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November 6th, 2026
REQUEST FOR PROPOSAL ("RFP") No. 411
eProcurement and Contract Management Solution
PROPOSAL DEADLINE: Friday, November 13th, 2026, 2:00 PM (Central)
Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning Procurement
procurements@cmap.illinois.gov 
The Contractor must acknowledge receipt of this Addendum by signing, dating, and submitting it along with the Proposal. Failure to do so may result in the Proposal being considered non-responsive.
This Addendum to RFQ No.419: eProcurement and Contract Management Solution includes the following revisions, additions, clarifications, and/or modifications, all of which must be fully incorporated into the Respondent's Proposal:
Clarifications to the Solicitation
The solicitation posted on the CMAP Procurement page remains unchanged and will not be reissued. The clarifications below respond only to questions raised by proposers in this document, and they apply to all proposers equally.
C1. Service levels (raised in question 77). The intended values are a maintenance notice period of five (5) business days and SLA reporting of ten (10) business days. The bracketed values appearing in the Scope of Services section on service levels are formatting artifacts and carry no meaning.
C2. Interrogatories, Maintenance and Support item 1 (raised in question 77). The cross-references to a numbered item and to a separate numbered section for service levels are clerical errors. Read both as the Scope of Services section on service levels.
C3. General Terms and Conditions, payment obligations (raised in question 77). The reference to the Solution Clarification Questionnaire is a clerical error. Payment obligations are those stated in the invoicing provisions of the solicitation and in the General Terms and Conditions.
Question and Answers:
1.  Will there be a link to this presentation? Answer: Yes. It will be posted to the CMAP Procurement page no later than Friday.
2. Attachment seven shows POs created in D365, but there's a section in the solicitation that says that solution must support PO generation receiving in three-way match. Which system does CMAP expect to own those stats? Answer: The goal for us Would be to initiate the purchase requisition in D365 then be able to bring those records into the procurement system; then be able to tie the records between the procurement system and D365. There's potentially additional integration that needs to happen where the two systems would be able to identify the PO number from D365 and tie it to the contract that is awarded.
3. Is there co-ops that CMAP prefers to purchase through or receive pricing, such as GAGSA. Answer: This particular solicitation is standalone of any Co-op, so pricing that is received from a vendor will be solely based on this solicitation and not any consortium agreement pricing that that may be available.
4. So for historical data migration, how many total records? Answer: We're still evaluating records that will be migrated to the new system.
5. What implementation timeline are you looking at? Answer: We are hoping to have a contract and a notice to proceed by the end of January. We will trust the successful proposer’s work approach and schedule for completion.
6. Is there any significant portion of the 200 end users that would just be read only users, or do all of them need to be have access to the system at the same time? Answer: The priority would be that approximately 2 administrators are able to access the system at the same time. However, if there are capacity constraints or capacity restrictions of the number of users that can be in the system at one time, then I would like for that constraint to be outlined inside the proposal.
7. Will there be an outside firm reviewing this proposal? Answer: No. CMAP will be completing the review of all the proposals in-house.
8. 	For the security documentation in Section 3.3.vi, must both the implementation prime and SaaS operator provide their own SOC 2 Type II report and penetration-test summary, or may the documents cover the SaaS operator with the prime’s responsibilities addressed separately? Answer: Please reference RFP 411 and attachments.
9. 	Must the three references in Section 3.4 be customers of the proposing prime, or may references for work delivered by named team members at prior firms be used if their contribution and relationship are clearly identified? Answer: Reference must be business-related and able to speak to proposer’s work.
10. 	How many total CMAP employees (FTEs) are there, and how many are requisitioners or approvers who touch the system? Answer: Please see question number 6.
11. 	What is CMAP’s annual addressable spend: total, and split between competitively bid, grant/federally funded, and small or micro purchases? Answer: CMAP’s annual spend varies and is contingent upon external funding. Proposers should submit their best offer based on the Scope of Work.
12. 	How many contracts will be migrated? On the call they said a “couple hundred” at most. Please confirm the number of contracts, active vs. expired, and how many vendor records. Answer: Please reference question number 4.
13. 	Does CMAP have a budget range or an independent cost estimate it can share? The RFP says funding is contingent and the estimate will be used in evaluation. Answer: No. Proposers should submit their best offer based on five-year total cost of ownership. Please reference question number 11.
14. 	How many active suppliers does CMAP have, and how many external suppliers should the portal support? Should supplier and public-portal access be priced as unlimited, or are tiers acceptable? Answer: CMAP does not provide supplier counts. Public supplier and bidder portal access should be priced without per-supplier limits. Internal access is sized to approximately 200 named users. Please reference question number 6.
15. 	The scope slide said “1 to 200 end users” on the call and “100–200” in the deck. What is the right number? How many are full users vs. read-only/approver-only? Should the 2 administrators be priced separately? Answer: Approximately 200 employees may have access to the system. Approximately 2 administrators require concurrent access; all other users are regular users. Administrators are included within the licensed user count and should not be priced separately. Please reference question number 6.
16. 	For the five-year TCO, should implementation fees be shown in Year 0 or Year 1? Does the subscription (Years 1–3) start at go-live acceptance, so the roughly 6-month implementation carries no subscription fee? Please confirm how Years 4–5 are counted. Answer: Please reference Attachment. The Price Proposal Worksheet sets the period of performance, invoicing, and pricing structure; please also reference the Scope of Services section on service levels.
17. 	Per the call, requisitions originate in D365, but Section 2.1.2(d) says the solution must also support PO generation, receiving, three-way match, and invoice approval. Which system is the system of record for each step? Is it acceptable for D365 to remain the system of record for PO, receiving, match, and AP with the solution integrating bi-directionally? Answer: Please reference question number 2.
18. 	Is requisition intake required in the new platform, or does CMAP want it only in D365? Could a proposer offer a front-end intake and approval layer that writes to D365? Answer: Please reference question number 2. Requisitions originate in D365 under the approach described there.
19. 	Which D365 objects need to sync, and in which direction: vendor master, contracts/blanket POs, POs, budget/grant dimensions, invoices? What sync frequency is expected (real-time vs. batch)? Answer: Please reference RFP. 
20. 	Section 2.3 says CMAP will not pay for any GenAI tool or related costs. Does that apply to AI features embedded in the proposed platform, or only to the consultant’s own tooling? If AI is sold as an add-on SKU, should it be priced as optional? Answer: Please reference RFP.
21. 	Will CMAP accept the vendor’s standard SaaS subscription terms, DPA, and SLA as an exhibit? Section 2.2 says exceptions must be stated in the Proposal Submittal Form. Is there a page limit or format for exceptions? Answer: Please reference RFP.
22. 	Attachment 2A allows termination for convenience on 7 days’ notice. For prepaid annual subscriptions, will CMAP refund unused fees on termination, or does it expect the subscription to be non-cancelable within a paid year? Answer: Please reference Attachment. The General Terms and Conditions, termination for convenience paragraph states termination for convenience on seven days' notice. A non-cancelable annual term must be stated as an exception in the Proposal Submittal Form.
23. 	Please confirm vendors need to fill out the reference information in the Proposal Submittal Form as well as Attachment 3 - Reference Questionnaire. Also please confirm, Attachment 3 is left blank except for the top half. Answer: Yes. Please reference instructions provided in appropriate Attachment. The Reference Questionnaire and the References tab of the Proposal Submittal Form are both required. Yes. The document is intentionally left blank.
24. 	Please confirm that CMAP staff will be reaching out to references to confirm project details and that vendors are not required to send the reference questionnaire to our contacts. Answer: Please reference instructions on the References Attachment and RFP. The Reference Questionnaire provides that CMAP staff contact references directly; proposers are not required to send the questionnaire to their references.
25. 	Please confirm that CMAP requires vendors to address its scope of work requirements within the body of the Narrative Statement. If not, please let us know the appropriate form to use? Answer: Please reference RFP. 
26. 	Is it possible to obtain a Word or Excel Version of the supplemental attachments needed to be filled in? Answer: Documents to be used can be downloaded from cmap.illinois.gov/procurement. 
27. 	Would CMAP consider providing an extension to the due date in order for us to prepare the most complete response possible? Answer: CMAP does not anticipate extending the proposal due date. Proposers should submit their best offer.
28. 	Can authorized global team members remotely access CMAP-approved development and testing environments under appropriate security controls, while ensuring that CMAP data remains hosted within approved U.S.-based environments and that all applicable data protection requirements are maintained? Answer: Please reference RFP. 
29. 	Does your organization have an estimated budget for this project? If so what is the budget? Answer: Please reference question number 13.
30. 	User Licensing: Of the 100/150/200 named users, how many total users? How many internal users will require administrative level access? How many internal users will require the ability to be able to add vendors/clients? How many internal users will require request, add, or approve a contract in the system? How many internal users will require read-only access? How many internal users do you project require access to the system at any given time? Answer: Please reference question numbers 15 and 6. Role-by-role counts are not separately tracked; price approximately 200 named users.
31. 	Regarding the eProcurement module, how many total users? How many users need access to the contract management module? How many users need access to the bid module? Answer: Please reference question number 15.
32. 	AI: Is your organization in need of enhanced generative AI features for contract review and data & risk analysis? If so, how many contracts per month do you believe will need to be run through the AI software? What is the typical page count for your contracts? Is this something you want available to all users? Answer: Please reference RFP.
33. 	Test Environment: Does your organization require a test environment? If so, how many users do you anticipate require access? Answer: Yes. A test environment is required; please reference Attachment. Concurrent test access for approximately 2 to 3 users is expected.
34. 	eSignature: Does your organization require an electronic signature tool? If so, are you currently utilizing a specific product and which tool are you using? Answer: Yes. CMAP expects electronic signature capability; no specific product is mandated. Include native capability or an integration in your best offer.
35. 	Data Import: Can you confirm he numbers regarding the requested data import/migration services? Please indicate number of electronic files to be imported, number of metadata records current storage location of legacy contract files. Answer: Please reference question number 4.
36. 	Data Integration: Please include additional details on third-party systems that will be integrated with the CLM tool. (e.g. Microsoft Dynamics 365 and any other specified third-party systems) Will the integration by one-way or bi-directional? What type of data will be exchanged from your third-party system? (contracts, vendors, invoices, etc) Do you need documents/attachments included in this integration? Briefly describe the business process the integration will support? Is the third-party tool SaaS/Cloud based or deployed on your server? Are you able to confirm is an API is available for the required integration with the third-party tool? Answer: Please reference RFP; please also see question number 2.
37. 	Document Templates: In addition to training administrative users on configuring templates within the user interface, we also offer professional services to configure templates on the client’s behalf. Please confirm whether professional services are required for template configuration. If so, please indicate the number of templates the awarded vendor would be expected to configure. Answer: Please reference RFP.
38. 	Workflow: In addition to training administrative users on configuring workflows within the user interface, we also offer professional services to configure workflows on the client’s behalf. Please confirm whether professional services are required for workflow configuration. If so, please indicate the number of workflows the awarded vendor would be expected to configure. Answer: Please reference RFP.
39. 	Implementation/Support: Does your organization require a full-time dedicated Project Manager for this implementation? Typically, implementations to not require a full-time dedicated project management resource for the project duration, but rather project management/coordination services hours (remote) can be included with the proposal to support the implementation project management. If a full-time dedicated project management resource is a requirement for this project, are these services expected to be provided online/remote or onsite? Answer: Please reference RFP. 
40. 	Can you please elaborate on your expectations around hypercare? Answer: Please reference RFP.
41. 	Is the expectation for CobbleStone to provide all implementation and configuration during the initial setup phase but also across the entire term of the contract Post Go-Live? CobbleStone does offer a train the trainer approach as well before Go-live. Answer: Please reference RFP.
42. 	Public Sector Bids: your organization eligible to purchase off the GSA Schedule 70? If yes, would you like GSA pricing in the bid response or retail pricing? Answer: Please reference question number 3.	
43. 	If in the event our response is subject to an Open Records Request, will we be notified and given the opportunity to provide a redacted response in accordance with applicable Freedom of Information laws? Answer: Please reference RFP. All procurement activity is completed within the scope of applicated regulated guidelines.
44. 	Are subcontractors or third-party products permitted as part of a proposal? Answer: Please reference RFP.
45. 	Must subcontractors be identified in the proposal, or file a separate Intent to Bid? Answer: Please reference RFP.
46. 	Are there additional requirements for subcontractors, such as SAM registration or a CAGE code? Answer: Please reference RFP.
47.	 Could CMAP Elaborate on what is intended by “No Staff Hours” in the Price Proposal tab in the Excel Sheet? Answer: Please reference Proposal Attachment. The Price Proposal Worksheet directs pricing without staff hours.
48. 	Currently, the different bundles of users (100, 150, 200) are all being totaled up in the Itemized Service Costs Tab in the Excel Sheet. Is this supposed to be the case? And if so, could you expand upon CMAP’s intention here. Answer: Please reference Attachment. The Price Proposal Worksheet directs how each user tier is to be priced.
49. 	Can the clients we utilize as references also be used for the Client Examples tab? Answer: Yes. 
50. 	Section 2.1.2(d) and Attachment 5, items 10 to 13: Given CMAP's preference that requisitions, including catalog selections, be created and completed in Dynamics 365, please confirm that a proposal is fully responsive if requisitions, purchase orders, receiving, three-way match, invoice approval and punch-out/catalog remain in D365, and the eProcurement solution exchanges supplier, contract and PO records with D365. In that case, how should proposers code items 10 to 13? Answer: Please reference question number 2.
51. 	Section 2.1.3 lists three acceptable integration approaches: native connector, certified integration, or documented API approach. Please confirm all three are scored equally under the 20-point integration criterion, and that scoring will focus on which records are exchanged, sync frequency and data ownership. Answer: Please reference RFP.
52. 	Sections 1.4 and 2.1.3: Which Dynamics 365 application is CMAP's financial system of record (for example, D365 Finance, Finance and Operations, or Business Central), and is it cloud-hosted? Answer: Please reference RFP.
53. 	Section 2.1.3: Does CMAP have existing integration middleware (for example, Azure Logic Apps, Power Automate, or Azure Data Factory) or a D365 partner who will support configuration on the D365 side? Which system will be the master for supplier records? Answer: Please reference RFP.
54. 	Section 2.1.3: Does CMAP require a specific Entra ID provisioning method, or will SSO with roles managed in the solution meet the requirement? Answer: Please reference RFP.
55. 	Section 2.1.3: Is SharePoint intended as CMAP's records repository for executed contracts, with the eProcurement solution linking or exporting documents to it? Answer: Please reference RFP.
56. 	To size licensing and implementation, please provide approximate counts of internal users by role (administrators, procurement staff, requesters, approvers, evaluators, read-only); solicitations per year by type; active contracts; purchase orders per year; and active suppliers. Answer: Please reference question numbers 14 and 15.
57. 	Section 2.1.8: For the five-year total cost of ownership, should proposers price all of the internal users above, including occasional requesters, approvers and evaluation committee members, so that any per-user fees for those roles are visible in the comparison? Answer: Please reference RFP. The Price Proposal Worksheet addresses pricing by user.
58. 	Section 2.1.4: What historical data is in scope for migration (solicitations, contracts, suppliers), covering how many years and approximately how many records, and in what systems or file formats is it held today? Answer: Please reference RFP.
59. 	Section 2.1.4 and Section 4.2: Will the implementation criterion give credit for plans that put solicitations and the supplier portal into production early, for example within 60 to 90 days of notice to proceed, with remaining phases following within the six-month window? Answer: Please reference RFP; please also reference question number 5.
60. 	Section 2.1.2(a) and (b): Should suppliers be able to register, receive notices, download solicitation documents and submit responses at no cost? Should proposers disclose any fees charged to suppliers? Answer: Please reference RFP.
61. 	Section 2.1.2(b): Should the solution automatically notify registered suppliers of new solicitations that match their commodity codes? Will CMAP consider the reach of a proposer's existing registered supplier network in the region, including certified DBE firms, available to CMAP solicitations at go-live? Answer: Please reference RFP.
62. 	Section 2.1.2(b) and Attachment 2B, Certification Three: Should the solution track supplier DBE and other certifications, with expiration dates, and report participation by certification type on awarded contracts to support CMAP's federal reporting? Answer: Please reference RFP.
63. 	Section 2.1.2(a): For sealed-bid support, should electronic responses be time-stamped and inaccessible to CMAP staff until the deadline, with suppliers required to acknowledge every addendum before they can submit? Answer: Please reference RFP.
64. 	Section 2.1.2(b): Should supplier insurance be tracked against the minimum coverage required for each contract, with automated deficiency and expiration notices sent to suppliers? Answer: Please reference RFP.
65. 	Section 2.1.2(a) and (c): Should award information (supplier, pricing and documents) carry from the solicitation into the contract record without re-entry? Answer: Please reference RFP.
66. 	Section 2.1.2(a) and (e): Should the public portal also publish award results, such as awarded supplier, amount and number of responses, so the public can see them without a records request? Answer: Please reference RFP.
67. 	Section 3.5: Must the SAM CAGE Code be active at the proposal deadline, or is it sufficient to provide the UEI with the proposal and have an active CAGE Code before contract execution? Answer: Please reference RFP.
68. 	Section 3.1: Is there a maximum email attachment size? If a response exceeds it, may it be sent in multiple emails using the same subject line? Answer: Please reference RFP.
69. 	Attachment 5: May proposers submit the Solution Clarification Questionnaire in Excel in addition to PDF? Answer: Please reference RFP.
70. 	Attachment 3: The Reference Questionnaire says to return it "by the due date listed above," but no date appears. Should completed questionnaires be included in the proposal, or returned to CMAP directly by the references? If directly, by what date? Answer: Please reference question numbers23 and 24.
71. 	Attachment 2A, paragraph 6, and Attachment 2B, Certifications Three and Five: Is this contract funded in whole or in part with federal funds? If so, from which program, and does a DBE participation goal apply? If a goal applies, what is it? Answer: Please reference RFP.
72. 	Section 2.1.8 says subscriptions are invoiced annually in advance and implementation at accepted milestones. Attachment 2A, paragraph 6(a), requires invoices no later than 15 days after the end of each quarter. Which governs? Answer: Please reference RFP.
73. 	Section 2.1.8 and Attachment 1: The initial three-year subscription begins at accepted go-live. Should proposers price subscription fees for the implementation period, and if so, where on Attachment 1? Answer: Please reference RFP.
74. 	Attachment 2A, paragraph 22(c): Please confirm that this paragraph applies only to software developed specifically for CMAP under this contract, and does not transfer ownership of a proposer's pre-existing commercial SaaS platform, its standard configurations or its updates. CMAP would retain ownership of all CMAP data. Answer: Please reference RFP.
75. 	How should proposers submit requested exceptions to Attachment 2A, General Terms and Conditions, given that the Proposal Submittal Form addresses scope exceptions under Section 2.2? Will CMAP consider a mutually agreed limitation of liability? Answer: Please reference RFP.
76. 	Section 3.6: May the Technology Errors and Omissions / Cyber Liability limits be met through a combination of primary and excess or umbrella policies? Are certificates of insurance required with the proposal or only after award? Answer: Please reference RFP.
77. 	Please confirm the intended references and values in the following: Attachment 4, Maintenance and Support item 1, cites "Section 2, item 4.8" and "Section 5" for service levels (we assume Section 2.1.8); Attachment 2A, paragraph 13(b)(3), cites "Attachment 5" for payment obligations; and Section 2.1.8 shows bracketed values for maintenance notice (five business days) and SLA reporting (ten business days). Answer: Confirmed on all three points. The service levels intended are those set out in the Scope of Services section on service levels. The reference in the Interrogatories to a numbered item and to a separate numbered section for service levels is a clerical error; read it as the Scope of Services section on service levels. The payment reference in the General Terms and Conditions should be read as the invoicing provisions of the solicitation, not the Solution Clarification Questionnaire. The intended values are a maintenance notice period of five (5) business days and SLA reporting of ten (10) business days; the brackets are formatting artifacts and carry no meaning. These clarifications are stated in the Clarifications to the Solicitation section of this document and apply to all proposers.
78. 	Section 4.2: Is there a budget or independent cost estimate range CMAP is able to share? Answer: Please reference question number 13.
79. 	Section 4.2: If demonstrations are held, will CMAP provide scripted scenarios in advance, and will they cover the supplier experience (registering, finding a solicitation, submitting a response) as well as staff workflows? What dates should proposers reserve? Answer: Please reference RFP.
80. 	In the Bidder Information Tab of the Proposal Submittal Form (Excel), you ask for a "Client List of services rendered currently and/or in the recent past." How would you like us to address the client list requirement, as we have over 7,000 current public-sector clients? Answer: Please reference Proposal Attachment for the Bidder Information tab. Proposers may provide a representative client list rather than listing every client.
81. 	In Attachment 5, how would you like us to identify any potential functionality coverage gaps with a code? Answer: Please reference RFP.
82. 	Section 1.4 identifies Microsoft Dynamics 365 as CMAP’s financial system of record. Section 2.1.2(d) states CMAP’s preference that requisitions, budget verification and approvals be completed in D365. Attachment 7 shows purchase orders created in D365 and invoices paid by accounting. Please confirm that CMAP intends PO creation, PO change orders, receiving, three-way matching, invoice approval, and payment to remain in D365. Please also confirm that the proposed solution should support these steps by integrating with D365, not by duplicating them. Answer: Please reference question number 2.
83. 	Since the above-listed functions would be performed in CMAP’s D365 environment, please confirm that proposers should answer Attachment 5, rows 10–13 by describing how the solution integrates with D365 for each function. A response category such as “via integration with CMAP’s ERP” would help. Answer: Please reference Attachment and question number 2.
84. 	Section 4.1 states that cost will be evaluated against CMAP’s independent cost estimate, and that award is contingent on available funding. To help proposers submit right-sized, comparable pricing, would CMAP share either the budget set aside for this project or the range of its independent cost estimate? Please also indicate whether that amount covers both one-time implementation costs and the annual subscription, and whether it covers the initial three-year term or the full five-year total cost of ownership. Answer: Please reference question number 2.
85. 	Can CMAP provide an estimate of the number of suppliers, historical solicitations, and contracts that should be migrated into the new solution? Answer: Please reference question numbers 2.
86. 	For Records Retention in Section 2.1.2 (e), the contract requires the vendor to comply with “CMAP’s records-retention, public-records, and audit-request procedures.” Would CMAP please provide its current records retention schedule, or the retention periods that apply to solicitation, contract, and supplier records? Answer: Please reference RFP.
87. 	Which procurement-related Dynamics 365 modules (e.g., Accounts Payable, Budgeting) are currently implemented and operational? Answer: Please reference RFP.
88. 	Are there existing customizations to forms, workflows, or approval processes? Answer: Please reference RFP.
89. 	Does CMAP expect the selected vendor to implement or enhance these modules, or is the scope limited to integration with existing functionality? Answer: Please reference RFP.
90. 	Has CMAP evaluated the native Dynamics 365 Vendor Collaboration portal? If so, what functional gaps or limitations prevent it from meeting CMAP's requirements? Answer: Please reference RFP.
91. 	Does CMAP have non-production Dynamics 365 environments (Development and Test) available to support implementation and integration testing? Answer: Please reference RFP.
92. 	Which procurement-related data entities (vendors, purchase requisitions, purchase orders, procurement categories, etc.) currently exist and are actively maintained in Dynamics 365? Please provide approximate vendor and purchase order counts. Will the selected vendor be responsible for converting, creating, or updating any of this data within Dynamics 365? Answer: Please RFP.
93. 	During the pre-bid conference, CMAP referenced approximately two administrators and 100 other users. Can CMAP clarify the anticipated user roles and activities across the procurement lifecycle, including requisitioning, approvals, solicitation management, supplier management, and contract administration? Answer: Please reference question numbers 6 and 15.
94. 	What solicitation types does CMAP currently utilize, and approximately how many solicitation templates, contract templates, and standard terms and conditions must be configured or migrated? Answer: Please reference RFP.
95. 	Will anonymous users be permitted to view and download solicitation documents, or must all external users register and authenticate before accessing solicitation materials? Answer: Please reference RFP.
96. 	Does CMAP currently have an enterprise agreement with an electronic signature provider that the selected solution must integrate with or leverage? Answer: Please reference question number 34.
97. 	Can CMAP provide Attachment 4 and Attachment 5 in Word or Excel format for easier completion? Answer: Please reference question number 26.
98. 	Please provide estimated counts for internal users by role, registered and active suppliers, annual solicitations, active contracts, purchase orders, receipts, invoices, catalog transactions, and anticipated document-storage volume, including expected growth during the five-year term. Answer: Please reference question numbers 14, 15, and 56. CMAP does not provide additional volume projections.
99. 	Please identify the specific Microsoft Dynamics 365 product, modules, version, hosting model, material customizations, integration endpoints, middleware, and non-production environments currently available, and clarify whether CMAP or the selected vendor will be responsible for changes within Dynamics 365. Answer: Please reference RFP.
100. 	Please confirm which requisition-to-pay functions must remain within Dynamics 365 and which may be performed in the proposed platform, particularly budget verification, approvals, purchase-order generation, receiving, three-way matching, invoice approval, catalogs, and punch-out. Answer: Please reference question number 2.
101. 	Please provide an inventory of the historical solicitation, supplier, contract, and purchasing data to be migrated, including source systems, record and document counts, file formats, retention requirements, known data-quality issues, and whether attachments currently reside in SharePoint, network drives, or other repositories. Answer: Please reference question numbers 12 and 58.
102. 	Please confirm that the ownership provisions in Attachment 2A do not transfer ownership of the vendor’s pre-existing SaaS platform, source code, reusable components, data models, tools, documentation, or generalized product enhancements, and that CMAP ownership will be limited to CMAP data and customer-specific deliverables created and paid for under the contract. Answer: Please reference RFP and question number 74.
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