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Date:		November 13, 2024

To:		All Potential Proposers to RFP ETE0061 

RE:		Addendum No. 7 to Request for Proposals (RFP) ETE0061
Pension Administration System 

This Addendum is available on ETF’s web site at  https://etf.wi.gov/node/37111


Acknowledgement of receipt of this Addendum No. 7:  

Proposers should acknowledge receipt of this Addendum No. 7 by providing the information in the table below and including this Page 1 with their Proposal cover letter. 
	Company Name:
	

	Authorized Person (Printed/Typed Name and Title):



	

	Date:
	









1. This will be the final extension for vendor questions. It is extended to Wednesday, November 14, 2024 by 12:00 PM CST. 

2. The following questions from Proposers and answers from the Department are hereby added to RFP ETE0061: 
	Q #
	RFP Sect. /Appendix 
	RFP Page
	Question/Rationale
	Department Answer

	Q1
	Appendix 13 – Cost Proposal
	
	Please clarify how we should markup compliance with Functional Requirements where we are proposing that the requirement is met through a 3rd party bolt-on?
Our specific example is that we are proposing that several of the General Ledger functional requirements are met either by an integration of our PAS with ETF’s existing financial management system, or through the integration of our PAS with a 3rd party COTS financial management system.
Does this require us to mark the relevant functional requirements, as non-compliant, or is it possible to indicate that they will be met through a 3rd party solution?
	As stated in RFP section 1.4.1., “The Department is seeking a single source for all activities related to the PAS. The Contractor may subcontract a portion of the work but shall retain sole responsibility for the successful delivery of all contracted deliverables.” If a functional requirement will be met by a 3rd party component, the vendor should identify the requirement as compliant, either “configurable” or “customizable” and explain why a 3rd party bolt on is necessary in essay question 7A.45 related to integrations in Appendix 7A – Non-Functional Essay Questions. The vendor should consider whether the 3rd party component is part of the base PAS solution when completing Appendix 13 – Cost Proposal. With respect to the use of a ‘3rd party’ financial management system, ETF is required to use STAR which is the State of Wisconsin’s general ledger system of record. If the proposed solution meets functional requirements through integration with STAR those should be marked as configurable or customizable depending on the approach that will be taken by the vendor to perform the integration. If the vendor’s solution cannot integrate with STAR then those requirements should be marked as non-compliant.  
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