Ballistic Testing FATS5 Tasking – Evaluation Criteria

	Price (Weight 30%) 


	
Tenderers are required to complete the Ballistic Testing Pricing Schedule Form at Enclosure 04.

The Tenderer submitting the lowest overall firm price of the compliant Tenderers will be awarded an overall mark of 30. Other Tenderers who submit a higher firm price will be awarded an element of these 30 marks adjusted downwards by a ratio commensurate with the difference between their overall firm price and that of the lowest priced Tenderer, as follows:

Tenderer’s Price Score = (Lowest Tenderers total price / Tenderers total price) x 30

A worked example is shown below:

	Tenderer
	Price

	Tenderer A
	£100

	Tenderer B
	£50



i.e. Tenderer A has a price of £100 and Tenderer B has submitted the lowest price of £50.  Tenderer B receives 30 MEAT marks with Tenderer A receiving 15 MEAT marks which are derived as follows:

Tenderer A’s score calculation: (50 / 100) x 30 = 15 MEAT marks
 
	Tenderer
	Score Calculation
	Score

	Tenderer A
	(£50 / £100) x 30 = 15
	15

	Tenderer B
	(£50 / £50) x 30 = 30
	30



All figures used in calculating MEAT scores will be rounded to two decimal places.
 
The maximum score available is 30.
 
All tied Prices will be awarded marks as per the above (in the event of a tied lowest Price, both bidders will be awarded the full 30 MEAT marks). 



	Technical (Weight 70%)


	Details of the Technical compliance evidence Tenderers must provide and weighted scores for each requirement is detailed in the Ballistic Testing Technical Assessment Document at Enclosure 06.

The Tenderer scoring the highest overall Technical score as per the requirements at Enclosure 06 will be awarded an overall mark of 70. Other Tenderers who receive lower overall Technical scores will be awarded an element of those 70 marks adjusted downwards by a ratio commensurate with the difference between the highest technical score and the Tenderer’s technical score, as follows:

Tenderer’s Technical Score = (Tenderer’s Technical Score/Highest Technical Score) x 70

A worked example is shown below:

	Tenderer
	Technical Score (as per Annex C)

	Tenderer A
	35

	Tenderer B
	23



i.e. Tenderer A has received 35 as their Technical Score and Tenderer B has received 23 as their Technical Score.  

Thus Tenderer A receives 70 MEAT marks as the highest Technical Score, with Tenderer B receiving 46 MEAT marks which are derived as follows:

Tenderer B’s score calculation: (23/35) x 70 = 46 MEAT marks
 
	Tenderer
	Score Calculation
	Score

	Tenderer A
	(35/35) x 70
	70

	Tenderer B
	(23/35) x 70
	46



All figures used in calculating MEAT scores will be rounded to two decimal places.
 
The maximum score available is 70. In the event of a tied Technical Score, both Tenderers will be awarded the full 70 MEAT mark. 

Please note that Questions 3 (Back Face Signature material (Roma Plastilina No1)), 4 (Sourcing of fragment simulating projectiles (FSPs) listed in NATO AEP 2920) and 5 (Security Clearance), as per Enclosure 06, have minimum required scores.  Tenderers failing to achieve the minimum scores for these questions shall be excluded from the competition.

Please note that Question 1 (Facility accreditation to ISO 17025:2017), as per Enclosure 06, is a Pass/Fail question. Tenderers awarded a Fail on this question shall be excluded from the competition.


	Commercial Compliance (Pass/Fail)


	Prospective contractors must accept all Terms and Conditions of the Draft TOF as provided with this ITT.

	
Please Provide:

· A signed statement of compliance with the Terms and Conditions of the Draft TOF as provided with this ITT.

Please note that a failure or refusal to provide a signed statement accepting all Terms and Conditions of the Draft TOF as provided with this ITT will result in the Tenderer being awarded a fail and the Tenderer shall be excluded from the FATS Tasking for Ballistic Testing.


	Conflict of Interest (Pass/Fail)


	No word or page limit – Arial 11pt – single spaced, 2cm margins


	[bookmark: _GoBack]Prospective contractors must notify the Authority of any Conflicts of Interest that may exist when undertaking this tasking and provide a Compliance Regime as per the FATS5 Framework Terms and Conditions – Condition 20. This Compliance Regime must be provided with the intention to be legally binding if the prospective contractor is awarded this tasking.

Should no Conflicts of Interest exist then prospective contractors should instead provide a statement confirming this status.

	Please Provide either:

· A statement confirming the Conflicts of Interest that would exist if the prospective contractor was chosen to fulfil this tasking AND a legally binding Compliance Regime including but not limited to the following criteria:

(i)	Manner of operation and management;
(ii)	Roles and responsibilities;
(iii)	Standards for integrity and fair dealing;
(iv)	Protection of competitor’s sensitive information and Government Furnished Information;
(v)	Confidentiality / Non-disclosure agreements; 
(vi)	The Authority rights of audit;
(vii)	Physical and Managerial separation.
(b)	Identify potential or actual Conflicts of Interest.
(c)	Investigation of breaches.
OR

· A signed statement confirming that no conflicts of interest exist.

Please note that a failure to provide a statement that no Conflicts of Interest exist or the identification of conflicts of interest without the provision of a Compliance Regime by the Tenderer will result in the Tenderer being awarded a fail and the Tenderer shall be excluded from competition


	Final Evaluation (Weight N/A)


	The Tenderer with the highest combined total Price and Technical score and achieving a pass in all pass/fail elements of the evaluation shall be awarded the contract.

If two tenderers achieve the same total Price and Technical score, the tender which provided the lowest price shall be awarded the contract.
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