
Annex C: Technical Evaluation Criteria: LRPS-2023-9180514 
 

TECHNICAL 
CRITERIA 

POINTS TO CONSIDER MAX POINTS 

Overall Response 

Completeness of response  
Clear understanding of the assignment and alignment of the 
proposal to the ToR demonstrated 
Overall concord between TOR/needs and proposal 

5 

Company profile 

Years of operation, number of staff, and size/makeup of client list 
(5 points)  
 
Breadth of experience in quantitative or qualitative data (8 points) 

- Part 1:  Quantitative experience: surveys and field 
observations 

- Part 2:  Qualitative experience: interviews and focus 
groups 

 
Experience collecting data in schools and with respondents such 
as teachers, children, and administrators (2 points) 
 

15 

Key Personnel 

Key personnel identified with well-defined roles and 
responsibilities. Names and CVs of core team directly working on 
the assignment should be provided, including (but not limited to) 
the designated Team leader and Co-Lead and identified expert 
personnel. (4 points) 
 
Expert personnel meet MA + 5 years relevant experience 
qualifications (4 points) 
 
Proven experience of working with Governments in low-income 
countries, preferably in Asia (4 points).  
 
Work with the Nepal education sector and specifically with 
MoEST, CEHRD and ERO on analyzing government data will 
considered a strong asset (4 points). 
 
Formal engagement in leading (5 points) or supporting (3 points) 
Nepal’s school reopening framework/ recovery and accelerated 
learning plan is equally considered a strong asset 
 
Range and depth of experience of proposed staff with similar 
projects. Attach proven track of education sector analysis 
assignments undertaken in last 10 years (4 points) 
 

25 

Proposed 
Methodology and 
Approach 

Clear and effective methodology/approach articulated for how 
the institution will undertake secondary analysis using 
methodologies and simulation models from other analyses on 
learning loss as appropriate (7 points) 

25 



 
Detailed descriptions and sequencing for how each key task will 
be implemented included (6 points) 
 
Proposal on how a strong GESI/equity lens can be assured during 
the analysis, taking pre-existing vulnerabilities into account (5 
points) 
 
Effective project management, monitoring and quality assurance 
strategies and standards outlined (including mitigation of any 
potential identified risks) (7 points) 

Presentation 

Attention to detail in presentation of the proposal, including 
formatting and writing elements (2 points) 
Thoroughness and coherent structure in the proposal (2 points) 
Examples of similar work deliverables attached (1 point) 

5 

TOTAL TECHNICAL SCORE 75 

The minimum score for technical evaluation  49 
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