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Part A

Invitation to tender for the provision of analysis to quantify wider economic and environmental impacts of CCC land use scenarios. 


INSTRUCTIONS FOR SUBMISSION OF TENDERS


1. The CCC project manager will be Indra Thillainathan

Address: 7 Holbein Place, London, SW1W 8NR. Tel: 020 7591 6247 Email: Indra.Thilllainathan@theccc.org.uk. 

Indra Thillainathan should be contacted with any queries on the content of the project. 

Further information and clarification about the tendering process can be obtained from: Sean Taylor, e-mail:  sean.taylor@theccc.org.uk    Tel 020 7591 6093.

2. Bidders are required to submit two copies of their bid via email to  finance@theccc.org.uk. also copying in sean.taylor@theccc.org.uk   One version should contain no pricing information. The other version must be costed and identified as "PRICED".  The email subject should read:

“Invitation to tender for the provision of analysis to quantify wider economic and environmental impacts of CCC land use scenarios”. 


Bids should be sent in time in time for receipt by 1 pm on 26 July 2019.

3. If required, interviews will take place in London on w/c 29 July 2019. If you are invited for interview, you will be notified of the address and time in the letter of invitation, sent out by email.

4. In practice, we welcome suggestions from consultants around what is feasible within the available timescales and budget (up to £50,000 excluding VAT).  

5. We emphasise that the project should draw on existing literature/data rather than primary research. 

6. We are looking for consultants’ expertise and experience to help us use and interpret this literature/data. 




Part B
Invitation to tender for the provision of analysis to quantify wider economic and environmental impacts of CCC land use scenarios 

SPECIFICATION

1. [bookmark: _Ref357535594][bookmark: _Toc531258332][bookmark: _Ref373505096][bookmark: _Toc381969506][bookmark: _Toc405888455]Introduction 

The Committee on Climate Change (CCC) is an independent, statutory body established under the 2008 Climate Change Act. The Adaptation Committee (AC), is also established under the Act to advise and report on progress on adaptation to climate change. The CCC is tasked with:

· Providing independent advice to Government on setting and meeting carbon budgets and reporting to Parliament on the progress made.
· Providing independent advice to the Government on risks and opportunities to the UK from climate change, in part through the UK Climate Change Risk Assessment, and reporting to Parliament on progress in adapting to climate change.
The CCC past reports are available from http://www.theccc.org.uk/publications/. 

2. Background 
In June this year, the UK Government accepted the Committee’s advice[footnoteRef:1] on the setting of a net-zero GHG target by 2050; this has now been legislated by Parliament. Achieving net-zero in the UK would stop the UK’s contribution to global warming and lead the global effort to limit global average temperature increases to 1.5°C.  [1:  CCC (2019) Net zero – the UK’s contribution to stopping global warming.] 

The net zero target requires emissions reduction from all sectors of the economy, including agriculture and land use, land use change and forestry (LULUCF) sectors. The emissions reduction pathways consistent with the net zero advice (‘Further ambition scenario’), implied combined emissions from these two sectors declining by 60% by 2050 compared with 2017 levels.[footnoteRef:2] This pathway was informed by previous analysis undertaken for the CCC’s 2018 Land Use report,[footnoteRef:3] which considered how land use needed to change in the UK to meet climate change mitigation and adaptation goals.  [2:  LULUCF includes all sources of peatland emissions.]  [3:  CCC (2018) Land Use: reducing emissions and preparing for climate change] 

The CCC 2018 Land use report demonstrated that deep emissions reduction in agriculture and land use were possible, but would require transformational change in the way land is used in the UK.  That work set out feasible pathways for emissions reduction whilst maintaining other essential goods and services that land provides and highlighted the key co-benefits and trade-offs for mitigation, adaptation and wider environmental goals. A summary of the key findings on how land can be used to deliver GHG reduction is in Box 1 below. 
	Box 1. 2018 CCC Land use report - Summary findings  

	The key messages of the mitigation work from the 2018 CCC report are:

· Fundamental changes in how land is used are needed to deliver significant emissions reduction to meet climate goals. 
· Take-up of low-carbon farming practices such as better soil and livestock management go some way to reduce emissions but their scope is limited. 
· Achieving significant cuts in land based emissions rests on strong ambition to release agricultural land for alternative uses. These include: improving sustainable agricultural productivity; promoting healthy eating through government nutritional guidelines which could reduce consumption and production of the most carbon intensive foods; reducing food waste along the supply chain; and increasing forest productivity. 
· Using land released from agriculture for carbon sequestration and restoring natural habitats can deliver deep emissions reduction to 2050. This would require the release of 25-30% of agricultural land currently used for food production to other uses such as afforestation and improved forest management, biomass, and peatland restoration.
· Diversifying agricultural land, afforestation and peatland restoration and take-up of low carbon farming practices have positive impacts on a range of wider environmental goals including the condition of natural habitats and habitat creation. Potential risks of increasing bioenergy crops need to be carefully managed. 




3. Aims and Objectives  
The purpose of this project is to fully assess wider economic and environmental impact of CCC land use mitigation scenarios as set out in the 2018 CCC land use and 2019 net-zero reports. The focus should be on biomass (including afforestation) and peatland restoration pathways and the aim is to cover both market and non-market impacts.
The findings from this project will feed into a second land use report which will focus on policies needed to deliver transformational change in land use on the path to net-zero. The aim of that report is to influence on-going work on design of the Environmental Land Management Scheme (ELM) in Defra and the devolved administrations as the UK prepares to leave the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP),  the policy framework to meet Defra’s Clean Growth Strategy (the Farm Emissions Reduction Plan) and Scotland’s updated Climate Change Plan, both due out next year Specifically, the project will enable CCC to identify the level of support that will be needed to achieve high levels of afforestation and biomass planting. 
The aim is that the tender should assess:
1. Direct market impacts of forestry, bioenergy, and peatlands covering costs of woodland creation, bioenergy crops on farms and peatland restoration; and benefits where products from these have a market value. 
2. Non-market impacts covering the wider ecosystem goods and services that could flow from forestry, biomass or peatlands but for which there is no market but which nevertheless have a social value e.g. flood prevention, enhancing soil and water quality, biodiversity, recreation, tourism etc. 
The specific tasks required to deliver these are covered in more detail below.
3.1.   Task 1: Direct market impacts.
The aim of this task is to quantify the economic costs and benefits associated with increasing the rate of afforestation and biomass options and peatland restoration in the UK consistent with CCC scenarios. Specifically we want to assess:
i. The full economic impacts of our scenarios, on a social cost-benefit basis. 
ii. The private costs and benefits to land-owners and farmers of moving away from current land use towards these alternatives. 
iii. What the funding gap might be in the short-term and long-term in transitioning to alternative uses. This recognises that biomass options and peatland restoration have high up-front costs and long pay-back periods, and additional financial incentives may be needed in order for land managers to take them up. In the case of restoring lowland peat, unless there is a shift to wet-farming (e.g. crops that can be grown in water such as reeds and blueberries) there is a loss of income associated with agricultural production. 
iv. The overall impact on output on these measures on the sectors covered to assess the economic value of diversifying current agricultural practices. 

3.2    Market costs
The project should use existing research and evidence to set out the key elements of costs of afforestation, biomass options and peatland restoration. These should be provided in a spreadsheet model and include:
For forestry and biomass:
· In the CCC land use scenarios, we identified six broad types of biomass and woodland creation for GHG sequestration:  
· Conifer woodland creation
· Broadleaved woodland creation and better management of existing forests
· Miscanthus and short-rotation coppice
· Short rotation forestry
· Agro-forestry – covering trees on arable farms and with grazing livestock
· Hedgerow expansion on farm.
· For each of these the main elements of costs should be quantified. This includes capex, opex, land and site costs as well as labour and material costs associated with site preparation, planting, access road provision, tree protection/fencing, on-going management, and harvesting etc. Where possible costs should be separately identified and set out on a per hectare basis over time to 2050 or beyond depending on the project lifetime. Tenders should set out if this is not possible, for example, due to lack of evidence. 
· Our scenarios assume that improved forestry management and forestry yields can also improve the amounts of CO2 sequestered in forests. Around 80% of broadleaf woodlands in England are in an un-managed or under-managed state. In the further ambition scenario for the net zero report, approximately 80% of neglected broadleaf woodlands are assumed to be managed by 2030. The project should consider the costs of active management of these forests, in line with best silvicultural practices.
· The CCC will provide the winning project details of the assumptions used in its analysis of these scenarios. These include assumptions on planting rates, yield class, rotation, planting density, and biomass outputs[footnoteRef:4] where available. A consultants’ report[footnoteRef:5] that we commissioned sets these out in detail. [4:  Note harvested biomass outputs were not quantified for agro-forestry or hedgerow creation.]  [5:  Centre for Ecology and Hydrology (2018) ‘Quantifying the impact of future land use scenarios to 2050 and beyond’ ] 

· The analysis should consider risks and uncertainties in estimates and how these might change in the future, e.g. possible impact on supply chains of having high levels of ambition on planting rates, or technology break-throughs such as switching from rhizomes to hybrid miscanthus seeds. This could be quantitative or qualitative.  Given the likely variability and uncertainty in future costs, a central, high and low estimate should be provided. These could take account of factors such as site location, accessibility etc. 
· Costs should be provided at the UK level, but if there are particular characteristics of sites that would lead to lower or higher costs, these can be separately identified. 
· Taking all of the above, the model should set out the total cost per hectare (£m/hectare) for each of the six biomass options above under the three cost sensitivities. 
· The CCC will provide assumptions on planting rates (ha/year) across the different scenarios so that the total cost of these options can be estimated.
For peatland restoration
There is a large variety of peatland in the UK, ranging from undrained blanket bogs to drained or partially drained peat being used for grassland or crops. The condition of specific peatland sites and level of degradation and site accessibility will affect appropriate restoration technique and costs. In addition, income forgone from taking peatland out of agricultural production will need to be taken into account.
The CCC land use scenarios were based on restoring different types of peatland: 
· Restoring 50-75% of upland peatland mainly used for grassland.
· Restoring 25-50% of lowland peat mainly used for either grassland or cropland. Under the 50% ambition, there is a further sensitivity which allows the area that is not fully restored to be partially re-wetted on a seasonal basis, thereby allowing the land to remain in (alternative) agricultural production.  
· Removing 25-50% of the lowest yield class trees from afforested peatland. 
· Stopping peatland used for horticultural use. 
There are many different types of restoration techniques available for peatland restoration which include: drain damming, re-profiling peat dams, re-vegetating, drain blocking, bare peat restoration and de-forestation. This means there is also a wide range of costs depending on restoration technique and level of peatland degradation. 
The project should consider an appropriate grouping of restoration options and provide a central, high and low range of costs for each. The time period over which costs are incurred should be clearly set out. 
CCC will provide the contractor with the assumed area of peatland restored under the different scenarios so that the total cost of the CCC scenarios can be estimated.

3.3    Market benefits

The project should assess potential revenue streams from forestry and biomass products. As some of these will accrue after 2050, so the analysis should be extend to 2100. For agro-forestry no specific assumptions were adopted in the CCC analysis about the type of tree planted, and the contractor should suggest assumptions to use for this. It is not necessary to assess revenue streams from hedgerow creation. 
Forestry and biomass products can be used for both timber products and biomass for the energy sector. The project should estimate future revenue streams for each of these sources on a per hectare basis. The CCC can provide estimates of the physical outputs of biomass output (odt/ha) for the biomass sources set out above. 
For peatlands the project should consider other potential market outputs:
· Some landowners derive income from activities such as grouse shooting on peatlands.  
· One of the options for lowland peat is for partial re-wetting on a seasonal basis so that wetland crops (e.g. reeds) can be grown and harvested for use in industry or energy[footnoteRef:6].  [6:  Defra are currently undertaking a project on the economics of wet farming which may be available for this project.] 

The project should consider whether to take these market impacts into account. 
The project should provide a rationale for its approach in estimating these revenue streams, taking account of current income from these products, and how the market might evolve in the future. To account for future uncertainties, it may be necessary to produce a central, high and low range of estimates. This should be discussed with CCC in the course of the project.  
The final outputs should include: £income/ha over the lifetime of the measure for each source of biomass.  
3.4     Net economic impacts
Taking account of the market costs and benefits identified above, the model should estimate the Net Present Value (NPV) of the forestry, biomass and peatland restoration options above on a social and private cost basis. This should be on a £/hectare and total cost basis after taking account of planting rates in the CCC scenarios. 

4. Task 2: Non-market impacts
Many of the measures that underpin the CCC land use scenarios have impacts on wider eco-system services for which there is no market but which have a value to society. The CCC land use report identified potential synergies and trade-offs with the mitigation measures and other natural capital goods and services. Measures that have clear, multiple co-benefits include:
· Restoration of peatlands enable essential ecosystem function such as regulation of water flow and support for a variety of habitat and species. They also allow upland peat habitats to withstand a shift to hotter, drier conditions over the rest of the century.  
· Increased woodland and hedgerow planting in the right areas and with appropriate management strategies can improve soil quality, provide flood protection, enhance biodiversity and provide recreational and health benefits. 
· Low carbon farming practices such as optimising the efficient use of nitrogen; use of grass clover crops; manure planning and loosening soil compaction can have wider impacts. If farms are located near water courses, measures that reduce N2O can also help reduce diffuse water pollution with consequent benefits on water quality and aquatic biodiversity, improving habitat condition and resilience to climate change. 
Peatland restoration and increased woodland were also identified as contributing to the goals set out in Defra’s 25 year Environmental Plan.

The CCC land use analysis highlighted the importance of managing biomass production to avoid potential negative impacts on environmental sustainability. These were considered in the 2018 CCC Biomass report[footnoteRef:7] and include impacts on biodiversity, soil health, water quality and impacts on invasive species. However the report also notes that biomass production can deliver a number of co-benefits such as the planting of a perennial crop such as miscanthus and SRC and SRF can lead to increased biodiversity and improve soil quality if planted on arable land.  [7:  CCC (2018) ‘Biomass in a low carbon economy’] 


The aim of this task is to quantify the wider environmental impacts of the CCC mitigation scenarios. As well as the forestry, biomass and peatland options in Part 1 above, this should also cover the impact of low-carbon farming practices which form part of the scenarios. CCC can provide further details of these.

The tender should draw on evidence from existing literature and studies that have considered wider environmental impacts of these land-use choices and have quantified benefits and risks. 

The tender should set out the methodology to be used for this analysis, including how to take account of the location-specific nature of the mitigation measures. The tender should explore whether ranges of estimates and sensitivities would be helpful in capturing a range of future uncertainties. Estimates should be provided on a £/hectare basis and should clearly state the time period over which impacts are likely to accrue. As in Part 1 of the tender, the total net impact of non-market measures should be estimated, using CCC estimates of total land area associated with each of the mitigation options, which will be provided to the contractor. 

A list of potential literature sources useful for this project is given in Annex A.  


5. [bookmark: _Ref357541705][bookmark: _Toc381969510][bookmark: _Toc405888459] Outputs Required

The outputs from this project are:
· A report setting out the methodology and results of Tasks 1 and 2. Please note that we would expect these to run concurrently. 
· An Excel spreadsheet providing all the inputs and outputs. These should cover:
i. The direct market costs, benefits and net impact of six biomass options and peatland restoration set out in section 3 above in £/ha and £m for five CCC land use scenarios. These should be on a social and private basis. 
ii. The non-market costs and benefits of the six biomass options, peatland restoration and low-carbon farming measures in £/ha and £m for five CCC land use scenarios. These should be provided on a social basis. 
· Presentations of the interim and final results of the project to the project steering group at a timing agreed with the CCC. 
It is expected that there will be close working with the contractor and the CCC throughout the project, including the sharing of data and inputs from existing CCC scenarios at the start of the project. 
6. [bookmark: _Toc381969511][bookmark: _Toc405888460][bookmark: _Ref373505205][bookmark: _Ref357541720]Ownership and Publication

The key deliverables will be handed over to the CCC, who may choose to publish these as supporting evidence on their website. Spreadsheets should be open access and unrestricted, to enable full QA of results and assumptions.

7. Quality Assurance 

This project must comply with the ‘CCC – Quality Assurance of Evidence and Analysis’ guidance and bidders must set out their approach to quality assurance in their response to this ITT.  

All research tasks and modelling must be quality assured and documented. Contractors should: 

· Include a quality assurance (QA) plan that they will apply to all of the research tasks and modelling, 
· Specify who will be responsible for quality assurance and ensure that this is done by individuals who were not directly involved in the research, analysis or model development,
· Provide a QA log to demonstrate the QA undertaken, including who undertook the QA and the scope, type and level of QA that has been undertaken (e.g. a log entry only stating ‘the data was checked’ will not be sufficient) 

Sign-off for the quality assurance must be done by someone of sufficient seniority within the contractor organisation to be able take responsibility for the work done.  Acceptance of the work by the CCC will take this into consideration. The CCC reserves the right to refuse to sign off outputs which do not meet the required standard specified in this invitation to tender.

The successful bidder will be responsible for any work supplied by sub-contractors and should therefore provide assurance that all work in the contract is undertaken in accordance with the quality assurance expectation agreed at the beginning of the project.

For primary research, contractors should be willing to facilitate CCC research staff to attend interviews or listen in to telephone surveys as part of the quality assurance process.

8. [bookmark: _Ref373505215][bookmark: _Toc381969513][bookmark: _Toc405888462]Timetable

The proposed timetable for the project is set out in the following table. The project is expected to run until mid-October. It is critical that the timelines are met so that we are able present the findings to the Committee and obtain their feedback, which will be needed to inform the forthcoming CCC Agriculture and Land use policy report.
In addition to the formal reporting points, the CCC would expect to have regular weekly scheduled discussions to ensure the work is progressing as expected.
	Date
	Action

	26th July 2019
	Deadline for response to ITT

	w/c 29th July 2019
	Interviews

	w/c 5th August 2019
	Inception meeting

	w/c 9nd September 2019
	Interim meeting (present and discuss interim results/findings for Tasks 1-3

	w/c 30th September 2019
	Final project meeting (present and discuss results and findings)

	w/c 7th October
	Circulate full draft report & excel spreadsheet

	Mid-October
	Final report 



9. [bookmark: _Ref357541731][bookmark: _Toc381969514][bookmark: _Toc405888463][bookmark: _Toc531258334]Challenges
Bids should set out how risks and challenges will be managed to successfully undertake this work. In particular the risk and challenges of:

· Meeting the deadlines as set out above; and 
· Quantifying the non-markets impacts as set out in Task 2.

10. [bookmark: _Toc381969515][bookmark: _Toc405888464][bookmark: _Toc531258335][bookmark: _Toc271272913]Ethics 

All applicants will need to identify and propose arrangements for initial scrutiny and on-going monitoring of ethical issues. The appropriate handling of ethical issues is part of the tender assessment exercise and proposals will be evaluated on this as part of the ‘addressing challenges and risks’ criterion.

We expect contractors to adhere to the following GSR Principals:
1. Sound application and conduct of social research methods and appropriate dissemination and utilisation of findings
2. Participation based on valid consent
3. Enabling participation
4. Avoidance of personal harm
5. Non-disclosure of identity and personal information

11. [bookmark: _Ref338852517][bookmark: _Toc381969516][bookmark: _Toc405888465][bookmark: _Toc531258336]Working Arrangements

The successful contractor will be expected to identify one named point of contract through whom all enquiries can be filtered. A CCC project manager will be assigned to the project and will be the central point of contact. 

12. [bookmark: _Toc531258337]Skills and experience

CCC would like you to demonstrate that you have the experience and capabilities to undertake the project. Your tender response should include a summary of each proposed team members experience and capabilities. 

	Contractors should propose named members of the project team, and include the tasks and responsibilities of each team member. This should be clearly linked to the work programme, indicating the grade/ seniority of staff and number of days allocated to specific tasks.

[bookmark: _Ref338852499]Contractors should identify the individual(s) who will be responsible for managing the project.

13. [bookmark: _Ref373505239][bookmark: _Toc381969518][bookmark: _Toc405888467][bookmark: _Toc531258338]Consortium Bids

In the case of a consortium tender, only one submission covering all of the partners is required but consortia are advised to make clear the proposed role that each partner will play in performing the contract as per the requirements of the technical specification.  We expect the bidder to indicate who in the consortium will be the lead contact for this project, and the organisation and governance associated with the consortia.

Contractors must provide details as to how they will manage any sub-contractors and what percentage of the tendered activity (in terms of monetary value) will be sub-contracted.

If a consortium is not proposing to form a corporate entity, full details of alternative proposed arrangements should be provided. However, please note CCC reserves the right to require a successful consortium to form a single legal entity in accordance with Regulation 28 of the Public Contracts Regulations 2006. 

CCC recognises that arrangements in relation to consortia may (within limits) be subject to future change. Potential Providers should therefore respond in the light of the arrangements as currently envisaged. Potential Providers are reminded that any future proposed change in relation to consortia must be notified to CCC so that it can make a further assessment by applying the selection criteria to the new information provided. 

14. [bookmark: _Ref357541811][bookmark: _Toc381969519][bookmark: _Toc405888468][bookmark: _Toc531258339][bookmark: _Toc246831559][bookmark: _Toc271272917][bookmark: _Ref338852577]Budget 

The budget for this project is up to £50,000 excluding VAT.

Contractors should provide a full and detailed breakdown of costs (including options where appropriate). This should include staff (and day rate) allocated to specific tasks. 

Cost will be a criterion against which bids which will be assessed 

Payments will be linked to delivery of key milestones. The indicative milestones and phasing of payments can be adjusted and agreed with the contractor and Project Manager. Please advise in your tender response how this breakdown reflects your usual payment processes:

In submitting full tenders, contractors confirm in writing that the price offered will be held for a minimum of 60 calendar days from the date of submission. Any payment conditions applicable to the prime contractor must also be replicated with sub-contractors. 

The Committee on Climate Change aims to pay all correctly submitted invoices as soon as possible with a target of 10 days from the date of receipt and within 30 days at the latest in line with standard terms and conditions of contract.

15. [bookmark: _Ref357541836][bookmark: _Toc381969520][bookmark: _Toc405888469][bookmark: _Toc531258340]Evaluation of Tenders

Contractors are invited to submit full tenders. Tenders will be evaluated by at least three CCC staff.

CCC will select the bidder that scores highest against the criteria and weighting listed below, see the ITT for further information.


EVALUATION CRITERIA AND SCORING METHODOLOGY


	[bookmark: p2][bookmark: _Toc531258341]Criterion
	[bookmark: _Toc531258342]Description
	[bookmark: _Toc531258343]Weighting

	1
	UNDERSTANDING OF REQUIREMENTS/EXPERIENCE / DEMONSTRATION OF CABABILITY
	30%

	2
	METHODOLOGY, ABILITY AND TECHNICAL CAPACITY
	30%

	3
	PROJECT TEAM – SKILLS AND KNOWLEDGE
	20%

	4
	RISK AND CHALLENGES
	10%

	5
	QUALITY ASSURING THE SERVICES YOU PROVIDE
	10%

	
	100%




Scoring Method

Tenders will be scored against each of the criteria above, according to the extent to which they meet the requirements of the tender. The meaning of each score is outlined in the table below. 

The total score will be calculated by applying the weighting set against each criterion, outlined above; the maximum number of marks possible will be 100.  Should any contractor score 1 in any of the criteria, they will be excluded from the tender competition.


	Score
	Description

	1
	Not Satisfactory: Proposal contains significant shortcomings and does not meet the required standard

	2
	Partially Satisfactory: Proposal partially meets the required standard, with one or more moderate weaknesses or gaps 

	3
	Satisfactory: Proposal mostly meets the required standard, with one or more minor weaknesses or gaps.

	4
	Good: Proposal meets the required standard, with moderate levels of assurance

	5
	Excellent: Proposal fully meets the required standard with high levels of assurance


[bookmark: nine01]

Structure of Tenders

Contractors are strongly advised to structure their tender submissions to cover each of the criteria above and supply a price schedule specifying the daily rates (ex-VAT) you will charge for each level of your staff. 


Evaluation for Interviews, if held 

CCC reserves the right to award the contract based on applicants’ written evaluation only if one candidate emerges from the evaluation stage as significantly stronger than the others.  

Should interviews go ahead, CCC will shortlist the top three suppliers with the highest marks from the written proposals. Interviews are provisionally expected to be held on 2nd and 3rd January. If this date changes, CCC will notify applicants. 

The areas to be covered in the interview, and markings allocated to each topic area will be sent to the shortlisted supplier prior to interview.

Further details of interviews will be sent to successful applicants on selection. 


Feedback

Feedback will be given in the unsuccessful letters or emails.


Part C
SUPPLIER INFORMATION

Please complete the following information:-

All information supplied will be treated as Strictly Private and Confidential.  The information will be reviewed by the Evaluation Panel only and will not be divulged to other parties during the de-briefing stage, or at any other time.

	Supplier Information

Concerning the provision of provision of analysis to quantify wider economic and environmental impacts of CCC land use scenarios
	

	
Name of Company:

	

	
Address:

	

	


	

	


	

	


	

	
Contact Name:

	
	
Telephone Number:
(Including STD Code)
	






	
Contact Title:

	
	
Facsimile Number:
(Including STD Code)
	

	
Email and website Address:

	

	
Signed:

	
	
Dated:
	




	
SECTION C1 : ORGANISATION, MANDATORY AND FINANCIAL INFORMATION

	
Note:	Where a consortium bid is proposed, please present the information for each consortium member individually.



	GENERAL INFORMATION

	Please enclose details of your organisation’s internal structure.  A diagram would be helpful to support your answer. 


	
1. Is your organisation: (Please tick a box)


	
	
	
	

	
	i)	a public limited company;
	
	Registration No: ____________________

	
	
	
	

	
	ii)	a limited company;
	
	Registration No: ____________________

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)	a sole trader;
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)	a partnership;
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	iii)	other, please specify;
	
	

	
	
	
	

	

	
	
	



	
SECTION C2:  MANDATORY INFORMATION REQUIREMENTS

	
Note:	The information required in this section is a mandatory requirement for this quotation.  Failure to provide the information may result in your bid being eliminated.

	Where a consortium bid is proposed, please present the information for each consortium member individually.


	FINANCIAL REQUIREMENTS

1. Please note we will request from the proposed winner a set of the last year’s audited accounts (if these accounts are required under the law of the state in which your organisation is established) for your own organisation and the holding and/or ultimate parent and your organisation’s subsidiaries (if applicable).  If you cannot provide the last year’s audited accounts, please provide a copy of your most recent business plan, budget or similar document.  

OR

              If the audited accounts are available online, please provide details of the web page address where the accounts are held so that the Authority can access the information.               

              Web address: __________________________________ (your organisation)               

              Web address: __________________________________ (holding / ultimate  parent company)  




















	
SECTION C3: Evaluation Criteria and weighting 


	UNDERSTANDING OF REQUIREMENTS/EXPERIENCE / DEMONSTRATION OF CAPABILITY -  30%
1. Please provide a detailed description of your understanding of the requirements of the project and what is needed to deliver it. Please outline the experience that your business can bring to the project and describe previous projects that you have been involved with that would demonstrate your suitability and capability to undertake this project. Please give dates of key projects in the past 5 years.


	
















	
METHODOLOGY, ABILITY AND TECHNICAL CAPACITY – 30%

2. Please provide a detailed methodology of how you propose to deliver the project the analysis you will provide in each of the tasks in the ITT. List key data sources and literature that you plan to use in fulfilling the requirements. 


	















	PROJECT TEAM – SKILLS AND KNOWLEDGE – 20%

3. Please provide details of the full project team, including a team structure, with an outline of roles and responsibilities. Please identify a team leader and how contact between them and the CCC will be maintained.
Please outline the experience of the project team and attach team CV’s and set out a table showing the number of working days each team member will provide on the project. 


	










	RISKS AND CHALLENGES – 10%

4. What do you consider to be the key risks and challenges involved in the project and how do you propose to overcome them?

	










 

	QUALITY ASSURING THE SERVICES YOU PROVIDE – 10%

5.	Please provide a brief plan of how you would monitor and maintain the quality of the services delivered (e.g. relevant Key Performance Indicators, risk management arrangements), including a statement of how you would ensure the key dates and deliverables are met. Please indicate whether in your opinion our timescales can be achieved.
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Part D

Pricing Information to be provided by bidder

Please provide a pricing schedule for the following:

· Consultancy Charge per day  - Please indicate here staff level (i.e. junior consultant, partner etc.), rate per day, the number of days the individual would be allocated to the contract and the number of hours worked per day.
· Any other costs – (please specify).
· Any discounts offered.
· Total cost of the Contract.

Notes:

1. Please note that all Travel and Subsistence will be as per the Civil Service Standard i.e. standard class. 
2. V.A.T. will be separately indicated
3. All priced bids must be in pounds sterling and any subsequent invoices resulting from a successful bid must also be in pounds sterling.

Part E: CCC 

CONDITIONS OF CONTRACT FOR SERVICES

Please see the attachment referring to the Committee on Climate Change standard terms and conditions. Potential bidders are requested that they must make clear any issues they have with these standard terms by 20 July 2019.








Annex A:  Literature sources.


Forestry:
· Forestry Commission (2018) Forestry Statistics 2018: Chapter 8 Finance and prices
· Forestry Commission (2017) Assessing the investment returns from timber and carbon in woodland creation projects.

· Forest Research (2012) Marginal abatement cost curves for UK Forestry 

· Forest Research: the social and economic research group carbon in woodland creation projects. 

· Forest Policy and Economics Assessing the value of forestry to the Irish economy — An input–output approach Áine Ní Dhubháin, Marie-Christine Fléchard, Richard Moloney Deirdre O'Connor.

· Forestry Research 2017. ‘Valuing the social and environmental contribution of woodlands and trees in England, Scotland and Wales’.

Biomass:
· Astely Hasting et al (2017) Economic and environmental assessment of seed and rhizome propagated miscanthus in the UK 

· John Clifton-Brow et al (2019) Breeding progress and preparedness for mass-scale deployment of perennial lignocellulosic biomass crops switchgrass, miscanthus, willow, and poplar

· Terravesta (miscanthus) and Iggesund (SRC)

· Energy Technologies Institute (ETI) (2018) Bioenergy crops in the UK: Case studies on successful whole farm integration evidence pack.

· ADAS: Bioenergy crops in the UK: Case studies of successful whole farm integration.

Peatlands:

· Okumah, M et al (2019) How much does peatland restoration cost? Insights from the UK. University of Leeds - SRUC Report.
·  Artz, R.R.E. et al (2018) Peatland restoration - a comparative analysis of the costs and merits of different restoration   methods.
· Klaus Glenk, Paula Novo, Michaela Roberts, Julia Martin-Ortega, Jacqueline Potts The costs of peatland restoration in Scotland – considerations for data collection and systematic analysis.

Non-market impacts
· JNCC Ecosystem Services Valuation http://archive.jncc.gov.uk/default.aspx?page=6383

· Defra policy paper 2011. An introductory guide to valuing ecosystem services. https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/an-introductory-guide-to-valuing-ecosystem-services

· Eftec (2016) Woodland Carbon Code Co-benefits

· Forestry Commission (2017/18) Natural Capital Account (Forest Enterprise) 

· Forestry Commission (2017) Valuing the Social and Environmental outputs of forestry in England, Scotland and Wales 

· Flood Management and Woodland Creation – Southwell case study (2017)

· Eftec (2015) Developing UK natural capital accounts: woodland ecosystem accounts

· Assessment of climate change impacts on UK natural assets (AECOM)
https://www.theccc.org.uk/publication/aecom-assessment-of-climate-change-impacts-on-uk-natural-assets/

· Environmental Value Look-Up (EVL) Tool
https://www.eftec.co.uk/index.php/project/%20%09environmental-value-look-evl-tool

· UK National Ecosystem Assessment
http://uknea.unep-wcmc.org/

· Natural Capital Protocol
https://naturalcapitalcoalition.org/natural-capital-protocol/
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