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Note: Within this document, the term “Consultant” applies to companies or individuals working in the capacity of consultant, contractor or supplier for the Site Characterisation Delivery (SCDP). The term “Client” shall be read to mean “Nuclear Waste Services” and “NWS”.
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Table 1- Scoring Methodology for Section Part 3A- Technical and Professional Ability questions between 18.1- 18.8
The technical and professional ability questions will be assessed according to the table below. 
	Assessment
	Score
	Interpretation 

	Excellent
	10
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission provides sufficiently detailed evidence that demonstrates excellent experience in delivering requirements set out in the question. 
Response identifies factors that offer added value, with no minor or major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Good
	8
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission provides sufficiently detailed evidence that demonstrates good experience in delivering requirements set out in the question. 
The response identifies factors that offer potential added value, with 1 or 2 minor and no major reservations raised against any elements of the response.

	Acceptable
	6
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission provides sufficiently detailed evidence that demonstrates acceptable experience in delivering requirements set out in the question.
The response identifies factors that may offer value, with 3 or 4 minor, but no major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Minor Reservations
	4
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission provides insufficiently detailed evidence that demonstrates limited experience in delivering requirements set out in the question. 
The response identifies 5 or 6 minor, but no major reservations raised against one or more elements of the response. 

	Major Reservations
	2
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission fails to provide sufficiently detailed evidence to demonstrate experience in delivering requirements set out in the question. 
The response identifies 7 or more minor and/or 1 or more major reservation raised against one or more elements of the response.

	Unacceptable
	0
	The Tenderer's response is absent, is materially incomplete, or does not comply with the response requirements. 
And/or against the specifics of the question and associated response guidance the submission raises multiple major reservations.






Table 2- Scoring Methodology for Section Part 3A- Conflict of Interest - question number 20
The conflict of interest question will be assessed according to the table below. 
	Assessment
	Score
	Interpretation

	Excellent
	10
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission demonstrates excellent understanding of the key issues, challenges, risk and requirements which are necessary to manage and supervise ethical walls.
The submission provides comprehensively detailed evidence to demonstrate the structure of the ethical walls and how they are monitored and enforced. Any known or potential conflicts are disclosed, along with measures to manage or eliminate resulting risks. Submission confirms that a responsible officer will be in place at the time of contract award. 
There are no minor or major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Good
	8
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission demonstrates good understanding of the key issues, challenges, risk and requirements which are necessary to manage and supervise ethical walls. 
The submission provides good evidence to demonstrate the structure of the ethical walls and how they are monitored and enforced. Any known or potential conflicts are disclosed, along with measures to manage or eliminate resulting risks. Submission confirms that a responsible officer will be in place at the time of contract award. 
There are 1 or 2 minor and no major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Acceptable
	6
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission demonstrates an acceptable capability and understanding of the key issues and requirements which are necessary to manage and supervise ethical walls.
The submission provides acceptable evidence to demonstrate the structure of the ethical walls and how they are monitored and enforced. Any known or potential conflicts are disclosed, along with measures to manage or eliminate resulting risks. Submission confirms that a responsible officer will be in place at the time of contract award. 
There are 3 or 4 minor, but no major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Minor Reservations
	4
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission demonstrates an understanding of the key issues and requirements which are necessary to manage and supervise ethical walls.
The submission provides insufficiently detailed evidence to demonstrate the specifics of the Tenderer's approach.
There are 5 or 6 minor, but no major reservations raised against one or more elements of the response. 

	Major Reservations
	2
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission does not demonstrate capability and understanding of the key issues and requirements which are necessary to manage and supervise ethical walls.
The submission fails to provide detailed evidence to demonstrate the specifics of the Tenderer's approach.
There are more than 7 minor, and one or more major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Unacceptable
	0
	The Tenderer's response is absent, is materially incomplete, or does not comply with the response requirements.
And/or against the specifics of the question and associated response guidance the submission raises multiple major reservations.



Table 3 - Scoring Methodology for Section Part 3A- Sustainability - question number 23(c)
The sustainability questions will be assessed according to the table below.
	Assessment
	Score
	Interpretation

	Excellent
	10
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission provides an excellent, comprehensive case study that includes the evidence requested as well as quantitative examples of environmental enhancements of similar projects along with how these enhancements have been driven through the supply chain.
There are no minor or major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Good
	8
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements.
The submission provides a good case study that includes the evidence requested as well as quantitative examples of environmental enhancements of similar projects along with how these enhancements have been driven through the supply chain.
There are 1 or 2 minor and no major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Acceptable
	6
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission provides an acceptable case study that includes the evidence requested as well as quantitative examples of environmental enhancements of similar projects along with how these enhancements have been driven through the supply chain.
There are 3 or 4 minor, but no major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Minor Reservations
	4
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission has provided a case study that contains insufficient detail in the provided evidence and quantitative examples.
There are 5 or 6 minor, but no major reservations raised against one or more elements of the response. 

	Major Reservations
	2
	The Tenderer's response complies with all the response requirements. 
The submission fails to provide detailed evidence in the case study and quantitative examples.
There are more than 7 minor, and one or more major reservations raised against any elements of the response. 

	Unacceptable
	0
	The Tenderer's response is absent, is materially incomplete, or does not comply with the response requirements.
And/or against the specifics of the question and associated response guidance the submission raises multiple major reservations.
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