QUESTIONS FROM INDUSTRY DAY

24 AUGUST 2004

1). Will ejection force/time curves be provided in the specification?

YES.  Curves that indicate the required ejection velocities, forces, and time will be provided.

2).  How identical must the Outer Mold Line (OML) of the MPBR be to the BRU-33?

Guidance will be provided in the specification of the OML requirements.  

3).   Aircraft-to-MPBR interface?

The final version of the specification will provide the interface requirements (1760, MMSI, UAI, etc.).  All platforms will be contacted to determine what their current and future interface requirements will be. Also, the specification will indicate whether a single or multiple umbilical interfaces are required to the aircraft (i.e. single 1760 cable, rocket umbilical, etc.).

4).  Current specification references MIL-STD-704E, but legacy aircraft have been designed to MIL-STD-704A.

Specification will dictate which MIL-STD-704 requirements are needed.

5).  Ground sources of charging pneumatic racks?

Each contractor design will be evaluated on its own merit.  In selecting which source of non-pyrotechnic energy is used for store ejection, the contractor should have done a life cycle trade study to determine operational and logistical impacts and concluded with the best life cycle option.  If ground support equipment is required, then it should be noted and included in the life cycle.

6).  Is it acceptable to used adapters for carrying practice stores (LGTR, MK-76) on the MPBR?

YES.  It is understood that certain weapon carriage requirements will require the use of some type of adapter to meet the requirement. 

7). What is the requirement for bomb fuzing (center arming unit or MK122)?

The current version of the specification states that the MPBR must have MK122 and center arming unit capability.  Understand that this could be a design challenge and the requirement is being verified.  The specification will be updated accordingly.

8). Will the government provide the BRU-33 Data package?

Yes.  The govt will provide the necessary BRU-33 design data to complete the specification.

9). How may LRIP units does the Government anticipate?

Approximately 200 units

10).  The 15 minute actuator time to charge the racks, is that a fixed requirement or an estimate?

The 15 minute charge-up time is a solid requirement.  If this time changes, the final specification will state the revised requirement. 

11).  Is JCM going to be an ejected launch?

No.  JCM is rail launched and has an adaptor that carries 2 missiles/adapter (4 total per MPBR).

12).  What is the requirement for support equipment?

The least support equipment, the better; but the government realizes that some support equipment will be required.  The contractor has the freedom to either select current inventory SE or develop new SE and the design approach will be evaluated on a life cycle evaluation. 

13).  When do we plan to start the contract?

Acquisition strategy has not been determined

14).  When do you expect to release the RFP?

We anticipate the release of the RFP in Oct 2004.  However, our acquisition strategy has not yet been determined/finalized.

15).  MPBR non-pyrotechnic health monitoring system?

The specification states that the MPBR must have the capability to provide the aircraft health status of the system (i.e. is the rack good for ejection).  If the contractor can design the MPBR in a manner that doesn’t need health monitoring, then this requirement could be waived.  Also realize that the MPBR can have capabilities that a certain aircraft cannot use (i.e. F/A-18C/D might not be able to use a health monitoring system since it cannot have a OFP change). 

16).  MPBR Weight?

214 ± 10%  The specification will be reviewed to ensure this value is constant throughout the specification.

17).  Is Raytheon going to be involved in the evaluations?
Raytheon is not going to be involved in anyway.  No contractors will be involved in the RFP, Evaluations or source selection.  Only Government personnel will be working on this procurement to include writing the performance specification.  

18).  The bomb rack will have to carry (2) LGTRs, (4) practice bombs.  JSOW is not a requirement at this time.

19).  There is nothing in the draft performance specification addressing recharging the bottles, why?

The Government is moving away from bottles, however, the contractor can propose any method/design approach they feel is the best for the MPBR system.  

20).  Can the pneumatic sway bracing be semi automatic?

The specification will identify any sway brace requirements.

21).  The Pitch contact and ejections has a single hook store, does it mean you need a second release?

It is up to the individual contractor to design the approach for the release.  Some adaptors are going to be necessary.

22).  Considering the “International Countries Interest” in the Program, will the International Participation be incentivated/promoted?

We have not finalized our acquisition strategy as we are still in the fact-finding stages

23).  Will International Teaming be considered a Plus?

We have not finalized our acquisition strategy as we are still in the fact-finding stages

24).  Will the “Buy American Act” be applicable for the selection?

Usually the Buy American clauses are part of all our contracts, however, we have not finalized our acquisition strategy as we are still in the fact-finding stages  

25).  Is the BRU57 still the Air Force’s rack of choice?

Yes

26).  How many practice bombs should the rack hold?

Stated in the specification.

27).  What extent are you looking to solve the umbilical cord issue?

The draft performance specification will contain a more detailed BRU33 mole line.  Umbilical Cord may be freedom box.

28).  Is the AV-8 an objective and the F18 the Threshold?

The AV-8 is the objective with the F18 and JSF as the threshold

29).  
It is understood that Boeing SDB is proprietary.  How do we get the ICD information?

The Government will have to research this.  The Government will provide all Government ICDs

30).   Has the Air Force considered modifying the BRU55/57 to meet the requirements of the MPBR?

Unable to answer.

31).  The schedule has an LRIP of 200 units in 2006.  What is the expected number of units for the remainder of the program?  Please explain the “competition” phase that is reopened again in 2008?

The Government is not sure of the expected number of units at this time.  There are a lot of factors to be filtered in.  The Government has not finalized the acquisition strategy as we are still in the fact-finding stages.

32).  Will the existing BRU33 be modified or will new units be built as part of the program?

The Government has provided a draft performance specification of our requirements.  How the Contractor envisions meeting the specifications is up to them. 

33).  How many BRU33’s are currently in inventory?

Approximately 3,000 to 4,000 unit.

34).  Who will be responsible for the technical orders?

PMA201 is responsible for the technical orders and/or contract.

35).  Will the MIL 1760 compliant test equipment be identified? (Ref Para 3.2.4.4, 3.2.4.7, which states “any” MIL 1760 test equipment?

The specification will include, if any, necessary test set equipment that the MPBR be compatible with.

36).  Can the government provide additional information regarding the requirement of " no OFP changes are allowed, but minor SMS changes are acceptable?"
 

First, this requirement is for F/A-18 A-D aircraft integration. The purpose of this requirement is to develop a MPBR, integrate and certify it for use without requiring OFP change for the F/A-18A-D due to the cost and schedule required for new OFP releases.  There are many methods/designs to satisfy this requirement and this response does not intend to focus the contractor on a specific design idea.  One idea that could probably work is to redirect 1553 message traffic as long as message structure is not modified.  Any design idea proposed will be evaluated by F/A-18 AWL (China Lake) to determine the best solution that will not impact the OFP.

