SECTION 10 RESPONSE TO THE EVALUATION CRITERIA

Please read before starting to complete your response
Bidders are asked to complete the following sections in full. There are five main response sections in this document (as well as initial information on this page) – please complete all sections.
When responding in each section, please ensure you provide a full account of how you meet each criterion, giving dates, examples and any other details as appropriate. 
We are looking for specific information, experience, skills and qualities as described in each section below. Please demonstrate your evidence against each criterion and strictly observe any specified word limits.
We will only evaluate responses provided against each criterion where applicable and will not look for extra information in a response to another criterion.  Please do not cross refer to responses provided elsewhere. 
You may submit a CV, or link to other relevant sources (such as published work), to complement your responses, but please note that CVs or other sources will not be directly scored. 
  
Bidder name (please insert): 
1. For Information only – not scored
Artificial Intelligence (AI) tools can be used to improve the efficiency of your bid writing process, however they may also introduce an increased risk of misleading statements via ‘hallucination’. Have you used AI or machine learning tools, including large language models, to assist in any part of your tender submission? This may include using these tools to support the drafting of responses to award questions.
Yes ☐ No ☐
If Yes, Please provide details:
Where AI tools have been used to support the generation of tender responses, please confirm that they have been checked and verified for accuracy:
[bookmark: _Hlk196472335] Yes ☐ No ☐




2. Scored Evaluation Criteria

	Criterion 1: PLAN


	Provide a detailed plan outlining how the work and outputs requirements (set out above) will be achieved, including:
· timescales and the number of days for each activity
· the timing of checkpoints and milestones in the work
· approaches to stakeholder engagement. 
You may structure your plan in the most appropriate format. Overall, your response to this section should not be of any more than 500 words.


	Weighting 20%


	Insert your response here:







	[bookmark: _Hlk193196237]Criterion 2: KNOWLEDGE


	 Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of quality assurance approaches used in the delivery of regulated qualifications, and experience of working to support these processes. 

You should provide information about the level of breadth of your knowledge and understanding, and how your previous work, which may be in one role or more, has demonstrated your application of this knowledge and understanding. 

Your response to this section should be of no more than 600 words. 


	Weighting 30%


	Insert your response here:







	Criterion 3: EXPERIENCE


	Relevant experience of engaging with a range of education professionals, possibly including awarding bodies, and analysing and reporting on the findings collected. 

You should support your response to this section with examples of how you have effectively engaged a wide range of stakeholders in your previous role(s), your strategies for engaging stakeholders, and your approach(es) to reviewing, analysing and communicating the findings of your engagement. 

Your response to this section should be of no more than 500 words. 


	Weighting 15%


	Insert your response here:







	Criterion 4: DOCUMENTS

	Demonstrate experience of producing clear and accessible summary documents, which are of a high quality and prepared to a publishable standard. 

You should support your response to this section with examples of relevant documents you have produced in your previous role(s). You may provide links to published documents, if relevant, to support any of your points.

Your response to this section should be of no more than 400 words. 


	Weighting  20%                  


	Insert your response here:










