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FCT Proposals must use the most current version of this format.  Attach a completed Project Chart prior to submitting to the FCT Program Office.  Consult the FCT Handbook for explanation/rationale of questionnaire information and to observe a sample format filled in.

1.  Project Name and Description. 

      a.  Project Name.  Provide a short descriptive title.  Do not use a vendor’s product name. 

Emergency Aircraft Arresting System
b.  Candidate Item Countries and Vendors:

	Foreign Country
	Vendor(s)

	France
	Aerazur

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


 c. Project Description.  

      (1) Provide a 3 to 4 sentence description of the FCT project that will be used to inform Congress about this effort.  (See FCT news releases on the FCT Homepage for entry style.  No more than 4 lines, please.)

(Say what the current situation is.  Tell how this FCT Project will fix it, upgrade, or add needed capability.)                     SAMPLES
Current emergency aircraft arresting systems located in USAF runway overruns (off the end of runways) are obsolete, labor intensive, and will not be logistically supportable beyond 2002.  This project seeks to identify less expensive, low maintenance alternatives that provide adequate energy absorbing capacity with fewer siting constraints.

            -OR-

Current capabilities to decontaminate the interior of cargo aircraft are limited to hot/warm air application or weathering/offgassing.  This FCT would test and evaluate a system that could enhance decontamination of the interior of a large aircraft of all known chemical and biological agents without affecting aircraft systems/components.  This capability deters aircraft loss.        

All red colored entries are for your information, to make them stand out.  Your entries should be in black.
      (2) Provide additional information as necessary to the FCT Program Manager and the Review Committee in determining project’s merit.  Continue on attached sheet if necessary.      
 
(Details to amplify paragraph 1.)

Efforts were begun in 1995 to address a deficiency identified by HQ ACC/CEX in the Contingency Base Operations (CBO) Mission Area Plan (MAP) for upgrades to the Mobile Aircraft Arresting System.  This system is a BAK-12 that is mounted on a mobilizer trailer.  The initial investigation evaluated a computer servo control for the BAK-12 brake pressure.   


(Continued at Attachment 4)

d.  Sponsoring organization.  Check the service/organization sponsoring this FCT.
Project Lead.  If joint, mark multiple organizations as needed and identify lead.  (Lead point of contact information will be listed in sponsor PM block.)
Joint project lead service/organization:  

(Army
( Navy
( Air Force  (Highlight block, Insert, Symbol, 




    Wingdings, (, Insert, Close)
(    USSOCOM
( Marine Corps
( Other: 



e.  Joint Project Agreement.  If there is multiple interest and/or support, have sponsoring and participating 
organizations agreed on the requirement to be satisfied by a joint FCT? 
( Yes. Identify joint MOA or other document that participating sponsor organizations have signed. 

ASC/FBA and PMA 272J dated 6 Nov 97 (Phase 1 MOU under Joint USAF/USN FCT project). The Navy is interested in the USAF variant of the BOL which incorporates a simplified dispenser mechanization and we plan to keep each other informed during our respective next phases.  While not planning joint programs for this phase, our working relationship is already established such that we are positioned to take advantage of any joint activities or shared assets wherever possible.

( No. Sponsoring Organizations have not agreed on a joint requirement.  Explain: 


f.  Sponsor Project Manager information.

Name & Grade/Rank:  Maj Joe Blow

Title/Position:   Program Manager, XYZ System_______________________________
Organization:  311 HSW/YACN     Brooks AFB, TX__________________________
Phone Number:  DSN: 246-6734. Com’l: (304) 786-6734

E-mail Address (mandatory):  joe.blow@airbase.af.mil
2.  Project Funding.
a.  FCT Funding Requested.  By year and total:

	
	FY 05
	FY 06
	FY __
	FY __
	FY __
	Total

	Dollars ($K)
	$750
	$1,125
	$
	$
	$
	$1,875


b.  Sponsor Contribution.  

(1) Sponsor Funding of FCT Candidates.  Is the sponsoring service contributing resources to this FCT, i.e., funding all TDY trips, buying test items, paying for management and administrative support, etc.

( Yes.  Estimate the total amount by year:

	
	FY 05
	FY 06
	FY __
	FY __
	FY __
	Total

	Dollars ($K)
	$250
	$150
	$
	$
	$
	$400


What is the service contribution going to be used for?
Functional support for engineering, logistics, and program management;TDY



OR

Management and administrative support 

Facility and instrumentation support for program execution 

Technical and scientific support

Data analysis and publication support

TDY support (partial)



OR 

Purchasing loaders, spares kits, operator and maintenance training (conducted by contractors), TDY expenses for SPO personnel, SPO operations, contractor advisory support services, transportation of loaders (possible), and  contractor testing prior to FCT test (IOT&E).

( No sponsor funding will be provided to test and evaluate the foreign item(s).

(2) Sponsor Funding of Competing U.S. Candidates.  If there is a US product competing to satisfy the sponsor’s requirement (or there is a likelihood that a US product will compete in the sponsor’s procurement phase after an FCT is completed), has funding and its PE manager been identified to fund the test and evaluation of all US item(s) competing against the foreign item(s)?
( Yes. Identify amount by FY in PE to fund testing of domestic contender(s):
PE title: Air Cargo Materiel Handling (463L)
PE number: 041214F
PE Manager Name and Grade/Rank: Maj Mike McWilliams
PE Manager e-mail address (mandatory): mcwillij@af.pentagon.mil
	PE Amount
	FY 05
	FY 06__
	FY __
	FY __
	FY __
	FY __

	Dollars ($M)
	$ 250
	$150
	$
	$
	$
	$400


 No sponsor funding has been identified.  

(If the No block is checked, you may want to say something like this, if applicable, “USAF already spent $345K testing the only domestic candidate.  Testing involved evaluating computer servo control for the BAK-12 brake.  Testing was completed 2001.”

c.  Contracts Funded with FCT Money.  

(1) Foreign contracts.  List all anticipated foreign contract awards or other procurement methods used to implement this FCT: vendor(s) name, estimated dollar amount of contract award(s), product(s) to be provided, and services to be provided.
	Vendor Name
	Total Contract Amt ($)
	Amount for Test Articles ($) 
	Amount for Vendor Services ($) 

	Aerazur
	$ 350K
	$ 350K 
	None, training and Tech Support included at no cost to the government.

	FMC/Static
	$ 1.95 - 2.55M
	$1.65 - 2.25M
	300K

	
	
	
	



(2)  U.S. Contracts.  List all anticipated US contracts by vendor, estimated dollar amount for each contract award in 
support or cooperation of the FCT.  For US contractors, identify by vendor the amount of and location where funds are 
likely to be used.  Note: FCT money shall not be used to acquire or test competing U.S. items. 

	U.S. Vendor Name and Location
	Total Contract Amount ($)
	Amount for Products
	Amount for Vendor Services

	Northrop Grumman, Baltimore
	$40K
	$0
	$40K

	Dynamics Research
	$50K
	$0
	$50K

	Calabazas Creek Research
	$40K
	$0
	$40K

	28th Test Flight, Eglin AFB
	$750K
	$100K
	$650K


d.  Sponsor Program Element for production procurement(s).  

Has a program element (PE) number been identified to fund procurement of FCT item(s)?

 Yes. (Fill in the boxes below and identify the PE information):

POM Number Referenced:  FY05-10
The PE Title: Test and Training Munitions 
PE Number:  275991F                                           

	
	FY 06
	FY 07
	FY 08
	FY 09
	FY 10
	Total

	Dollars ($M)
	$3.866
	$5.204  
	$6.234
	$6.454
	$7.642
	$29.4M


( No. A PE or project line does not exist to fund service procurement at this time. (Please explain how procurement funding will be obtained, given this situation).

3.  Proposal Type.

a.  FCT Category.  Check the applicable category based on the end decision of FCT being proposed:
   Test to procure.  End of FCT effort will be a purchase decision, Milestone III, Type Classification Standard or similar decision.
Check the type of test to procure:


   Comparative test (multiple items, at least one of which is foreign).
(  Qualification test (a unique foreign item with no other foreign or US item contenders).
(  Technical Assessment.  Test of technology or process with no intent to procure.
b.  Proposal Type.   This submittal is:
A preliminary FCT proposal is for early notice of a potential submission but does not commit the sponsor.  A final submission must be fully coordinated and is a formal request for FCT funding. 

  Preliminary (draft)
( Final

  In-cycle
( Out-of-Cycle

If a similar FCT proposal was submitted to OSD in the past, mark 'resubmission' and give details of the previous submission.

( Resubmission. If so, enter the following from the original submission:

Year:                   Sponsor organization:  

Under what title: 

4.  Requirement. Provide a current validated or approved requirement

a.  Validated or Approved Requirement: 

Title:   _________________________________________________________



Number:   _______________________________________________________

Classification Level:  _______________________________________________

Date Signed:  _____________________________________________________

Signed by:  

Name & Grade/Rank: ___________________________________________

Title/Position:  ________________________________________________

             Organization:  _________________________________________________                                                            


b.  Operational Requirement/ Use:

Title:   Tactical Automated Security System
Number:   CAF 307-89-I/II-A
Classification Level:  Unclassified, ACAT level IV
Date Signed: 23 January 1995
Signed by:

Name & Grade/Rank: Thomas S. Moorman, Jr., General, USAF 

Title/Position:  Vice Chief of Staff 

Organization:   HQ, USAF                                                                                                                      

     
c.  ( Other, Explain (i.e. Requirement statement is in draft, or FCT effort is a technical assessment) 









         
Use block only if there is no final approved ORD.
5.  Market Investigation.  Provide market investigation information:
a.   Federal Business Opportunities (FedBizOpps) Announcement.  (Required - attach copy)
Type of announcement (RFI, RFP, BAA, etc.):  Sources Sought Synopsis
Announcement Title:  Emergency Aircraft Arrestment System (EAAS)
Date of FedBizOpps announcement:  16 March 2004
"Respond by” date in FedBizOpps announcement:  30 days after release or 16 April 2004
b.  Other Market Investigation Activities.  List other actions that have been accomplished or are scheduled to be accomplished.

Computer search of World Wide Web of different key words.

Information exchange with Federal Aviation Administration Test Center and major “soft ground arrestment” contractor.

Market Investigation and Test Report – “Thermal Imaging Area Sensor Proof-of-Concept Evaluation Report”  Sandia National Laboratory, June 11, 1993.

In addition to the FedBizOpps announcement, a market survey was conducted by Sandia prior to this test program.  Sixteen companies responded to the survey with technical data, and eight companies participated in the test phase of the project.

c.  Candidates Items:  Indicate Number of:
Foreign candidates identified:  2
U.S. candidates identified: 1

List all candidate items to be evaluated.  Indicate country of origin, vendor, item name and development status (NDI, prototype, in production, fully developed but not in production, etc.)   Place an ‘X’ in FCT column if FCT funds are requested to test this item.

	Country
	Vendor
	Item Name
	Development

Status
	FCT

	France
	Aerazur
	Textile Brake & Cable Arresting System
	In production
	X

	United Kingdom
	Thorn TMD
	Wide Band Klystron 
	NDI
	  X

	US
	Litton
	Wide Band Klystron
	Test (Developmental )
	

	France
	Aerazur
	Textile Brake & Cable Arresting System
	In production
	X



d.  Foreign Country Use.  Indicate for FCT funded candidates if the item or a variant is in current use.  List 
countries where item is in use; if no, explain why.

	Item Name
	In use?
	Where or Comment

	Textile Brake & Cable Arresting System
	Yes
	Belgium, Chile, Denmark, France, Finland, Spain, Republic of South Africa, Bangladesh

	 Thorn TMD  Wide Band Klystron
	Yes
	The Thorn PT1120 Wide Band Klystron was placed in service by the UK Ministry of Defense in 1994.

	
	
	


6.  Cost Benefit and Savings Estimate.  (Congressional Interest Item)
a.  Benefits.  Describe in general the benefits of conducting this FCT.  Benefits can include specifics such as cost savings or avoidance, early fielding to satisfy urgent requirements, increased performance of a weapon system or intangibles such as potential lives saved, competition to existing sole source suppliers, etc.:

Lower procurement, installation, and maintenance costs.

System is compatible with all runway siting situations.

Lower manpower for maintenance and logistics support.

Promote competition by expanding sources for USAF aircraft arresting systems.

Eliminate sole source problems for existing BAK-9 systems.

b.  Cost savings and Methodology.  

If the U.S. Government were to develop this item, estimate how much it would cost.  Do not deduct the cost of doing the FCT.

 (1) RDT&E Cost avoidance:   $$10M
Describe the method used to estimate RDT&E savings:

Mobile Aircraft Arresting System (MAAS) was a $10M, 6-year development effort with 3 prototype Systems and 3 distinct test sites.  Aircraft testing is required for any new RDT&E.

Estimate savings in per unit cost if item is procured for production.  

(2) Savings in Procurement costs:   $$8.97M

Describe the method used to estimate procurement savings: 

Current cost for new BAK-12, $200K, with $300K installation costs versus $70K equipment and $40K installation cost for the Textile Brake.  ($390K per system savings x 23 systems = $8.97M)

Estimate the savings in operations and support costs over item’s life cycle.
(3) Operations and Support Life-Cycle savings:   $$6.095M
 Describe the method used to estimate O&S savings:  

BAK-12 operations and support life cycle is $475K per system.  Textile Brake life cycle is $210K.  Savings of $265K x 23 systems equals $6.095M.  (Based upon a 20 year life span, the BAK-12 annual $20K for personnel and material plus a 10 year overhaul at $75K equals $475K.  Textile Brake is fully replaced after a 10 year installed life cycle and assuming two additional replacement after arrestment equals $210K).

7. Tests and Evaluation.

a.  Acquisition of Test Items.

(1) Describe the acquisition strategy to acquire test articles for the FCT phase.  Include how the foreign and domestic test articles will be acquired (no cost loan, lease, purchase, etc.), contract strategy (sole source, letter contract, etc.), the foreign contract management approach (local contract office, DCMD-I, Other), and the foreign item maintenance concept (separate support contract, U.S. representative, U.S. with spare parts) during the FCT testing period.

Test Item Acquisition Strategy:  Contract for purchase of 5 test articles.  Two are for factory qualification and environmental qualification.  Three are for airborne qualification and reliability testing.
Test Item Contract Strategy:  Firm fixed-price contracts with production options
Foreign Contract Management Approach:  Contract with Boeing as aircraft integration prime; directed subcontract with Marconi Aerospace who has US license arrangement with Celsius Tech; CPFF
OR

CDMD-I

Foreign Item Maintenance Concept:  US technical liason office can execute the commercial warranty (one year duration) provided with purchase of the test articles.

OR 

Contractor maintenance during test with on-site support

Estimated Test Item Quantities & Unit Cost:  Two units each plus mounting tripods @ $90K each
OR

Five @ $250K each
 (2) Did Vendor(s) give cost estimates for providing their items?

 Written price & delivery schedule is available.
 Yes.  ( No.

 (3) Purchasing Test Items.  If approach for acquiring test articles is to purchase the foreign items, has the vendor(s) been asked if they are willing to provide test article(s) at no cost or through lease (as part of vendor's risk sharing participation in this FCT)?
 Yes, vendor and/or foreign government have been asked.  However, bombs will be expended and will therefore need to be procured instead of leased.
( No, discussion concerning no cost loan or lease of test articles has not occurred.

  (4) Additional explanation:  (Add any other information that would be helpful in understanding the testing phase acquisition.)

b.  Integration.  Is integration, modification or adaptation required before the foreign item(s) can be tested or fielded within DoD?  Will U.S. doctrine or tactics have to be changed before fielding?  Does this FCT involve the testing or modification of Software?
( No, to all questions.

  Yes.  (Explain what needs to be done, how it will be done, and who will do the work.  How much will integration cost, and who will pay the integration costs?  Are integration cost reflected on the project chart?)
The first portion of this phase (Phase 2) will be operational integration (or missionization) on F-15A/B/C/D/E, which must be accomplished prior to conducting the flight evaluation.  (Phase 1 included a functional integration just to verify operation on board the aircraft and satisfactory performance of the expendables but did not include productionized operator interface.)  Note:  This is a change over the previous proposal when the intended aircraft was the F-15E only.  The BOL/LAU-128 launcher interface must be fine-tuned to allow separation of the two subsystems for easier maintenance and a control panel must be developed for cockpit interface.  The integration/design work will be performed by Boeing with Marconi as a subcontractor (Marconi has a license arrangement with CelsiusTech).  The actual modification to test aircraft will be performed by the government test center.  No change is required to US doctrine or tactics, although fielding of this system would allow a change in tactics that is expected to enhance the platform’s survivability.  Publications and tech orders will have to be updated.

c.  Foreign Data Request.  Has test and evaluation data been requested for the foreign item(s)?

  Yes.  From whom and when: Nigel Hann, Thorn Microwave Devices, 26 Feb 04
( No. Explain why not:


________________________________________________________________________

d.  Foreign Data Use.  Has foreign data been received and validated? How will it be used?

TMD data has been received and is being evaluated.  Also, their data on the Internet has been reviewed.

e.  Technical Testing.  Identify type & nature of technical and safety testing to be performed.
None needed.

f.  Operational Testing.  Is an operational test to be done?
  Yes. By who? AFOTEC, Det-2 , Eglin AFB , FL - it is not decided if the test will be a full FOT&E, an Operational Utility Evaluation (OUE), or combined with the QT&E. The method will be defined during the Test Planning Working Group meeting.
( No. Explain why:


___________________________________________________________________________

g.  Key Performance Parameters (KPPs).  Have KPPs been identified by the user with Pass/Fail Criteria?

( Yes. (Attach list of KPPs)    No. When will KPPs be identified? June 2004
h.  Test Plan or Test & Evaluation Master Plan (TEMP).  Has draft Test Plan or TEMP been prepared?

 Yes. (Attach),   No. Give status:  TEMP is in rough draft form; final anticipated May 04.

i.  Test Phases.  Identify the test phases and describe the major decision points during the evaluation?
Testing will be in three phases.  

1.  The existing factory ATP will be met. Production Acceptance Test will test to the factory Acceptance Test Plan (ATP) which must demonstrate that the specification has been met.

2. Testing will continue in an AWACS aircraft radar hot mock up ground facilities that replicates the operation and all test parameters will be met.  Ground System Test any failure to meet T. O. performance parameters.

3.  System testing will be in an AWACS aircraft for a minimum of 125 airborne operational hours.  Airborne System Test any failure to meet Airborne T. O. operational performance parameters.  

8.  Acquisition/Procurement Strategy of Production/Fielded Item.   Note: If the FCT Acquisition Strategy for multiple vendors varies for individual vendors, provide information for each vendor as an attachment to this FCT proposal.  

Describe the acquisition strategy to acquire the foreign item after the FCT is completed assuming item met requirements.  Provide contract strategy (sole source, full and open competitive solicitation, etc.), estimated unit costs and unit quantities to be procured and the planned logistic support strategy.

Production Acquisition Strategy: Full and open competition source selection by SA‑ALC as replacement barrier agency.

OR

Two firm fixed price contracts with multiyear options will be awarded.  The production will be divided (assuming there are two qualified vendors) with the low bidder getting the majority of the work.
Production Contract Strategy:  Production options will be included in both the Portsmouth 

Aviation and Lacroix FCT contracts.  Depending on which company’s practice bomb is fully qualified and approved for production, the USAF will exercise the production options that will be included in that company’s FCT contract for Test Articles. (Kaminsky approach).

OR

Firm fixed price contract for indefinite delivery, indefinite quantity (IDIQ). 


Estimated Production Item Quantities & Unit Cost: 261 production loaders at $450-650K each 

(between $117M and $179M total).
Production & Fielding Logistics Support Strategy:  Three-level maintenance is planned, but other options will be considered if proposed by contractors.

OR

The units will be fielded through attrition.  The USAF replaces an average of 24 units per year.

9.  Points of Contacts  

a.  User Advocacy.  Identify the senior most user/operator advocate.  Attach letters of support as appropriate.
Name & Rank:  Maj Gen Walter S. Hogle, Jr.
Title/Position:   Director of Plans
Organization:  Air Mobility Command
Phone Number: ​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​​ DSN 246-4567,  Com’l (450) 446-4567
E-mail Address:  hoglew@hqamc.scott.af.mil

b.  PE Manager/Champion.  Provide name, rank, position, and organization of the most senior official 
who has agreed to support procurement if testing is successful. Attach correspondence if appropriate.

Name & Rank:  Col. Robert George
Title/Position:  Chief, Armaments Division
Organization:  Ogden Air Logistics Center, Hill AFB, Utah
Phone Number:  DSN 777-5432,  Com’l (801) 777-5432
E-mail Address:  rgeorge@armament.hill.af.mil

c.  Joint Coordination Contacts.  Every FCT proposal must be provided to USSOCOM and other Services for 
joint interest consideration.

 Yes.  Identify the organization(s) and Point(s) of Contact.

	Organization
	Point of Contact
	E-mail Address (mandatory)

	NAVAIR
	Ms. Eileen Gruber
	gruberEG@navair.navy.mil

	USMC
	Ms. Shawn Prablek
	prableksj@quantico.usmc.mil

	Army
	Mr. Al Trawinski
	atrawinski@hqamc.army.mil

	SOCOM
	Mr. Bill Burke
	burkew@socom.mil


d.  Is there USSOCOM or other Service interest/support?
( No. There is no other interest/support for this FCT proposal.
 Yes. There is other interest/support for this FCT proposal.  List interested organizations not staff level FCT support offices.

	NAVAIRWARCENACDIV
	Mr. Carl Carew
	carewc4@lakehurst.navy.mil

	USMC/CDC
	LtCol Richard Burchnall
	burchnallr@mqg-ms-smtp3.usmc.mil

	
	
	


e.  Integrated Product Team E-mail Information (mandatory).  Provide e-mail address, commercial phone and fax numbers for the following individuals.  This list is the basis for initial integrated product team.  Add others as appropriate.
Project Manager (Government Sponsor):  Tom Schley, OC-ALC/LAKRB, 3001 Staff Drive Ste 2AH1-110B, Tinker AFB, OK 73145-3022; Phone (405) 736-5255; DSN 336-5255; Fax (405) 736-5412, e-mail schleyt@e3mail.tinker.af.mil
Project Manager(s) (Vendors):  Fill in all IPT members as above as sample
Requirement POC:  __________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

User Representative:  _________________________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________

Program Element Manager:  ___________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

Program Executive Office:  ____________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________ 

Embassy Representative(s): ____________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

FM Representative:  _____________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

Contracting Office POC (Government):  __________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

First O6/SES/General/Flag Officer government sponsor in Project Manager’s Chain of Command:  _________________________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________

OSD FCT PM:  Col Rocky Reiners, rockford.reiners@osd.mil ; (703) 602-3740
Service FCT PM:  Mr. Clay Dewey, USAF FCT Program Focal Point, SAF/IAPQ, 1500 Wilson Blvd, Ste 410, Arlington, VA 22209, Tel: (703) 588-8944  dewey.clay@pentagon.af.mil
SYSCOM FCT Coordinator:  __________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________

DCMD-I Representative:  _____________________________________________________

___________________________________________________________________________  
Disclosure Office Representative: _______________________________________________ 

___________________________________________________________________________

Test and Evaluation Coordinator/POC:  __________________________________________

 __________________________________________________________________________

10.  Impact if Not Funded.  Discuss the impact of not funding this proposal to the sponsor Program of Record.

11.  Intellectual Property Rights.  Discuss the restrictions and costs related to any intellectual property rights that may impact the procurement of the technology discussed in the proposal.
12.  Issues.  List all.  For example: political impacts, Congressional interest, U.S. production base concerns, past history, 'Buy America' Acts, offset arrangements, etc. 

(1) Much of data collected will be classified and can be shared only on a limited basis with foreign vendor.  All data relative to their dispenser will be shared; however, radar cross-section and infrared signature for the F-15 will not be shared.  Also, any information relative to the performance of the IR flare being developed by the Navy cannot be shared.

(2) Technical solutions to operational integration somewhat challenging due to multiple platforms with different cockpit interface requirements.

(3) There is high Congressional interest in this project.  See Sen. Warner’s letter (Attch #4)
13.  Attachments.

Enclosure 1:  Project Chart 

Enclosure 2:  Project Photo(s)  

Enclosure 3:  Federal Business Opportunities (FedBizOpps) Announcement
Enclosure 4:  Flag Level Endorsement letter(s) 

Other:  KPPs (include Pass/Fail Criteria), Draft Test Plan, and additional letters of Support
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