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STATE OF WASHINGTON

Consolidated Technology Services
Olympia, Washington 98504-2445
DATE:

June 18, 2014
TO:  
All Secondary Ethernet Vendors

FROM: 

Susan Steele, RFQ Coordinator

SUBJECT:  
Amendment #4 to T14-RFQ-117
This amendment is to clarify information provided in Amendments 1 and 3.  Deleted text (in both RFQ and Appendix 1-Cost Model) appears struck through in black font, while added text is underlined in red font.  
For the sites requiring backup connection, respectively sites DSHS1032 850 Maple St, Medical Lake, WA 99022 and DSHS1033 2320 S Salnave Road, Hwy. 902 & Salnave Road, Medical Lake, WA 99022:
QUESTIONS:

1.      Are they going to have two connections at each site – and they are requesting two different Vendors per site, and you cannot use the same Vendor’s Network on both connections at a site?

2.      Or, do they want to end up with one connection at each site, with a different Vendor Network provided at each site?

3.      If #2 is the answer, one would assume they have local connectivity between the two locations, and they will use that as a means of doing their redundancy to two separate Vendors – one at each site?

ANSWERS:
1. No, customer is not looking for two connections per site.    

2. Question two above is the option the customer wants, with one connection per site and a different vendor network per site.

3. It’s CTS’ understanding if one site drops off, the other site will automatically handle all the traffic for both sites.  Customer has designed failover based on different vendor networks serving each location.  
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