
STPC G-Cloud Procurement 
Selection Questionnaire – Evaluation and Marking 
 
Supplier:  
 

Original Procurement STPC 

Section 
Original % 
Technical 
Weighting 

Scoring 
agreed 
during 

evaluation 

 
Minimum % pass 
mark for question 

Scoring Method Evaluators 

Technical elements 
agreed and evaluated in 
original procurement.  
 
Based on questions 
2.1 to 2.2.19 inclusive 
 

45%         

 

New Re-run procurement scoring 

Section 
% Section 
Weighting 

Question No 
Question 

Weighting % 

Final overall score 
and agreed 
definition 

Scoring Method Evaluators 

Will the service be 
operational by 30th 
November 2018   

45% 
 
 
 

Minimum 
acceptable 

scoring 
agreed as 3 

2.2.20 1-5      
 

Please Demonstrate how 
you will satisfy the FPSL 
requirement to emulate 
files with a volume of 6m 
and deliver into the FIM? 

2.2.21 1-5      

 

Do you have the ability to 
conduct a 13m volume 
test through the FIM 
should DWP gain scheme 
approval for an increase 
in volume?  

2.2.22 
 

1-5      

 

Please outline your 
gateway solution with the 
DWP sponsor bank and 
associated costs / 
timescales? 

2.2.23 
 

1-5      

 

Is your solution capable of 
tracking the end to end 
progress of the 

2.2.24 
 
 

      
 



transactions from receipt 
of the payment files from 
DWP through the 
conversion process, into 
the FIM and Faster 
Payment Service? 
 

Technical Review 

2.2.20 Score  

Feedback Response  

2.2.21 Score  

Feedback Response  

2.2.22 Score  

Feedback Response  

2.2.23 Score  

Feedback Response . 

2.2.24 Score  

Feedback Response  

 
 

Financial Evaluation 
 



 

Evaluation Process – Scoring  
 

Score 1-5 Definition Description 
1 Unacceptable Nil or inadequate response. Fails to demonstrate an ability to 

meet the requirement. 

2 Poor Response is partially relevant but generally poor.  The response 
addresses some elements of the requirement but contains 
insufficient/limited detail or explanation to demonstrate how the 
requirement will be fulfilled. 

3 Acceptable Response is relevant and acceptable. The response addresses 
a broad understanding of the requirement but may lack details 
on how the requirement will be fulfilled in certain areas.  

4 Good Response is relevant and good. The response is sufficiently 
detailed to demonstrate a good understanding and provides 
details on how the requirements will be fulfilled. 

5 Excellent Response is completely relevant and excellent overall. The 
response is comprehensive, unambiguous and demonstrates a 
thorough understanding of the requirement and provides details 
of how the requirement will be met in full. 

 


