STPC G-Cloud Procurement
Selection Questionnaire — Evaluation and Marking
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Evaluation Process — Scoring

Score 1-5

Definition

Description

1

Unacceptable

Nil or inadequate response. Fails to demonstrate an ability to
meet the requirement.

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.

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.

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.

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.




