(& THORNTON

ADDENDUM NO. ONE
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL
DRIVING SIMULATORS FOR THORNTON POLICE
PROJECT NO. 211-24
CITY OF THORNTON, CO

TO: Prospective Proposing Firms and all others concerned
DATE: June 28, 2024

PURPOSE: To provide additional information and clarification to the solicitation
documents for the above-referenced Project.

1. The following questions and answers are provided for additional clarification to the
RFP. All answers from Thornton in response to Vendor submitted questions have
been provided in bold text.

Question No. 1: How many simulators does Thornton want? There seems to be
some inconsistency of language between Section A.3 and Section B.1 as to if
Thornton wants one or two simulators.

Answer No. 1: Thornton is seeking a maximum of up to two (2) individuals to
use the same scenario at the same time. Thornton’s assumption is that the
proposing Vendor has one station per user, which is why Thornton has stated
its assumption in Section B.1 — Current State of a 1:1 ratio of stations to
seats/users.

If the Vendor’s proposed solution is one station with two (2) seats, one for each
user, then the Vendor will need to provide details on how the seats and view
for each user will be different for each user and how each may move
independently of one another. Thornton’s goal is to have the cadet in one
“car” that is the pursuit vehicle and the instructor in another “car” that is the
suspect vehicle.

Question No. 2: Can Thornton please provide more details on how many observation
screens will be required in the classroom? What will be shown on these screens? A
live video or a repeater of the screen(s) of the simulators?

Answer No. 2: Thornton’s desire is for the user’s experience to be shown on
an observation screen for the class. Vendors are to state if their proposed
solution can provide a live video of the active scenario that is taking place, so
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that the classroom can watch in real time, or if the observation screen in the
classroom can only be used once a simulation has been completed by the
user, and then the instructor can replay that on the observation screen for the
class.

Appendix No. 1 — Proposals Questions, Section Il.A.4.a) and b) have a typo in
each question. The following questions shall supersede and replace each of
the original questions, which should have read as follows:

a) How many screens is the instructor viewing during the simulation?

b) What is the screen size for each screen that the instructor is viewing while
they are driving or viewing the simulation? How are the screen(s)
configured (straight ahead, wrap-around, etc.).

Question No. 3: From Section B.5 — Award Length, it states that the initial award will
be from the date of final signature of the agreement until December 31, 2035. This
2035 is a typo and it should read December 31, 20257

Answer No. 3: No, December 31, 2035, is the correct date. Thornton has set
that as the final date of a contractual agreement to allow for any software
support and maintenance proposed pricing to be included in the final
agreement, if a Vendor’s proposed solution includes software licensing.

Question No. 4: Our firm has multiple options that we could provide for Thornton to
select or choose from, which can cover all of the RFP’s requirements. How should
our firm propose?

Answer No. 4: Yes, Vendors may propose multiple options as part of their
proposal. However, all proposing Vendors must provide and clearly state their
recommended and best solution as their main proposal and pricing.

Vendors who have multiple options that they believe Thornton may be
interested in, may provide those options in their proposal submission;
however, these options shall not be required of Thornton to purchase in order
to operate the Vendor’s solution. All options shall be clearly stated as options,
with pricing clearly stated for each option.

2. All other terms and conditions shall remain unchanged except as provided by this
Addendum. Proposing firms must acknowledge receipt of this Addendum in their
Proposal.

END OF ADDENDUM NO. ONE

Andrew Miskell wiske

Megan deGrood, CPPB If)ate
Purchasing Manager
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