ITB 02-034 Networks Electronics
Questions/Answers #2


1. I have an additional question regarding E-Rate RFP number 02-034 for Network Electronics.  On page 5, the first page of Bid Specifications, you indicate that you’d like to know about a possible trade-in value for your 498 HP2650 switches.    I am working with HP to determine if a trade-in is possible, but I need to know if the switches have 24 or 48 ports.

This is an ITB, not an RFP.  
Answer:  48

2. In Section 2.1, Scope of Work, you state that the Proposed solution must integrate and co-locate with existing Internet access provided by the Georgia K-12 Statewide Educational Network and the Houston County Board of Education’s Wide Area Network.  Are you asking the successful respondent to implement BGP or will the district provide a load-balancing device or policy-based routing on district equipment?

Bidders should Offer integration solution/options


3. “In Section 2.1, Scope of Work, you state that Vendors will need to provide your choice of service: either OC3 (155 Megabits), T4 (274 Megabits), OC12 (622 Megabits), or 1 gig Internet access.  Does the district require an option for the SONET-based technologies’ signaling on the final handoff or may the successful Vendor deliver your requested access speed by providing a 1000BASE-SX, dual-LC connector and utilizing the gigabit Ethernet standard (IEEE 802.3z)?”

SONET-based technologies’ is the bidder’s option.   Requested bandwidths speeds are listed.   Handoff to be determined based on solution choice.


4.  How many copies of the response would you prefer?

One

5. Does the district want any electronic versions?

No


E-Rate Certification, Appendix F, Paragraph #3 reads:  
"Any contract awarded based upon RFP #02-035 in contingent upon the receipt of a Funding Commitment Decision Letter (FCDL) from the SLD that awards the requested discounts in full. In the event that partial funding or no funding is granted, the Houston County School System reserves the right to cancel the contract in whole or in part;"
Question 1: Are we to assume that the Internet services requested in the RFP by the Houston County School System will not be implemented until the FCDL is issued?
July 1 2012 is eligible start date.
Question 2: If the Houston County School System requests that the Internet Service in the RFP are to be activated no later than 7/1/2012, and those service are in place for 3 or 4 or 5 months...and ultimately a FCDL is denied by SLD and the School System cancels the service, are we to assume that the Houston County School System will be responsible for 100% of the invoices issued during the period that the service was in place (up until the cancellation notice)?
This issue should be included as a part of your bid response and will be addressed as part of the bid evaluation.
