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These Answers are provided for clarification purposes only and do not change the solicitation requirements. In the
event of any discrepancy between the Answers provided and the solicitation docunents, the solicitation docunents will
t ake precedence.

The Answers included are in response to relevant Questions subnitted regarding this solicitation. Please note, sonme
Questions may have been consolidated for conveni ence and/or revised to renove sensitive, msleading, irrelevant or
extraneous information.

*Pages 8 (Did You Renmenber To) references submtting two copies, one printed and one CD copy, of the Business/Price
Proposal . Page 147 (11. SUPPORTI NG PRODUCT | NFORMATI ON, A. Substantiating Docunentation) references requiring to
"provide two copies of the manufacturer's/grower's/private |abel holder's or Redistributor's invoice for the |ast
product received AND | OR two copies of a screen shot of the Delivered Price in your electronic purchasing system |f
Itemis not regularly stocked, provide two copies of a witten quote fromthe manufacturer/grower/private |abel hol der
or redistributor.” |I's DLA Troop Support's intent on Page 147 to subnit one hard copy and one CD?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: Correct, and please also refer to Instructions for Proposals at the bottom of page 134.
«Page 65 (Section 3v) - Early Paynment D scount fromthe SPV to the supplier is considered a pass-back/discount to the
custoner, only if over 2% 10Days? Pl ease further define.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: If terns are offered greater than 2% 10 days, the Contracting O ficer needs to provide
prior approval.

*Page 67 (Paragraph F) - Mxed pallet quantity orders are an ordering requirement froman Ability One supplier. WII
DLA Troop Support be responsible for any spoilage as a result of shelf life requirenents for slow noving items (these
items will not be sold into commercial custoners)?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: Prine Vendors (PVs) shall ensure they are ordering products in accordance with demand. To
the extent title to itens delivered under the contract properly passes to the Governnent, the risk of loss for those
items shifts to the Governnent.

«Page 83 (2 .PRODUCT QUALITY & SHELF LI FE REQUI REMENTS)- WI| DLA Troop Support be responsible for any spoilage as a
result of shelf |life requirements for slow noving itens (seasonal itemnms, ever changing ordering patterns, etc... )?
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: T PVs shall ensure they are ordering products in accordance with demand. To the extent
title to itens delivered under the contract properly passes to the Governnent, the risk of loss for those items shifts
to the Governnent.

«Page 104 (Section 9, Paragraph A) - Please clarify the intent, and tinmetable, of the follow ng statement: "However,
the delivery schedules |isted bel ow are subject to change based on custoner needs and such changes will be made at no
expense to the Governnent and will not require a contract nodification."

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: Delivery schedul es provided in the Statenent of Work are anticipated schedul es, however,
these dates and tinmes may change subject to the ordering and delivery requirenents of the solicitation, e.g., “Skip
Day” ordering.

*No detail is referenced concerning the delivery of product to G TMO or AUTEC. Are | oaded containers picked-up by the
purchasing party at the SPV facility?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: DLA Transportation delivers containers to the vendor to be | oaded at the vendor facility and
then they are driven by a truck that DLA Transportation contracts to the port.

Pl ease confirmthat the SPV cyber security plan should be submtted post-award by the successful SPV, and not as a
part of the solicitation response.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The Contractor shall inplenent NI ST SP 800-171, as soon as practical. The cl ause does not
require a plan be submtted, however if the contractor reasonably determ nes that information systenms security
measures in addition to those identified in paragraphs (b)(1) and (2) of this clause, may be required to provide
adequate security in a dynam c environment or to accompdate special circunstances (e.g., nedical devices) and any
individual, isolated, or tenporary deficiencies based on an assessed risk or vulnerability. These neasures may be
addressed in a systemsecurity plan.

eHow nmuch detail is required with respect to NI ST SP 800-1717

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: The of feror nust adhere to the National Institute of Standards and Technol ogy (N ST) Speci al
Publication (SP) 800-171..

eHave any particular areas of N ST SP 800-171 been prioritized as nore inportant to DLA Troop Support than others?
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: No area of NI ST SP 800-171 has been prioritized as nore inportant for DLA Troop Support.
«Page 77 through 80 - Are FIC |l abels required for only Navy Ship Custoners?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: Yes

«Due to the sensitive and confidential nature of the Food Defense Plan, subm ssion will be made in printed and non-
editable format only. |Is this acceptable to DLA Troop Support?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: Yes

«Page 135 references page linmtations on Factors I, Factors Il and the Past Performance. Are these page linmtations in
reference to the entire Factor, or the Sub-Factor?

DLA TROOP SUPPORTANSWER: It also applies individually to the sub-factors with the exception of the Food Defense Pl an.
«Page 148 (C. DLA Troop Support CONUS | TEM COVER SHEET) - Was an exanpl e of this cover sheet included in the original
solicitation docunents?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: An exanpl e was not provided but shall include the information listed in Paragraph C of
section Il of the Business Proposal, entitled DLA Troop Support CONUS |Item Cover Sheet.

*« Amendnent One, issued Cctober 07, 2019, extended the closing date by seven days to October 28, 2019. The SF1449
Conti nuati on Sheet (BLOCK 8) references the offer due date as Novenber 01, 2019. Please advise as to the actual close
date.

ANSWER: The Block 8 reference to 11/01 is a typo. The original closing date of 10/21/2019 is correctly identified on
the actual Block 8 front page of the SF1449 as well as in the continuation text for Block 9. The closing date, as you
note, has been extended to 10/28/2019. This typo was al so addressed in Arendnent 0002, issued 10/23/2019, which al so
extends the closing date to 11/04/2019.

Quest i ons:

1.1.Previous solicitations have contenplated award bei ng nade using best val ue trade-off procedures, which allowed the
Government to select the nost qualified vendor to support the needs of the customers listed in the solicitation. WII
DLA consider revising the Solicitation to contenplate award based on application of best value trade-off procedures,
rather than | owest price technically acceptabl e procedures?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: DLA does not intend to revise the source selection strategy for this acquisition.

1.2. Congress has found that LPTA selection criteria can deny the Governnment the benefits of cost and technical

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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tradeoffs in source selection, and further has expressed a clear preference for the Department of Defense to use best
val ue procurenents whenever possible. Wiat is DLA's need to use LPTA procedures here?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: For this acquisition, DLA anticipates that LPTA source selection procedures will result in
the selection of the proposal that represents the best value to the Governnent.

1.3.Has the contracting officer docunented the contract file with its determination that this procurenment neets the
criteria required in the 2017 and 2018 NDAAs or the proposed DFARS Rul e for use of LPTA? Specifically, has the
contracting officer determned in witing that—

1.3.1. “Mninumrequirenents can be described clearly and conprehensively and expressed in terns of performance

obj ectives, nmeasures, and standards that will be used to deternmine the acceptability of offers”

1.3.2. “No, or minimal, value will be realized froma proposal that exceeds the nininumtechnical or performnce
requirement.”

1.3.3. “The proposed techni cal approaches will require no, or minimal, subjective judgment by the source sel ection
authority as to the desirability of one offeror’s proposal versus a conpeting proposal.”

1.3.4. “The source selection authority has a high degree of confidence that review ng the technical proposals of all
of ferors would not result in the identification of characteristics that could provide value or benefit.”

1.3.5. “No, or mnimal, additional innovation or future technol ogi cal advantage will be realized by using a different
source sel ection process.”

1.3.6. “The contract file contains a determination that the lowest price reflects full life-cycle costs (as defined at
FAR 7.101) of the product(s) or service(s) being acquired.”

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: For this acquisition, DLA anticipates that LPTA source sel ection procedures will result in
the selection of the proposal that represents the best value to the Governnent.

1.4. Are there any differences in the needs of Mayport, Florida and the Surrounding Areas that warrant a change to LPTA
fromrecent best value solicitations? If so, what?

DLA TROOP SUPPRT ANSWER: For this acquisition, DLA anticipates that LPTA source selection procedures will result in
the selection of the proposal that represents the best value to the Governmnent.

Background: The Solicitation provides: “Price Audits: [. . .] In the event of any undercharges, if the Contractor can
denponstrate to the satisfaction of the Contracting Officer that the undercharges did not result fromthe fault or
negl i gence of the Contractor, the Contractor may submit a request for equitable adjustment for consideration by the
Contracting Officer.”

I ssue: Pricing in DLA's Food Services Prine Vendor contracts is conplicated and DLA, consistent with the commerci al
sector practice, has historically recognized that overcharges may be reconcil ed agai nst undercharges. Best practice
includes a periodic pricing reconciliation, where a contractor nay identify both overcharges and undercharges, which
are often mnor in amount. The requirenment to file a formal request for equitable adjustment (“REA’) appears to
create a needl essly formal and administratively burdensome process to both parties to resolve what has been a fair
process and businesslike practice. If DoD does not resolve this issue, contractors will have to price in the burden of
recovering underpaynents into their price risk and contracting officers will have to spend additional tine review ng
t he REA

Wereas prior DLA contracts provided that “[t]he Contractor shall be entitled to a paynment for the undercharges,” the
current Solicitation requires the Contractor to submit a request for equitable adjustnent, which may be denied if the
Contracting O ficer determines the undercharge was the result of the fault or negligence of the Contractor. This
requirement is inconsistent with customary commercial practice.

Quest i ons:

1.1.Confirmthat this clause applies only where a Governnent audit identifies an overpaynent.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: |t applies to both undercharges and overcharges. See the Price Audits section (page 66) for
addi tional info.

1.2.Confirmthat where the contractor identifies an overpaynent that also results in an underpaynent, the contracting
of ficer and contractor may negotiate a resol ution w thout the subm ssion of a formal request for equitabl e adjustnent.
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: The Contracting O ficer’s decision will be based on the circunstances of the request.

1.3. Because this clause is inconsistent with customary conmercial practice, has DLA obtained a waiver in accordance
with DLA procedures as required by FAR 12.302(c) to include this tern? If so, what is the basis of DLA's need for a
nmore formal process?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: DLA expects that any request for adjustnent under its contracts are properly submtted and
docunmented by the contractor making the request.

1.4.Wat standard will the Contracting Officer apply to determ ne whether an undercharge is the result of the fault or
negl i gence of the Contractor?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The Contracting Oficer’s decision will be based on the circunstances of the request.
Background: The Solicitation provides: “Contractor pricing disclosures shall be treated as proprietary and will not be
rel eased outside the Government unless otherwi se required by |law or as agreed to by the Contractor. As a condition of
this contract, the Contractor authorizes, and consents to, the Government communicating directly with the

manuf acturer, grower, private |abel holder, or redistributor used by the Contractor to validate that manufacturer’s,
grower’s, private |label holder’s, or redistributor’s pricing, including Delivered Prices and Rebates/Di scounts/

Devi ations as provided to the Government by the Contractor.”

| ssue: The Solicitation requires, that the Contractor nust authorize/consent to the Governnent’s conmunicating
directly with the manufacturer, grower, private |abel holder, or redistributor to validate pricing. Wth a few
exceptions for mandatory sources of supply, nost of the products supplied to DLA are purchased for conmerci al
customers as well and many contractors pool their inventory. As a practical matter, it would be difficult for the
contractor’s manufacturer, grower, private |label holder, or redistributor to accurately align the product that they
sold to the contractor to the product that the contractor sold to DLA custoners.

Moreover, our negotiation with our comercial suppliers is a long process that we only seek to engage in periodically.
Qur agreenents wth comercial suppliers do not typically provide for our ultimate custonmer to have the right to
communi cate directly with our suppliers. Large comrercial suppliers with market dom nance may not agree to allow
outreach directly from DLA.

DLA already has the right to subpoena infornation froma nanufacturer, grower, private |abel holder, or redistributor

and the right to require the Contractor to produce invoices fromsuch entities. |t is unclear why DLA needs the right
to reach out directly.
Questions:

1.5.Wat is DLA's need to communicate directly with the Contractor’s nanufacturer, grower, or redistributor in the
normal course of business?
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: DLA does not intend to revise these terns and the requirenents renain the sane.

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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1. 6. Has DLA considered the burden it is placing on the entire supply chain with this requirement?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: DLA does not intend to revise these terns and the requirenents renai n the sane.

1.7.Because this clause is inconsistent with customary commerci al practice, has DLA obtained a waiver in accordance
with DLA procedures as required by FAR 12.302(c) to include this tern? If so, given that in an investigation, the
government al ready has the power to subpoena a third parties records, what is DLA s need for direct nanufacturer,
grower, or redistributor communication?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: To verify the Offeror’s proposal subni ssion.

1.8.Confirmthat prior to DLA directly reaching out to the contractor’s manufacturer, grower, or redistributor w thout
a subpoena, DLA will notify the Contractor of its intent to communicate with the Contractor’s manufacturer, grower, or
redi stributor.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: It is DLA's intention to notify the Contractor prior to communicating with their

manuf acturer, grower, or redistributors.

Background: The Solicitation states that “[t]he Contractor shall be required to catalog and carry inventory for any
itemrequired by custoners when the total order quantity for that product for all contract customers is at an average
usage rate of 20 cases per nonth. The Contractor will not normally be required to carry inventory for any item
required by custoners when the total order quantity for that product for all contract custoners is at a rate of |less
than 20 cases per nmonth. However, they are required to catalog and provide the item”

I ssue: The Solicitation seens to clarify that Contractors will not be required to keep inventory for those itens where

the total order quantity is at a rate of less than 20 cases per nonth. However, the Solicitation still requires the
Contractor to provide the item
Question:

1.1. Confirmthat SOWN C ause 13. | NVENTORY REQUI REMENT/ NEW | TEMS, paragraphs B-D describe the only exceptions to the
20- case requiremnent.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The identified paragraphs contain exceptions to the 20 case requirenent.

1.2. Gven that paragraphs B-D al ready describe exceptions, will DLA clarify the |anguage in paragraph A to read as
foll ows:

The Contractor shall be required to catalog and carry inventory for any itemrequired by custoners when the total
order quantity for that product for all contract customers is at an average usage rate of 20 cases per nonth. Except
as provided in paragraphs B-D of this clause, Tthe Contractor will not normally be required to carry inventory for any
itemrequired by custoners when the total or der quantity for that product for all contract custoners is at a rate of

| ess than 20 cases per nonth. However, they are required to catalog and provide the item

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: Language w I remain as witten.

Background: The Solicitation provides that “lInspection and acceptance of products will be perforned at destination.
The inspection is nornally limted to identity, count and condition; however, this may be expanded if deemed necessary
by either the mlitary Veterinary |Inspector, Dining Facility Manager, Food Service Advisor/Oficer, or the Contracting
Oficer.”

Issue: Carification or tailoring of this clause is necessary for products shipped to Guantananp Bay (GITMO). The
contractor transfers physical custody of products to a third-party, DLA contractors (trucking and barge conpanies)
(collectively “shipper”), which puts inspection and acceptance conpletely out of the contractor’s control.

For exanple, risk of loss is not transferred until arrival and acceptance at Guantananp Bay (GIMO). Distributors have
had previous issues with the transportation contractor: equipnment failing, causing |oss of product integrity, and
subsequent refusal of all products has cost distributors thousands of dollars. Because food distributors do not have
privity of contract with the shipper, they are unable to obtain relief fromthe shipper if the shipper damages product
after receipt of goods and prior to title transfer to the Government. This al so nmeans that the shipper has little
incentive to carefully treat such shipnents. This price risk to the contractor is risk is significant and contractors
nmust price it into the current DLA contract. DLA may obtain additional cost savings if risk of |loss transfers upon
delivery to the shipper. W see no | anguage in the new solicitation addressi ng Guantanano Bay shi ppi ng specifically.
Shipnents to Atlantic Undersea Test and Eval uati on Center (AUTEC) are al so not specifically addressed, and although
managenent of deliveries to this |location are not as involved as GITMD, those shipnents have uni que docunentation
requirements not addressed in our current contract nor in the new solicitation.

Questi on:

1.3.WII| DLA consider tailored | anguage that includes the following at the end of section (a): “For containerized

shi pments only, acceptance of products and risk of loss transfers when products are delivered to and placed on the
conveyance by which they are to be transported”?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: Language will remain as witten. DLA does not intend to revise these terns and the
requirenments remain the sane.

Background: The Solicitation provides “The usage of First-Expired, First-Qut (FEFO is preferred; then First-In,
First-out (FIFO.”

| ssue: Wereas previous DLA contracts have required FIFO procedures, the 2019 Solicitation states a “preference” for
FEFO procedures. Many contractors have built their inventory procedures based on DLA' s preference.

Quest i ons:

1.1. Confirmthat because it is not the practice of DLA to manage the Prime Vendor’'s inventory or shipnents, the
contractor has the discretion to select a rational inventory managenment protocol, which may include FIFO or FEFO

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The FEFO nethod is the “preferred” nethod.

1.2.Confirmthat the contractor’s inventory nanagenent protocol is not part of the Solicitation evaluation criteria.
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The contractor’s choice of either FIFO or FEFO is not considered an eval uation factor.
Background: The Solicitation provides: “The Prine Vendor will bear all risk, including associated costs, with product
expiration. The Governnent will not be liable for any expired product costs under this contract.”

Issue: The Solicitation expressly requires the Contractor to bear all risk of |Ioss due to product expiration. Pursuant
to FAR 52.212-4(j), risk of |oss passes to the Governnent upon delivery by the Prinme Vendor at the destination
specified in the Contract. It inposes unacceptable risk for the Prinme Vendor to deliver food that conplies with the
product quality and shelf life requirenents of the Contract and have the Government reject it nmonths or years |ater
bﬁciausle the Governnent, through its own failures, failed to nanage the product to allowits use within the designated
shel f life.

Quest i ons:

1.1.WII DLA renove this requirenment and rely upon the shelf |life requirenments already present in the Solicitation,
whi ch becone a part of the awarded contract?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: DLA does not intend to revise these terns and the requirenents renai n the sane.

1.2.1f not—

CONTINUED ON NEXT PAGE
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1.2.1.WIIl DLA confirmthat the Prime Vendor only bears the risk of loss up until delivery of the supplies to the
Governnment at the destination specified in the contract, consistent with FAR 52.212-4(j) Risk of Loss, unless the
Prinme Vendor fails to conply with the shelf life requirenents of the Contract?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: To the extent title to itens delivered under the contract properly passes to the Governnent,
the risk of loss for those itens shifts to the Governnent.

1.2.2.WI| DLA renove such risk of |oss where the expiration of the product after delivery is without the fault or
negl i gence of the contractor?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER. To the extent title to itens delivered under the contract properly passes to the Governnent,
the risk of loss for those itenms shifts to the Governnent.

1.2.3.WII| DLA place an outer limt on the liability (perhaps 1 nonth beyond the shelf |ife)? Qherw se, under DLA s

| anguage, a contractor may well be required to replace a can of green beans that was delivered ten years prior under a
predecessor contract which sat on the Governnent’s shel ves.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: To the extent title to itens delivered under the contract properly passes to the Governnent,
the risk of loss for those itens shifts to the Governnent.

Background: The Solicitation states “For itens produced with shelf |ife greater than 90 days, no product shall be
delivered to custoners with | ess than 30 days manufacturer’s original shelf life remaining unless the custoner grants
prior witten approval to the Contracting Officer who will in turn notify the Contractor.”

“For itens produced with shelf life I ess than 90 days, no product shall be delivered to custoners with less than 5
days manufacturer’s original shelf life remaining unless the customer grants prior witten approval to the Contracting
Oficer who will in turn notify the Contractor.”

Questi on:

1.3.WII DLA clarify the shelf life requirements for products with an exact 90-day shelf-life?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: |f that situation was to arise, the Contracting Oficer would make a determ nati on based on
ot her rel evant circumnstances.

Background: The Solicitation provides “The Contractor may undergo an audit at |east once per contract period. The
audits are conducted as a product cutting. The cost of one Food Audit is estimted at $11, 000.00 (for product cost
only).”

I ssue: The Solicitation provides that DLA may conduct an audit “at |east once per contract period.” However, it does
not provide any estimate of how many audits would normally be performed. Food audits are burdensonme and offerors need
to understand how nany audits DLA contenpl ates.

Quest i ons:

1.4.Does the Solicitation require that the Contractor undergo an audit only once during the five-year Contract period?
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSWER: This solicitation includes 3 perfornmance periods totaling 5 years. An audit can be perforned
in any one or nore perfornmance period.

1.5.What is the general frequency of food audits?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVEER: A food audit may be conducted during each performance peri od.

Background: The Solicitation provides: “[T]he delivery schedules |isted bel ow are subject to change based on custoner
needs and such changes will be nade at no expense to the Governnent and will not require a contract nodification.”
Issue: The Solicitation provides that the Government may unilaterally change the delivery schedul es “at no expense to
the Governnment” and without issuing a nodification. The frequency of delivery is a material term as it inpacts the
cost of servicing a particular customer. In past solicitations, DLA has clarified that the reference to change in
delivery schedules only applies to the general delivery dates and does not apply to changes in delivery frequency.
Questions:

1.6.WII DLA clarify its anbi guous | anguage as fol |l ow?

Repl ace Statenent of Work, C ause 9. DELIVERY DESTI NATI ONS AND | NSTRUCTI ONS, Paragraph A. in its entirety with the

fol | owi ng.

Deliveries shall be F.OB. destination to all ordering activities and delivery points. All items will be delivered to
custoner locations, free of damage, with all packagi ng and packing intact. The Contractor shall renove all excess
pal l ets used for delivery fromthe CONUS custoner’s |ocation. No pallet exchange prograns will be available for the

custonmers listed in this solicitation. Deliveries shall be schedul ed according to the custonmer’s tinetable as |listed
bel ow. However, the delivery schedules |isted bel ow are subject to change based on custoner needs. Changes to the
particul ar days during which delivery will be made will be nmade at no expense to the Governnment and will not require a
contract nodification, provided that the Governnent provides notice pursuant to this Contract (Ref. Statenent of Wirk,
Order Leadtines). All other changes, including changes in the nunber, frequency, or location of deliveries, shall be
subj ect to the Changes clause under this Contract.

11.2 If DLA refuses to clarify such anbiguity, will it confirmthe foll ow ng—

a. The reference to delivery schedules applies only to schedul ed delivery days and not to the frequency of delivery.
b. Changes in frequency of delivery will be subject to the Changes cl ause.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: Delivery schedul es provided in the Statenent of Work are anticipated schedul es, however,
these dates and tines nay change subject to the ordering and delivery requirenents of the solicitation, e.g., “Skip
Day” ordering. The clause will remain as witten in the solicitation.

Background: The Solicitation states that “Many bases may require enrollnent in either RapidGate or the Defense
Bionetric Identification System (DBIDS).” The Navy excl usively uses Defense Bionetric Identification System (DBIDS).
Questi on:

1.7.Does DLA need to update this section to only require enrollnent in DBl DS?

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER:

Background: The Solicitation provides: “The Contractor nust achieve Snall Business goals identified in its proposal
and accepted by the Government. At a mininum the Prinme Vendor will obtain at |east 22% of the supplies for proposed
contract fromall SB firms (vs. LB firnms). Wthin the subcategories, the Prime Vendor will obtain the m ninum
percentage for the follow ng goals: 5%from SDB; 5% from WOSB; 3% from SDVOSB firns, and 3% from HZSB firns.”

| ssue: Prior DLA contracts have stated snall business requirenents as goals rather than nandatory requirenents, in
part based on Supreme Court precedence, and based on SBA policy. The 2019 Solicitation contains a new provision
concerni ng mandatory performance requirenents for small business effort.

Questions:

1.8.Confirmthat the referenced percentages are goals and not de facto quotas, nmeaning rigid nunerical requirenents.
DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: The mininmumrequirenents will remain the sane.

1.9.Confirmthat there is no penalty for the failure to neet a goal.

DLA TROOP SUPPORT ANSVER: No penalty, however, DLA uses data provided in the required nonthly reports as well as the
