RCloud Tasking Form — Part B: Statement of Requirement (SoR)

Title of Requirement [~

Requisition No. 0000012849

SoR Version 0.1

1. Statement of Requirements

1.1 | Summary and Background Information

Development of a—system culminating in a demonstration of
the technical development programme to _stakeholders.

Building on previous work conducted under_the supplier will

is best placed to do this work due to considerable previous

work conducted under previous contracts & tasks, and their trials experience from 2021 where

they became the first manufacturer platform to be endorsed _

1.2 | Requirement

Due to the nature of this project having multiple stakeholders seeking i IENSIINSISIRISE
I )stem for their own roles, ENNSIESIINDEIRSIN SN

Quality
ISO9001 Quality Management Systems shall be required for this task.

Security

The highest classification of the work has been identified as SIS
and the highest classification of the Deliverables / Output has been defined as [




The cyber risk level for this task has been identified as [N
Government Furnished ‘x’ (GFx)

The Authority have not identified any GFx to be provided in support of the requirement.
REDACTED UNDER FOIAEXEMPTION |

Go / No Go Decision Points

The Authority shall have at the end of each financial year the ability to issue a No-Go decision to
the supplier to cease further work on the project, should sufficient technical progress not have

been achieved during the preceding financial year.

13

Options or follow on work (if none, write ‘Not applicable’)

The Authority sets out to confirm the Limit of Liability (LoL) for additional research and
development services shall be the balance of the budget

less the firm price quoted for the provision of the core work. The authority shall be able to access
these additional services via a tasking mechanism for White Board Options. This mechanism shall
be valid for the duration from Task award to 31 March 2025

The scope of these White Board Options may include, but is not limited to:

e Production of additional test and evaluation systems;

Note: Dstl sets out to confirm that the above list is provided for reference, and as an example of

the type of work that might be subject to additional tasking.

Where the Authority does identify a requirement, Dstl will request that the supplier provides a
detailed proposal when each additional task arises and this will undergo technical and commercial

review to ensure it is in scope with the aims of this requirement and offers value for money.

Dstl set out to confirm NSNS

1.4

Contract Management Activities




1.5

Health & Safety, Environmental, Social, Ethical, Regulatory or Legislative aspects of the
requirement

No Specific requirements have been identified.




1.6 Deliverables & Intellectual Property Rights (IPR)
Expected _ o o
Ref. Title Due by Format classification O [l 9l ET @ 15 TEres) i Ui IPR Condition
(subject to deliverable
change)
DO Kick Off Meeting TO Presentation The meeting shall include, but not be limited to: | Default RCloud
(-pptx) e Project kick off, Agreement Terms and
. . . , nditions shall I
¢ Discussion of requirements with Dstl Conditions shall apply
technical partner
Full Rights Version
D1 Monthly progress TO + Monthly | Presentation | MMM~ | The presentation pack is to include but not be | Default RCloud
Reports (.pptx) ] limited to: Agreement Terms and
I

e Update on technical progress

e Progress report against project
schedule.

¢ Review of risk management plan.

e Review of deliverables.

e Risks/issues.

Conditions shall apply

Full Rights Version




D2 REDACTED UNDER FOR EXEMPTION No Later Technical [ o I | Dcfoult RCloud
] Than Demonstrator | NN Agreement Terms and
I i
31/03/2024 (TRL 6) Conditions shall apply
Full Rights Version
D3 End of Year Technical | Yr 1 by The report shall include but not be limited to: Default RCloud
Report 31/03/2023, « Brief showing the technical approach Agreement Terms and
Yr 2 by taken during design phase, Conditions shall apply
31/03/2024 ¢ Record of technical decisions and
Y3 by progress towards agreed deliverables. | g Rights Version

31/03/2025




1.7

Deliverable Acceptance Criteria

All Reports included as Deliverables under the Contract e.g. Progress and/or Final Reports etc.
must comply with the Defence Research Reports Specification (DRRS) which defines the
requirements for the presentation, format and production of scientific and technical reports

prepared for MoD.

Interim or Progress Reports: The report should detail, document, and summarise the results of
work done during the period covered and shall be in sufficient detail to comprehensively explain the
results achieved; substantive performance; a description of current substantive performance and
any problems encountered and/or which may exist along with proposed corrective action. An
explanation of any difference between planned progress and actual progress, why the differences

have occurred, and if behind planned progress what corrective steps are planned.

Any Final Reports: shall describe the entire work performed under the Contract in sufficient detalil
to explain comprehensively the work undertaken and results achieved including all relevant
technical details of any hardware, software, process or system developed there under. The
technical detail shall be sufficient to permit independent reproduction of any such process or
system.

All Reports shall be free from spelling and grammatical errors and shall be set out in accordance
with the Statement Of Requirement (1) above.

Failure to comply with the above may result in the Authority rejecting the deliverables and

requesting re-work before final acceptance.

2 Evaluation Criteria

2.1

Method Explanation

The proposal shall be subject to a subjective assessment of technical stability, and a series of
Pass / Fail Commercial governance questions.

2.2

Technical Evaluation Criteria

The Project and Technical leads shall review and assess how well your proposal meets the Dstl
issued Statement of Requirement, and technical nature of the requirement.

2.3

Commercial Evaluation Criteria

The commercial assessment shall consider a series of Pass / Fail Governance questions, noting a
Fail may result in Dstl rejecting your proposal and not considering it for task award.

Ref Sub-Criteria Description Scoring Range




1 The supplier has uploaded One unpriced technical proposal, and One Pass/Fail
priced Commercial & Technical proposal

2 The supplier has completed and submitted a Part C Task Response form,  |Pass/Fail
including:

e Annex A, Statement Relating to Good Standing,
e Annex B, Notification of Intellectual Property Rights (IPR)
Restrictions

3 The proposal has been submitted as a Firm Price, and is affordable against [Pass/Fail
the Authority provided budget

4 The submitted proposal is based on rates that do not exceed the approved [Pass/Fail
RCloud Sole Source rates card.

5 The supplier confirms their unqualified acceptance of the additional terms Pass/Fail
as specified in Tasking Form Part A - Additional terms and Conditions.

6 The submitted proposal has a validity period of a minimum of 60 days from |Pass/Fail
the tender closing date

7 The supplier has submitted a completed DEFFORM 528 (Import and Export [Pass/Fail
Controls), or provided a confirmed ‘Nil Return’

8 The supplier has submitted a completed Personal Particulars Research Pass/Fail
Workers Form (PPRWF) for each key worker.

The following Pass / Fail definitions have been provided for your reference:

Score Definition

Fully meets the Authority’s requirement.

Pass Provision and acceptance of the sub-criteria information in the format
requested, which is clear, unambiguous and transparent.
Unacceptable/Nil Return.

Eail Tenderer did not respond to the question or the response wholly failed to

demonstrate an ability to meet the sub-criteria requirement.

Any proposal marked as a Fail will be excluded from the competition.






