)

25. Wil points be earned for the methodology used to sdect participating minority colleges and
universties?

Answer: Pointswill be avarded based on the offerors response to the evauation criteria

26.  What isthe range in the number of control Stesthat is acceptable?

Answer: The number of comparison Stesthat isacceptablewill vary by thetask. Specifically, the number
of stesfor task 2 will be limited by the leve of effort while thisisnot amgjor issuefor task 3. We expect

the number of control Sitesfor task 2 to be sufficient to provide reiable estimates of the program’ simpacts
across dl gdtes.



27. In addition to the data that are being collected by the DOL on Y outh Opportunity Programs, will
the contractor be expected to develop aset of additiona survey questionsthat the contracteeswill
routinely gather?

Answer: The contractor will not be developing instruments or questions for the grantees to administer.

28. Wil dl the gtes have sufficient computer cgpability to input and organize program datain aformat
compatible with an MIS system?

Answer: The Y outh Opportunity MIS sysem is till being designed. 1t is expected that it will dlow the
contractor to retrieve the datafor al grantees eectronicaly.

29.  Assuming that the unit of andyssis the household, how should multiple families living together be
counted?

Answer: Theunit of andyssfor the surveys (task 1) will bethe youth resding in the community. For most
other tasks, the unit of andysswill be the community.

30. Can the issuing agency provide the available information, under the Freedom of Information Act,
regarding the winning Westat proposal (ref. Contract number F-7732-9-00-80-30) and any
available reports and data?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by

Westat to dateunder contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x147

or HLadson@DOLETA.GOV. No reports have been submitted under this contract to date.

31.  Will the government consider issuing an extenson of the proposal due dete by one month?

Answer: No. However, therece pt for proposal dateis extended from 2:00 PM local time, May 12, 2000

to 2:00 PM local time May 17, 2000. The Government intends to award a contract under this RFP by

June 30, 2000.

32. Is the contractor to propose the key personnel positions? If so, how many?

Answer: The offeror may propose the key personnd positions. The number will depend on how the
offeror proposes to organize the project.

33. Isthereasdary limitation cap for consultants? Doesthe DOL have apublished pay scaethat they
will score agangt?

Answer: The maximum amount of daily pay for experts and consultants is $469.

34.  Will this contract alow advance payments?



Answer: No.

35.  Will this contract dlow the fast payment procedures 52.213-17

Answer: No.

36. Please confirm the new FAR clause. We assume the clause will be 52.219-14: “Limitations on
Subcontracting—Services (except construction). At least 50% of the cost of contract performance
incurred for personnd shdl be expended for employees of the firm,” as your office has included

this clause on severd other current RFPs designated total small business set-asides.

Answer: FAR 52.219-14: “Limitations on Subcontracting wasincorporated into the RFPin amendment
no. 1.

37. If the prime contractor hires non-employee consultants and independent contractors directly, do
these efforts count as the 51% prime contractor effort or the 49% non-prime contractor effort?

Answer: See answer to question no. 4.

38. If the prime contractor burdens subcontracted efforts, doesthe overhead burden count toward the
51% prime contractor effort or the 49% non-prime contractor effort? For example,

Labor of Prime Contractor

(induding fringe benefits and overhead) $10,000,000
Subcontracted Labor 10,000,000
Prime Contractor Overhead on Subcontracts 1,000.000

Does the contractor meet the 51% requirement?
Answer: See answer to question no. 4.

39.  What isthe relationship of the existing Westat work to the proposed evaluation? Are contractors
expected to research designs, sampling frameworks, data collection protocols, questionnaires, or
any other work generated under thisexisting Westat contract in thework under thisnew proposal ?

Answer: TheWedta contract isusng asmilar methodology to eva uate the Kulick siteswhich were pilots
for the Y outh Opportunity Grants. Some of the Y outh Opportunity Sites are in the same cities and may
build upon or include Kulick sites. However, offerors are not expected to research the work under the
Westat contract.

40.  Will the Department provide copies of dl reports, surveys, and other data collection protocols or
other relevant documentsdevel oped and/or used by Westat on contract number F-7732-9-00-80-



30, and any other prior DOL-funded studies associated with the Kulick and Y outh Opportunity
Area Demondtrations?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x
147 or hladson@dol eta.gov.

41.  Without timely access to documents, it seems difficult to have afar and open competition onthis
new proposa. If these documents are not to be made available, what is the Department’s view
on how the proposa process will provide equa competitive opportunities to bidders?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x
147 or hladson@dol eta.gov.

42. Under this earlier contract, what work has been undertaken by the contractor and what has been
provided to the Department under this earlier contract? If thereiswork that has been undertaken
but not completed, will areport on the status of that work, or any partia work completed to date,
be made available to other interested bidders?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x
147 or hladson@doleta.gov.

43. It is our understanding that ajoint venture between two smal businesses will be dlowed, with the
joint venture acting as the prime contractor, on the condition that the combined size of the joint
venture does not exceed the $5 million limitation. |s this correct? If not, what type of joint
venturing arrangements or other cooperative work will be permitted under the prime contractor
share?

Answer: See answer to question no. 1.

44, Inthe earlier work that isbeing performed by Westat (referenced above), the RFP stated that the
Department felt an gppropriate small business share of that work was 23 percent. Given that the
current RFP is for sgnificantly more work, in more sites, with more complex data gathering,
management, and analytic tasks, what factors have led the Department to the conclusion that the
gppropriate smal business shareis now 51 percent or higher?

Answer: The referenced Westat contract was awarded under full and open competition. DOL stipulated
that 23 percent of the work must go to smal businesses. DOL has determined that this acquisition be
exclusvely reserved for the participation of SMALL BUSINESS CONCERNS pursuant to the Smdll
Busness Act, 15 U.S.C. 644. A set-aside restricts the competition to small businesses concerns that
qudify under theapplicablestandards. FAR 52.219-14: * Limitationson Subcontracting —Services (except



congtruction) is incorporated into this solicitation. At least 50% of the cost of contract performance
incurred for personne shall be expended for employees of the firm,”. The cost of contract performance
incurred for personne includes direct labor costs and any overhead which hasonly direct labor asitsbase,
plus the concern’s Generd and Adminigrative rate multiplied by the |abor codt.

45. We would like the following information about the Kulick and Youth Opportunity Area

Demongtrations:

1. Implementation status of each of the grantees

2. Number of participants served to date in each program

3. Staus of the youth surveys (have they been completed)? How many rounds of data
collection? What is the number of completed interviews by ste? What was the
methodology used to conduct the surveys?

Based on the limited information we have to date, we believe this information is both currently

accessible to Westat and directly related to the development of a response to this procurement.

Does the Department agree with our conclusion, and, if not, what are the factors that lead the

Department to conclude that thisinformation is not relevant to the current procurement?

Answer: 1. All the deven Kulick/Youth Opportunity Area Demondration Stes are fully
implemented.
2. Chicago 281 Boston 661
Houston 1227 New York City 458
LosAngdes 1288 Kentucky 358
Bdtimore 191 Denver 182
Detroit 160 Oakland 163

San Diego 202

3. Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work
performed by Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting
Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x147 or Hladson@DOLETA.GOV.

4, With regard to the relevance of the Kulick grants to this evaluation see our
response to question 31.

46. If data collection or other research has been initiated or completed for any pilot project, what is the
relationship of that data and research to the work under this new proposa? For example, if basdine
community youth surveys, process anayses, or ethnographies have been carried out for one or more of the
Kulick gtes, should contractors under the new RFP not propose to carry out that research in those Sites
where the work has been initiated or completed?

Answer: ETA has not fully andyzed the relationship between the Kulick sites and the Y outh Opportunity
areas. However, the Y outh Opportunity areas are larger than the Kulick areas so any work donefor that
evauation would not be sufficient for the current evaluation. Therefore, offerors may assume that thiswill



be an evauation of 36 entirely new Stes.

47. Was OMB approva required, and wasit obtained, for any of the data collection instruments or plans
for evauation of the Kulick sites? If so, will separate OMB approva be required for any of the data
collection ingruments or plans for evauation of the Y outh Opportunity grants?

Answer: OMB approva was obtained for the surveys of the Kulick sites. The clearance expiresin
February, 2003 and, if the offeror proposes to use the same instruments, could cover the initid round of
surveys under the proposed evauation.

48. Some of the research dements in the RFP are highly specific about sampling techniques and other
research implementation issues. Will the Department consider dternative ways of achieving the same
research goals, which perhaps will result in more efficient data collection or lower costs?

Answer: The Department isawayswilling to consder more efficient ways of achieving itsresearch gods.
However, offerors proposing aternative approaches should adso show they are willing and able to carry
out the approaches specified in the RFP should ETA not accept the dternative. Also, cost proposas
should be based on the approaches specified in the RFP.

49. If the Department requires that the specific techniques and other implementation issues be used as
gpecified in the RFP, were any of these techniques and implementation issues devel oped by Westat, either
under the earlier evaluation of the Kulick pilot grants or under other contracts with the Department? If so,
will relevant information and documents from that earlier work be made available to other biddersin a
timey fashion?

Answer : Nothing specified inthe RFP relies on techniques or implementati on issues devel oped by Wedtt.
50. Given the complexity of the proposd, the planning questions created by the smal business
arrangements, the need for answersto the above questions and provisions of reevant documentsthat have
beenrequested, al to assure afair and open competition, will the Department grant aone-month extension
for submisson of proposds? If not, will the Department grant any extension of the submisson deadline?

Answer: Thereisinsufficent time remaning in ETA’s procurement year to alow aone month extension.

51. What are the sample szes and response-enhancing mechanisms currently used for smilar work being
done by Westat? What is the response rate being experienced?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat under contract number F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698 x 147
or Hladson@doleta.gov.

52. What variables are being compared against control groups currently?



Answer: TheKulick grants evaluation isusing apre-post analyss. There are no comparisons to control
groups.

53. Will DOL accept a survey methodology that does not include a 10% in-person survey? If so, will
DOL accept the survey biasinherent in telephone surveys, if only atelephone survey isutilized for the area

urvey?
Answer: DOL doesnot anticipate that surveysdone under task 1 of thisRFPwill be entirely by telephone.

54. Since certain census data fields are private and confidentia, would the U. S. DOL intervene, under
nondisclosure/confidentidity process and restricted use for household selection only, to obtain the data
fidds (e g., age of household members) for the contractor?

Answer: DOL anticipates obtaining aggregated data from the Census Bureau o that this will not be an
issue. We arewilling to discuss dternatives with Censusif individua data are necessary.

55. What degree of comparative analysesis presently done and what variables are infact planned to be
compared in the ongoing effort by the “incumbent”?

Answer: The current evauation isusing a pre-post andyss. The mgor variable isthe employment rate
of youth residing in aKulick area. Additiona information about the work performed by Westat under
contract number F-7732-9-00-80-30 can be examined by contacting Harry Ladson at (202) 219-8698
x147 or HLadson@DOLETA.GOV.

56. What aspects, data fields of the Decennid Census, American Community Census (Sc¢.), €tc. are
currently being used or planned in their design by the “incumbent” for overal assessments?

Answer: Wedta is not usng the Decennid Census or the American Community Survey in the Kulick
evauation.

57. Isthe “incumbent” or contractor in a Smilar project presently measuring or evaluating (or have
evauated in the past) opinions of related individuals, such as bus drivers, educators, etc.? What
mechaniams (phone, vidit, malled survey) are used and for which subjects are each method used? What
has been the success rate for each means of data collection and each subject category?

Answer: The mechanism for this data collection is informd interviews. Insufficient work has been
accomplished to date to discuss success rates.

58. What isthe SIC code for thissolicitation ... 8732 as stated on page 8 or 8742 as stated on page 487?
Answer: 8742

59. Arethe grant applications of the winners available to read at thistime?



Answer: No. For thisinformationyou should contact Cheryl Harris, Freedom of Information Act Officer.
Ms. Harris can be reached on (202) 219-8702 x136.

60. 1sOMB clearance needed and, if so, for what types of instruments?

Answer: OMB clearance will be required for any fixed set of questionsto be administered to ten or more
respondents. At aminimum thiswould apply to the questionnairesfor task 1. Other protocols may require
clearance depending on the offeror’ s approach.

61. Given concerns about confidentidity, gaining access to “welfare case records’ is unlikely. 1sDOL
interested in aggregate data on welfare recipients or isindividual-level data abstracted from case records
being suggested? Please darify what types of wefare information is of interest.

Answer: Aggregated data should suffice whereindividua data are unavailable.

62. Intask 1, the RFP gates that the surveys will be used to determine crime ratesin the area. Please
clarify what type of crimerateinformation isexpected to be collected through individud surveys. By crime
rate, does the DOL want to know about crimind activity of youth? Does DOL want crimeratesin terms
of victimization? If S0, should the crime rate information come from the survey or from secondary sources?

Answer: Ataminimum, ETA expects the contractor to collect crime datafrom secondary sources. Data
on crimina activity collected under task 1 may cover crimes committed by and crimes againgt youth
resdent inthearea. However, theseinterviews are intended to be relaively short (no more than one half-

hour) and primarily cover employment status and school enrollment.  This will limit the amount of
information about crimina activity collected from this source.

63. Inthe RFP, it is stated that the contractor will conduct surveys of each of the 36 loca Y outh
Opportunity areas to determine the employment, educationd enrollment and attainment, graduation rates,
wages, wdfare enrollment, and crimeratesin the community and to have sufficient Szesto reiably measure
employment ratesfor in-school and out-of-school youth in each area. DoesETA intend for the contractor
to survey youth ages 14-15?

Answer: Yes.

64. Has the DOL required al Youth Opportunity grantees to provide standardized data on the
characterigtics of dl participants or youth served by Y O-funded grants? If o, isit anticipated that these
datawill be generated by the prime grantee or by sub-grantees?

Answer: The MIS and reporting requirements for the Youth Opportunity grantees are ill under
development. However, it isanticipated that standardized data on the characterigtics of al participantswill
be available. Generating the datawill be the prime grantees responghility.



65. If the DOL has not required the Y O grantees to provide standardized data on the characteristics of
al participants or youth served by YO grantees, what are the reporting requirements for YO grantees?
Do the reporting requirements require grantees to report on the performance of sub-grantees or do the
reporting requirements only require aggregate data for the grantees (without breakouts by sub-grantee)?

Answer: The MIS and reporting requirements are till under development.

66. If sandardized specificationsfor reporting the characteristicsand program servicesreceived by youth
participants has not been mandated, would the DOL contemplate making adoption of an MIS with a
common core data set on participants a grant requirement for Y O grantees?

Answer: Such asystem is among the MIS options being consdered.

67. Areyou expecting the successful offeror to identify one comparison area for each of the 36 Y outh
Opportunity Grant areas? If no, then how many comparison areas (at a minimum) are you expecting
bidders to plan and budget for?

Answer: See the response to question 18.

68. How consgent are the information technology platforms currently in use or proposed among the 36
youth initiative locations and have any standards been imposed for the future? Has ETA developed
minimum reporting criteria?

Answer: Wehavenoinformation regarding the grantees information technology platforms. Thereporting
criteriaare fill under development.

69. Which data fields regarding enrollees a the Sites are protected from public access, federal accessor
evaluator access?

Answer: At thistime, we have not identified any data fields to which access would be restricted.

70. Other than reports of the surveys (including analyses) takenin years 1, 3, 5, what types of periodic
or regular access or reports might the USDOL or Congress require?

Answer: Therequired reports are described in Section F.4 of the RFP. It should be understood that ETA
expects reports to synthesize information from al three components of the eva uation — the surveys, the
process studies and the ethnographic studies. These are not “reports of the surveys.”

71. The USDOL gtates the contractor will obtain al relevant MIS or participant data collected by
grantees. How are the MIS systems different? What specific information will sites br providing (for
example, will sites be required to report demographic characteristics, hours/length of participation, etc. or
just outcomes)? Are some participants data typicaly kept outsde their MIS? If so, which data? Also,
will the grantees be required to collect MIS data on youth served by non-DOL or matching dollars?



Fndly, what is the reporting schedule on MIS data — is it available on demand or provided on a set
schedule (and when)?

Answer: The MIS and reporting requirements are still under development. It is expected to include
demographic characteristics, hours/length of participation, aswell asoutcomes. Offerors should anticipate
that the reporting system will not contain al data on participants collected by the Sites.

72. May bidders outline unique proprietary methodol ogies with the understanding thet they are not to be
made available to any other contractor?

Answer: Yes. However, thiswill not limit the ability of DOL to use any methodol ogy suggested by another
source.

73. How should/will hours be alocated to fixed price subcontracts?

Answer: This issue should be addressed during negotiations between the prime contractor and the
subcontractor.

74. What hgppensif one of the origind grantees is not renewed? Will another grantee be sdlected? If
50, will the surveys be done on an individua schedule so the fird, third and fifth years will not match the
remainder?

Answer: If one of the origind granteesis not renewed, a replacement site will not be sdlected. Whether
the origina grantee is dropped from the study will depend on the circumstances.

75. Isit necessary that the one year submisson (e.g., survey results) dsoincludethefirst set of (basdine)
ethnographic data or may they be submitted during the second year of the project?

Answer: The RFP cals for one basdine report covering dl three components of the sudy. Offerors may
propose dternative reporting schedules and/or additional ddliverables, if they believe such dterndives are
optima and feasible given the period of performance and levd of effort.

76. Will the grantees that were dready in the eeven current demonstration projects and have obtained
funds under the new Y O initiative be considered “first year” projects for basdine?

Answer: Yes. See answersto questions 31 and 39.

77. Methods similar to the Current Population Survey will result in samplesin the Y O areas that include
households with and without youth. Isthat DOLSs understanding and intention?

Answer: Theintention isto use a methodology smilar to the Current Population Survey methodology to
conduct surveys of the youths ages 14-21 resident in the Y outh Opportunity aress.



78. How arethe geographic areasfor the communities being served by the grantees defined — zip codes,
street boundaries, etc.? Please specify.

Answer: Censustracts.
79. | would like to know the origind study source used in selecting the Sites to receive grants.

Answer: See the Solicitation for Grant Awards on the ETA website at
http://Amww.wdsc.org/sgalsga/99-015sga.htm

80. [Provide] any specifics that you might know of on the origina processes used for ascertaining the
datistical analyses used.

Answer: The grant bidders provided population and unemployment tabul ations from the 1990 Decennia
Census.

81. [Describe] any methods used, and/or variables that were considered in ascertaining the basdine.
Answer: Bidding siteswere ingtructed to use the 1990 Decennid Censusto provide preliminary basdine
information on population and unemployment. Thefirst round of contractor datacollection (tasks 1, 5 and
7) will provide the basdline for the evauation.

82. Could you tel me who the grant holdersto be evaluated are specificaly and the contact number?

Answer: Information regarding the grantees can be found on the Youth Opportunity webste:
WWW.yomovement.org.

83. What would be areasonable pricefor these eva uation services from your experienced point of view?
Answer: ETA estimates alevel of effort of between 230 and 250 professional person years will be
required for this evauation.

84. My new SDB isspecidized indataandyss. | would liketo team up with other small businesseswho
areinterested in this project. Do you have alist of contacts for me?

Answer: See bidderslist in amendment no. 1.

85. Inyour RFP, you mentioned Westat, Inc. IsWestat asmall business? Can| get the point of contact?

Answer: Wedtat isalarge business. Point of contact is Alexander Ratnofsky.

86. May we receive copies of any design reports or other documents describing evauation activities



under Westat’ s related contract (number F-7732-9-00-80-30)?

Answer: Offerors may examine data collection documents and a summary of the work performed by
Westat to date under contract #F-7732-9-00-80-30 by contacting Harry Ladson at
(202) 219-8698 x147 or Hladson@DOLETA.GOV.

87. CriteriaB under Section M.2 indicates that the Department expects the Project Director “to have
experience leading projects of thisscale” Given the rarity of projects of this scae, and the unlikelihood
that asmall business could have engaged in such projects, would you consider ddeting this factor?

Answer: Thisis one of four subfactors that the technicd review pand will consder in evauating the
proposed staff. Offerorswill not be disqudified if the proposed Project Director doesnot have experience
leading projects of this scale, dthough they would receive a less than perfect score. While we
acknowledge the points raised, the Project Director is a key person on the evaluation and his or her
experienceis very important. Therefore, we will not delete the subfactor. We will, however, ingruct the
panel that thisis not an dl or nothing subfactor and gppropriate credit should be given for any reevant
experience directing projects.

88. 52.246-9 /4/1984 — Inspection of Research and Development (Short Form) —Isthisform required
for thishbid? If so, how can | obtain one. It didn’t print out.

Answer: This clause is incorporated by reference.  You can obtan a copy by going to
WWW.ARNET.GOV/FAR.

89. 52.242-15/8/1989 — Stop Work Order (Alternate 1) Same question as previous.

Answer: This clause is incorporated by reference.  You can obtan a copy by going to
WWW.ARNET.GOV/FAR.

90. 52.252-2 — FAR Clauses— What is this and what does this mean?

Answer: 52.252-2 Clauses Incorporated by Reference. Thisclauseincorporates one or more clauses by
reference, with the same force and effect, asif they were giveninfull text. Upon request, the Contracting
Officer will make their full text avallable. Also, the full text of a clause may be accessed eectronically a
this address WWW.ARNET.GOV/FAR.

91. Dol needtofill out any papers or formsto be placed on DOL vendorslis. If so, canyou help me
with thisor email it to: P. O. Box 1357, Ellicott City, Maryland 21041?

Answer: DOL does not have a genera bidders list. See amendment no. 1 for list of vendors who
requested this solicitation.

92. What is meant by “studying community well being” and specificdly “measuring the hedth of the



community”? What are the issues of concern?

Answer: A god of the Y outh Opportunity Grantsisto improve the qudity of life for youth resding in the
communities. The ethnographic studies are intended to ascertain whether thisgod isachieved. Thismight
include examination of issuessuch aswhether individuasfed safe onthecommunities' streetsand whether
thereisa sense of pride in the community.

93. What is meant by “measurement” and does that entail local knowledge?

Answer: Overdl, the evauation will measure change from early in the grant period to yearsthree and five.
In the context of the ethnographic study, the analyssis expected to rely heavily on quditative measures
characterizing life in the communities.

94. Doestheexpectation for theresearch/eva uation alow for the collecting of the background descriptive
community information to help in identifying drameatis personae and the context of interpretation?

Answer: ETA expectsthe collection of background materid to include examination of grant materidsand
other documents which will be provided to the contractor after award as well as information collected
during the initial round of dtevidts






