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Thank you for giving us the opportunity to respond to this consultation. We support any reduction in 

transactional barriers to entry in the bioresources market. However, as we discuss in our response to 

“Our proposed approach to funding bioresources activities at PR24” there are a number of other 

significant barriers which are likely to continue to limit the scope for the market.  

 

It is not clear f rom the document under what area the bid assessment framework would apply and 

how much of bioresources activities should be included. We would welcome greater clarity on the 

circumstances in which the bid assessment framework would be expected to operate and whether, in 

a normal procurement event it should operate in addition to normal statutory procurement rules.   

 

1) Do you agree with, or have any comments on, the draft guidance 
for the bioresources bid assessment framework set out in this 
consultation? 

 

We agree with the principles and look forward to greater clarity on the final guidance and expectations 

for the framework. It is sensible to align the requirements with those for the water resources bid 

assessment framework.  

 

However, as noted above, we welcome greater clarity under what circumstances the bid assessment 

f rameworks should apply i.e. is it just for new capacity, or does it also cover the continuation of 

existing treatment/transport arrangements? And, noting that the majority of the expectations are 

duplicated within the normal Utilities Contract Regulations, whether it is to be applied in addition to 

these regulations in a normal procurement event.  

 

We also think there is an opportunity to explicitly recognise the important role that the bioresources 

market can play in helping deliver the carbon reduction objectives of the sector in a holistic way. 

 

2) Do you agree with, or have any comments on, our proposed 
timeline for implementation of the bioresources bid assessment 
framework?  

 

The timeline for production and consultation looks reasonable, although we would note that the 

proposed draft publication date in May is already a busy time due to the preparation and publication of 

the Annual PR. Therefore, it may be beneficial to delay this by a couple of months to better manage 

the regulatory burden on companies.  

 



 

3) Do you have any thoughts or opinions on how company bid 
assessment frameworks can be best used to resolve the 
bioresources specific issues highlighted within 4.2? 

 

We agree with the proposed inclusion of a pre-qualification stage and believe this benefits all parties 

in the process. Addressing contract risk in this stage is sensible, though ultimately the risk will always 

lie with the incumbent, as we cannot pass on the risk that the sludge is safely disposed of.  

Accounting for this contractually will be challenging, but as long as the expectations are set at the first 

stage it should help overcome this obstacle. We also agree that ensuring there is clarity on sludge 

quality at the pre-qualification stage in the bid assessment framework is important.  




