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What We Requested

•Full and Open competition
•Cost-reimbursable contracts

•To date, we have issued:
• 1 Small Producer RFP with multiple awards
• 1 Unconventional Onshore RFP with multiple awards
• 9 Ultra-deepwater RFP’s with single awards



What We Requested - Proposal 
Requirements
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Technical Review



Proposals Received to Date

Program Element Proposals Received Non-Compliant

Small Producer 17 4

Unconventional Onshore 50 3

Ultra-deepwater 22 0

TOTAL 89 7



Reasons for Non-Compliance

Non-Compliance Number of Proposals
Over the page limit 3
Non-responsive to the table of 
contents

2
Non-responsive overall 2



What We've Learned

•Many offerors are familiar with and skilled at responding to 
federal type solicitations (universities, laboratories, NGO’s, 
some large private sector companies)
•Many offerors have little or no experience responding to 
federal type solicitations (small to medium sized private 
sector companies)
•Some potential offerors were not aware of the opportunity
•The response period was too short (45 days)
•Distribution of proposals for review was cumbersome (CD 
distribution)



What We Are Doing

•Evaluating a simplified/streamlined approach to RFP’s
•Identifying additional methods to get the word out
•Researching why some potentially didn’t propose
•Increasing the response time to 60 days
•Implemented a secure ftp site for proposal distribution
•Asking for your input on how we can improve the 
process.


