
 
 

CONTRACT #18 

RFS # 317.01-03075 

Edison # 35274 
 

Department of Finance and 

Administration 

Office for Information 

Resources (OIR) 

 

VENDOR:   

Science Applications 

International Corporation 

(SAIC) 



STATE OT'TENITESSEE
DEPAR'TMENT OF FINANCE A¡{D ADMINISTRATION

OT.r'ICE FIOR II|T.'ORMATIOI{ RESOI,RCDS
9O1 stt AVEI{T'E NORTTI

NASHVIT¿E, TENITESS¡EE 37243
{6151532-3O¡rO

rÁx l6rsl2s3-l.l{¡3
I¡RRY B. MARTIN
COMMISSIONER

Oclober 23, 2015

Chairman MarkWhite
Fiscal Review Committee
th Floor, RachelJackson Bldg.
Nashville, TN

Attn: Mrs. LeniChick

Dear Chairman White:

MARK BENGEL
CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER

RECEIVED

NO\/ 0 3 2015

r-r r^ ^ í1 t ar -t,i iI:'//l-tu¡\-¡r.- Ü r; v ¡!

Please find attached, for the Fiscal Review Committee's consideration, documentation of an Amendment request
pertaining to the State's contract with Science Applications lntemational Corporation (SAIC), for the provision of
implementation of lT assessment services. The Department of Finance and Administration respectfully requests to
be placed on the consent calendar at lhe next Fiscal Review Committee meeting.

The requested amendment extends the contrac{ term one year and adds an additional $750,000.00 to the
Maximum Liability. Additional professional consulting services are needed for the vendor to assist in implementing
the recommendalions identified as a result of the information technology assessments. The additional money is
required to ensure there will be sutrcient funds in the contract to pay foranticipated future usage.

Thank you for your consideration of this request.

Sincerely,

¡Qørut¿(tt/unt
Donna Odom

Deputy Director
Organization Quality & Performance Management



Supplemental Documentation Required for 

Fiscal Review Committee  

 

Revised April 2014 

 

*Contact Name: 
Donna Odom *Contact 

Phone: 

615-532-3040 

*Presenter’s 

name(s): 

Mark Bengel and Stephanie Dedmon 

Edison Contract 

Number: (if applicable) 

NV…35274 RFS Number: 
(if applicable) 

31701-03075 

*Original or 

Proposed Contract 

Begin Date: 

12/10/2013 *Current or 

Proposed End 

Date: 

1/21/2017 

Current Request Amendment Number:  
(if applicable) 

3 

Proposed Amendment Effective Date:   
(if applicable) 

January 22, 2016 

*Department Submitting: Finance and Administration 

*Division: Office for Information Resources 

*Date Submitted: November 3, 2015 

*Submitted Within Sixty (60) days: Yes 

If not, explain:  

*Contract Vendor Name: 
Science Applications International 

Corporation (SAIC) 

*Current  or Proposed Maximum Liability: $2,155,753.42 

*Estimated Total Spend for Commodities:  

*Current or Proposed Contract Allocation by Fiscal Year:  
(as Shown on Most Current Fully Executed Contract Summary Sheet) 

FY:2013 FY:2014 FY:2015 FY: FY FY 

$462,633.05 $1,654,889.52 $38,230.85 $ $ $ 

*Current Total Expenditures by Fiscal Year of Contract:  
(attach backup documentation from Edison) 

FY:2014 FY:2015 FY:2016 FY:2016 FY FY 

$809,427.65 $1,056,782.15 $ $ $ $ 

IF Contract Allocation has been 

greater than Contract 

Expenditures, please give the 

reasons and explain where surplus 

funds were spent: 

Yearly allocations were estimates of 

anticipated services at the time the 

Contract was established. 

IF surplus funds have been carried 

forward, please give the reasons 

and provide the authority for the 

carry forward provision: 

Surplus funds were not carried forward. 

IF Contract Expenditures exceeded 

Contract Allocation, please give the 

reasons and explain how funding 

Contract Expenditures have not exceeded 

Contract Allocation.  The Proposed 

Contract Allocation and the Current Total 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 

Fiscal Review Committee  

 

Revised April 2014 

was acquired to pay the overage: Expenditures above were adjusted from 

the previous Amendment #2 information to 

reflect the updates to the contract.  A new 

Edison contract (NV35274) was established 

due to SAIC splitting into two companies 

and obtaining a new FEIN.  The Current 

Total Expenditure reflects the 

expenditures going forward from the Start 

Date of the new NV contract (12/10/2013) 

which began when the new company FEIN 

was effective.  This also explains why the 

Contract Allocations begin with FY 2013 

and the Current Total Expenditures begin 

with FY 2014. 

*Contract Funding Source/Amount: 

 

State: 

 

 

Federal:  

 

Interdepartmental: 

 

$2,155,753.42 

Other:  

If “other” please define:  

If “interdepartmental” please define:  

Dates of All Previous Amendments 

or Revisions: (if applicable) 

Brief Description of Actions in Previous 

Amendments or Revisions: (if applicable) 

Amd #1, 7/1/2013 Increase Maximum Liability 

Amd #2, 12/10/2013 SAIC split into two companies, name retained but 

new FEIN 

  

Method of Original Award:  (if applicable) RFP 

*What were the projected costs of the 

service for the entire term of the contract 

prior to contract award? 

How was this cost determined? 

Due to variability of services, the 

program area could not project cost 

prior to receiving proposals, and 

therefore, relied upon the actual 

proposed amounts to derive the 

projected costs. 

*List number of other potential vendors 

who could provide this good or service; 

efforts to identify other competitive 

procurement alternatives; and the 

reason(s) a sole-source contract is in the 

best interest of the State.  

N/A 

 

 





















GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE
FISCAL REVIEW COMMITTEE

320 Sixth Avenue, North - 8th Floor
NASHVILLE, TE NNESSE E 37 2 48 - O0rõ7

6t5-7 4t-2564
Sen. Bill Ketron, Chai¡man

Senators
Douglas Henry Reginald Tate
Brian l{elsey l(en Yager
Steve Southerland
Randy McNally, ex ofÍïcio

Lt. Governor Ron Rarnsey, ex officio

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

Charles Cnrtiss
Jelemy Faison

Pat Marsh
Mark Pody

Rep. Mark Whit€, Vice-Chai¡man
Representatives

ñ

Bre¡rda Gilmore l)avid Shepard
Matthew Hill Tim Wirgau
Challes Sargent, ex officio

Speaker Beth Harwell, ex officio

MEMORANDUM
Mike Perry, Chief Procurement Officer
Department of General Services

Senator Bill Ketron, Chairman &ç
Representative Mark White, Vice-Chairman

October 23,2013

SUBJECT: Contract Comments
(Fiscal Review Committee Meeting IOl2llIB)

RFS# 317.03-18909 (Edison # BZGS)
Department: Finance and Administration
Division: Office for Information Resources (OIR)
Vendor: Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC)
Summary: The vendor is responsible for provision of Next Generation
Information Technology (IT) assessment and process improvement
services collectively referred to as r'NextGen IT Assessment',. The
proposed amendment revises the Federal Employer Identification Number
due to the separation of SAIC into two separate companies (SAIC and
Leidos).
Current maximum liability: g2,2l.8,465
Proposed maximum liability: 92,2L8,4G5

After review, the Fiscal Review Committee voted to recommend approval of the
contract amendment.

cc: Mr. Mark Bengel, Chief Information Officer, OIR





Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

 

Effective October 30, 2009 

*Contact Name: 
Leighanne Haynes *Contact 

Phone: 
253-4781 

*Original Contract 
Number: 

 *Original RFS 
Number:  

31701-03075 

Edison Contract 
Number: (if applicable) 

35274 Edison RFS 
Number: (if 

applicable) 

 

*Original Contract 
Begin Date: 

1/22/2013 *Current End 
Date: 

1/21/2016 

Current Request Amendment Number:  
(if applicable) 

2 

Proposed Amendment Effective Date:  
(if applicable) 

December 10, 2013 

*Department Submitting: Finance and Administration 
*Division: Office for Information Resources 

*Date Submitted: October 10, 2013 
*Submitted Within Sixty (60) days: Yes 

If not, explain:  

*Contract Vendor Name: 
Science Applications International 
Corporation (SAIC) 

*Current Maximum Liability: $2,218,465.00 
*Current Contract Allocation by Fiscal Year:  
(as Shown on Most Current Fully Executed Contract Summary Sheet) 
FY: FY: FY: FY: FY FY 
$462,633.05 $1,717,601.10 $38,230.85 $ $ $ 
*Current Total Expenditures by Fiscal Year of Contract:  
(attach backup documentation from STARS or FDAS report) 
Two invoices totaling $62,711.58 have been received and are in process.  No other 
payments have been made. 
FY: FY: FY: FY: FY FY 
$0.00 $ $ $ $ $ 
IF Contract Allocation has been 
greater than Contract 
Expenditures, please give the 
reasons and explain where surplus 
funds were spent: 

Yearly allocations were estimates of 
anticipated services at the time the 
Contract was established. 

IF surplus funds have been carried 
forward, please give the reasons 
and provide the authority for the 
carry forward provision: 

Surplus funds were not carried forward. 

IF Contract Expenditures exceeded 
Contract Allocation, please give the 
reasons and explain how funding 

Contract expenditures have not exceeded 
the Contract Maximum Liability. 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

 

Effective October 30, 2009 

was acquired to pay the overage: 
*Contract 

Funding 
Source/Amount: 

State:  Federal:  

Interdepartmental: 
 

$2,218,465.00 Other:  

If “other” please define:  
Dates of All Previous Amendments 

or Revisions: (if applicable) 
Brief Description of Actions in Previous 
Amendments or Revisions: (if applicable) 

Amd #1, July 1, 2013 Add Dollars to Professional Services Rates. 
  
  

Method of Original Award:  (if applicable) RFP 
*What were the projected costs of the 

service for the entire term of the contract 
prior to contract award? 

Due to variability of services, the program 
area could not project cost prior to receiving 
proposals, and therefore relied upon the 
actual proposed amounts to derive the 
projected costs. 

 

For all new non-competitive contracts and any contract amendment that changes 
Sections A or C.3. of the original or previously amended contract document, 
provide estimates based on information provided the Department by the vendor 
for determination of contract maximum liability.  Add rows as necessary to 
provide all information requested.   
 
If it is determined that the question is not applicable to your contract document 
attach detailed explanation as to why that determination was made. 
 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

 

Effective October 30, 2009 

 

Planned expenditures by fiscal year by deliverable.  Add rows as necessary to indicate 
all estimated contract expenditures. 

Deliverable 
description: 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

This amendment is to change an FEIN.  No other revisions are to be made. 
 

Proposed savings to be realized per fiscal year by entering into this contract.  If 
amendment to an existing contract, please indicate the proposed savings to be realized 

by the amendment.  Add rows as necessary to define all potential savings per 
deliverable. 

 
Deliverable 
description: 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

This amendment does not expand the Scope of Services or procure new services. 
 

Comparison of cost per fiscal year of obtaining this service through the proposed 
contract or amendment vs. other options.  List other options available (including other 

vendors), cost of other options, and source of information for comparison of other 
options (e.g. catalog, Web site).  Add rows as necessary to indicate price differentials 

between contract deliverables. 
 
Proposed 
Vendor Cost: 
(name of 
vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

Less than one year ago, SAIC was awarded this contract via RFP and therefore, the prices in 
the contract were determined competitively.  In addition, SAIC has gained knowledge and 
experience with the NextGen IT project so no other options were sought. 
Other Vendor 
Cost: (name 
of vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

      
Other Vendor 
Cost: (name 
of vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

      































GENtrRAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE
FISCAL REVIEW COMMITTEE

320 Sixth Avenue, North - 8th Floor
NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37 243- OO57

615-7 4t-2564

Sen. Bill Ketron, Chairman
Senators

Douglas Henry Reginalcl Tate
Brian l{elsev l(en Yager
Steve Southerlancl
Randy McNally, ex offieio

Lt. Governor Ron Ramsey, ex officio

TO:

FROM:

DATE:

MEMORANDUM
Mike Perry, Chief Procurement Officer
Department of General Services

Charles Cultiss
Jelemy Faison
Brencla Gihnore
Matthew Hill

Pat Marsìr
Mark Pody
Davicl Shepard
Tim Wilgau

Senator Bill Ketron, Chairman
Representative Mark White, Vice-Chairman

May 16, 2Ol3

3F

Rep. Mark White, Vice'Chairman
ReJrresentatives

Challes Sargent, cx officio
Speaker Beth Harwell, ex officio

ñ

SUBJECT: Contract Comments
(Fiscal Review Committee Meeting 5/13/13)

RFS# 317.01-03075 (Edisore# 35274)
Department: Finance & Administration
Division: Office for Information Resources (OIR)
Vendor: Science Applications International Corporation (SAIC)
Summary: The vendor is responsible for Next Generation Information
Technology (IT) assessment and process improvement services. The
proposed amendment defines time frames for the State's review and
written approval of deliverables; increases the maximum liability by
$498,892; and prohibits the compensation for "change order" work from
exceeding $616,973 over the contract term.
Current maximum liability: $1,804,953
Proposed maximum liability: $2,303,845

After review, the Fiscal Review Committee voted to recommend approval of the
contract amendment with the stipulation that the increase in maximum liability be
reduced by $85,000 resulting in a total maximum liability of g2,2L8,845.

cc: The Honorable Mark Emkes, Commissioner



 

 
 

STATE OF TENNESSEE 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE AND ADMINISTRATION 
OFFICE FOR INFORMATION RESOURCES 

312 EIGHTH AVENUE NORTH 
SUITE 1600, TENNESSEE TOWER 

NASHVILLE, TENNESSEE 37243-0288 
(615) 741-3700 

FAX (615) 532-0471 
          MARK EMKES                           MARK BENGEL 
       COMMISSIONER                        CHIEF INFORMATION OFFICER 

 
 

April 30, 2013 

Mr. Lucian Geise 
Executive Director 
Fiscal Review Committee 
8th Floor, Rachel Jackson Bldg. 
Nashville, TN 

Dear Sir: 

Please find attached, for the Fiscal Review Committee’s consideration, documentation of an 
Amendment request pertaining to the State’s contract with Science Applications International 
Corporation (SAIC) for the provision of Next Generation Information Technology assessment services.  
The Department of Finance and Administration respectfully requests to be placed on the agenda to 
present this request at the next Fiscal Review Committee meeting. 

To facilitate the Committee’s review, we present the following summary of the amendment: 

This contract is used to perform a Next Generation Information Technology (“NextGen IT”) Assessment 
for the State.  In the course of this assessment, SAIC will assess the IT organizations in State agencies 
to determine current and future IT support needs and recommend practical ways to improve the quality 
of the IT services provided.  With the contract, the State can also request SAIC assist with IT staff 
mapping and training and the implementation of approved recommendations. 

This amendment increases the funds allocated to Professional Services hours in the contract, thereby 
also increasing the Maximum Liability, in order for SAIC to perform newly defined tasks within the 
allowable contract assessment services, including assistance with IT training programs, IT job 
classifications, and assessments for agencies that were not included in the contract when bid.  The 
amendment also defines time frames and State written approval for deliverable acceptance. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request.  We look forward to appearing before the Committee 
at its next scheduled meeting. 

Sincerely, 

 

Mark Bengel 
Chief Information Officer 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

Effective October 30, 2009 

 

*Contact Name: 
Leighanne Haynes *Contact 

Phone: 
253-4781 

*Original Contract 
Number: 

35274 *Original RFS 
Number:  

31701-03075 

Edison Contract 
Number: (if applicable) 

35274 Edison RFS 
Number: (if 

applicable) 

 

*Original Contract 
Begin Date: 

1/22/2013 *Current End 
Date: 

1/21/2016 

Current Request Amendment Number:  
(if applicable) 

1 

Proposed Amendment Effective Date:  
(if applicable) 

7/1/2013 

*Department Submitting: Finance and Administration 
*Division: OIR 

*Date Submitted: 4/30/2013 
*Submitted Within Sixty (60) days: Yes 

If not, explain:  

*Contract Vendor Name: 
Science Applications International 
Corporation (SAIC) 

*Current Maximum Liability: $1,804,953.00 
*Current Contract Allocation by Fiscal Year: 
(as Shown on Most Current Fully Executed Contract Summary Sheet) 
FY: 2013 FY: 2014 FY: 2015 FY FY FY 
$462,633.05 $1,304,089.10 $38230.85 $ $ $ 
*Current Total Expenditures by Fiscal Year of Contract:  
(attach backup documentation from STARS or FDAS report) 
No invoices have been received as of April 30, 2013. 
FY: 2013 FY:  FY: FY: FY FY 
$0  $ $ $ $ 
IF Contract Allocation has been 
greater than Contract 
Expenditures, please give the 
reasons and explain where surplus 
funds were spent: 

Yearly allocations were estimates of anticipated 
services at the time the Contract was established. 

IF surplus funds have been carried 
forward, please give the reasons 
and provide the authority for the 
carry forward provision: 

Surplus funds were not carried forward. 

IF Contract Expenditures exceeded 
Contract Allocation, please give the 
reasons and explain how funding 
was acquired to pay the overage: 

Contract expenditures have not exceeded the 
Contract maximum liability 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

Effective October 30, 2009 

*Contract 
Funding 

Source/Amount: 
State:  Federal:  

Interdepartmental: 
 

$2,303,845.00
Other:  

If “other” please define: If applicable 
Dates of All Previous Amendments 

or Revisions: (if applicable) 
Brief Description of Actions in Previous 
Amendments or Revisions: (if applicable) 

N/A  
  
  

Method of Original Award:  (if applicable) RFP 
*What were the projected costs of the 

service for the entire term of the contract 
prior to contract award? 

The program area could not project 
cost prior to receiving proposals, due 
to variability of services and therefore 
relied upon the actual proposed 
amounts to derive the projected costs.  

 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

Effective October 30, 2009 

 

For all new non-competitive contracts and any contract amendment that changes 
Sections A or C.3. of the original or previously amended contract document, 
provide estimates based on information provided the Department by the vendor 
for determination of contract maximum liability.  Add rows as necessary to 
provide all information requested.   
Please see the attached spreadsheet for the hours used to calculate the increase in 
Contract Section C.3.f.  The spreadsheet lists tasks to be performed and estimated hours 
to complete those tasks using Contract Section A.9 NextGen IT Assessment Professional 
Services. 
If it is determined that the question is not applicable to your contract document 
attach detailed explanation as to why that determination was made. 
The addition of Contract Section A.14 clarifies time frames and adds State written 
approval for deliverable acceptance; the section has no monetary effect on the Contract. 

Planned expenditures by fiscal year by deliverable.  Add rows as necessary to indicate 
all estimated contract expenditures. 

Deliverable 
description: 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

Please see the attached spreadsheet for tasks to be performed and estimated hours to complete 
those tasks using Contract Section A.9 NextGen IT Assessment Professional Services. 

Proposed savings to be realized per fiscal year by entering into this contract.  If 
amendment to an existing contract, please indicate the proposed savings to be realized 

by the amendment.  Add rows as necessary to define all potential savings per 
deliverable. 

Deliverable 
description: 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

This contract is used to perform a Next Generation Information Technology (“NextGen IT”) 
Assessment.  In the course of this assessment, SAIC will assess the IT organizations in State 
agencies to determine current and future IT support needs and recommend practical ways to 
improve the quality of the IT services provided.   The State can also request SAIC assist with 
IT staff mapping and training and the implementation of approved recommendations. 
Currently the State spends $12M on IT Pro contractors, we anticipate $600,000 savings in 
fiscal year 2015, $3M in fiscal year 2016, and $6M annually beginning in fiscal year 2017. 

Comparison of cost per fiscal year of obtaining this service through the proposed 
contract or amendment vs. other options.  List other options available (including other 

vendors), cost of other options, and source of information for comparison of other 
options (e.g. catalog, Web site).  Add rows as necessary to indicate price differentials 

between contract deliverables. 
Proposed 
Vendor Cost: 
(name of 
vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

SAIC was awarded this contract via RFP and therefore, the prices in the contract were 
determined competitively.  In addition, SAIC has gained knowledge and experience with the 
NextGen IT project and the State’s IT staffing needs during already completed NextGen IT 
assessment tasks that can be applied to the tasks associated with this Amendment, thereby 



Supplemental Documentation Required for 
Fiscal Review Committee 

Effective October 30, 2009 

 
 

reducing costs. 
Other Vendor 
Cost: (name 
of vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

      
Other Vendor 
Cost: (name 
of vendor) 

FY: FY: FY: FY: FY: 

      



Next Generation lT Contract Amendment 1- Additional Funds
Professional Services Hou¡ly Rates

All services will be pert'ormed using the competively bid
hourly rates olready in the contrdct.

Contract Year 1. l1.lzZl20t3 - 1,12112014) Hourlv Rate

Contract Year 2 (1/22/2014 - 1/2L/2Of5)

Professionol Services to be used t'or traíning program
oss¡stonce, training RFP development, odditional
ossessmenft cl assif i c dt¡ on sd I dry v e r¡f ¡ cdti on, c o re e r
path progression, job clossification verification, SDLC

development, cont¡nuous improvement model, global
knowledge base, enterprise integration strategy ond
orchitecture, roles ond respons¡bil¡tes document review
and recommendotions.

5 498,892.00

Additional Profess¡onal Services Funds (Amount lncrease per This Amendment) s 498.892.00

Professional Services Funds AlreadV ln Contract s 118,081.00

Total Prófessional Services Funds as Amended (Contract Section C.3.f) s 616,973.00

m Liability Calculation
The funds requested in the omendment will be odded to FY2014.

s 462,633.0s

s 1,802.981.10
































































