	
	
	
	


EASME/EMFF/2019/0014: Framework Contract for the provision of scientific advice for fisheries beyond EU waters


ANNEX 6
TECHNICAL TENDER FORM


The EASME will evaluate the tenders submitted in the light of the award criteria set out in Section 4.4. (Award criteria) of the Specifications.

This document does not replace the technical proposal.

This is not the main document to include all the technical elements of the tender. It is just a summary of the main elements that may have impact on the evaluation (to be filled in by the tenderer). It is only meant to guide the evaluation committee thorugh the technical proposal. It must be used for this purpose only and not to describe the full technical offer.

It will indicate the main points of the technical proposal that are useful to assess the different award criteria and also include the reference to those parts of the technical proposal where those points are developped and well detailed.
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1. FIRST QUALITATIVE CRITERION

Understanding of the policy context  (maximum score: 20 points)

This criterion assesses the understanding of the key issues, trends and challenges in scientific advice for the external dimension of the Common Fisheries Policy. It assesses whether the tenderer is aware of the current context and the general aim of the scientific advice for fisheries management, the technical developments and challenges and of the EU policy. It will also look at whether the tenderer links adequately the scenarios described in Section 1.4.2 to this background. The assessment will be based on both the description of the context and on the scenarios.
Tenderers proposal (with reference to specific points of the tender document submitted)
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2. SECOND QUALITATIVE CRITERION

Quality of the tender for the  scenarios (maximum score: 35 points)
This criterion will assess the quality of the proposed services under the three scenarios and how the tenderer proposes to organise the work and the resources in the framework of the four scenarios described in Section 1.5. 

The points will be allocated as follows: 

o Scenario 1a, on the stocks covered by RFMOs: maximum 10 points

o Scenario 1b, on the stocks covered by RFMOs: maximum 8 points 

o Scenario 2, on the stocks covered by SFPAs: maximum 9 points

o Scenario 3, on the Support to the European Commission: maximum 8 points

Tenderers proposal (with reference to specific points of the tender document submitted)
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3. THIRD QUALITATIVE CRITERION

Working method and organisation for the performance of specific contracts 

 (maximum score: 25 points)
This criterion will assess how the roles and responsibilities of the proposed team and of the economic operators (in case of joint tenders, including subcontractors if applicable) are organised and distributed to carry out specific contracts in practice. The work packages described in Section 1.4.2 can be used to illustrate the proposed working method and how coordination will be ensured. This criterion will also assess the scheme proposed for the interactions with the Contracting Authority, the stakeholders, the national authorities and bodies.
Tenderers proposal (with reference to specific points of the tender document submitted)
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4. FORTH QUALITATIVE CRITERION

Quality assurance and quality control, risk assessment and mitigation measures during the implementation of specific contracts
 (maximum score: 20 points)
This criterion will assess the quality control system proposed by the tender, concerning the technical quality of the deliverables, the language quality check in particular of final reports, the validation of study findings and continuity of the service in case of absence of specific members of the team. The tender should identify critical steps and possible risks that could limit the successful delivery of the requested services. The quality system must be detailed in the tender and specific to the tasks described in the work packages of Section 1.4.2. A generic quality system will result in a low score.

Tenderers proposal (with reference to specific points of the tender document submitted)
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