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This Solicitation Amendment 008 includes the response to question #63 which was missing from 
the English version of Amendment 007. 
 

 
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

 

Question 63: 

Paragraph (iv) on page 13 of the RFP states: 
"Previous Similar Projects: Where the bid must include a description of previous similar projects: (i) a 
project must have been completed by the Bidder itself (and cannot include the experience of any 
proposed subcontractor or any affiliate of the Bidder); (ii) a project must have been completed by the 
bid closing date; (iii) each project description must include, at minimum, the name and either the 
telephone number or e-mail address of a customer reference; and (iv) if more similar projects are 
provided than requested, Canada will decide in its discretion which projects will be evaluated. A project 
will be considered "similar" to the Work to be performed under any resulting contract if the project 
was for the performance of work that closely matches the descriptions of the Resource Categories 
identified in Annex A. Work will be considered to "closely match" if the work in the provided project is 
described in at least 50% of the points of responsibility listed in the description of the given Resource 
Category. " 

For M.1.1 the reference requirements are pretty clear and the highlighted statement doesn’t make 
sense in the context of what that requirement is looking for.  Can the Crown please confirm that this 
statement does not apply to M.1.1? 

For M.1.2 we understand that vendors are required to complete the table provided but Q&A 1 on 
Amendment 1 states that “job titles can be different but tasks and level of experience should 
correspond to those identified in the statement of work”.  However it does not identify how we are to 
provide evidence of this.  

Can the Crown please confirm what evidence they would require to demonstrate correspondence to the 
identified tasks? i.e. would a mapping of the tasks performed by our consultant to 50% of the points of 
responsibility listed in the description of the given resource category be sufficient? 

Answer 63: 

For M.1.1 Canada will be evaluating corporate capability / experience and not resource categories 
experience.  Therefore the highlighted text does not apply to M.1.1. 
 
For M.1.2 Bidders should refer Q & A #59. 
 

ALL OTHER TERMS AND CONDITIONS REMAIN UNCHANGED 

 
 
 
 


