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Instructions to Suppliers
Under competitive selections
Data Sheet
	Event Name
	Khujand Public Transport Project - Integrated Urban Development Component

	Event Cost Estimate 
	USD 700,000


The numbering of the below items corresponds to the relevant sections in Instruction to Suppliers document
	2. Introduction
	· This selection process concerns the procurement of: Consultancy Services

	4. Conflict of Interest
	4.2.1. Additional Conflicting Relationships: 
N/A

	6. Eligibility
	No additional eligibility restrictions.

	11. RFx Event Details
	
	Level of Competition
	· Open Competition

	Type of Proposal[footnoteRef:1] Requested [1:  If the Data Sheet indicates that the RFx does not require a Financial Proposal, the Supplier’s Response shall not contain any financial information. In case, the Qualification and/or Technical Proposals are Technical Proposal contains any financial information, the Supplier’s Response shall be declared non-responsive.
] 

	· Qualification (Sections 14-16 applicable)
· Technical (Sections 17-20 applicable)
· Financial (Sections 21-27 applicable)

	Outcome of the Proposal Evaluation
	· Highest-ranked Supplier invited to negotiate a single-use contract / statement of work
· Highest-ranked Supplier(s) invited to negotiate a multi-use / framework agreement
· Shortlisted Supplier(s) invited to the next stage to submit a financial proposal




	20. Technical Evaluation
	Technical Evaluation Criteria
	
	
	Min. Technical Score

	
	
	(% of max.)

	Criteria
	Weight
	 

	1. EVALUATION CRITERION 1 – Qualifications of Key Personnel
	[40]
	[70]

	(list Key Personnel)
	
	

	Team Leader / Project Manager for Urban Development Projects
	[30%]
	

	Urban Planner/Urban Mobility Planner/ Urban Development Specialist/ Spatial Planner
	[20%]
	

	Financial Expert
	[15%]
	

	Statistic and Data
	[15%]
	

	Other proposed experts (non-key)
	[20%]
	

	
	
	

	Each of the Key Experts listed above will be evaluated as follows: 
	
	

	a. General Qualifications 
	[20%]
	

	b. Specific Technical Experience 
	[60%]
	

	c. Specific Geographical Experience
	[20%]
	

	
	
	

	2. EVALUATION CRITERION 2
	[40]
	[70]

	[Relevant experience and capacity of Consultant]
	
	

	2.1.Experience in similar assignments
	[60%]
	

	2.2.Experience in similar countries (esp C Asia region)
	[20%]
	

	2.3.Structure, organization, resources and capacity of Consultant
	[20%]
	

	
	
	

	3. EVALUATION CRITERION 3
	[20]
	[70]

	[Quality of methodology proposed by Consultant]
	
	

	3.1.Understanding of assignment
	[20%]
	

	3.2.Approach and methodology
	[40%]
	

	3.3.Workplan and staffing schedule
	[40%]
	

	 
	
	

	TOTAL (St Score)
	100
	[50-80]




	27. Financial Score
	
The lowest evaluated Financial Proposal (Fm) is given the maximum financial score (Sf) of 100. The formula for determining the financial scores (Sf) of all other Proposals is calculated as follows:

Sf = 100 x Fm/ F, in which “Sf” is the financial score, “Fm” is the lowest evaluated Financial Proposal, and “F” the price of the Proposal under consideration.


	28. Combined Score
	The Proposals are ranked according to combined technical (St, Section 20) and financial (Sf, Section 24) scores as follows: S = St x T% + Sf x F%.

With:
T (technical score) = 80 
F (financial score) = 20 
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