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RFT for ICT Managed Service
Closing date for tender responses:  Wednesday 5th August 2026, 5pm
Questions close:  Wednesday 29th July 2026, 5pm
	No.
	Question
	Response

	1
	Can AsIAm confirm whether appendices and supporting documents prepared for the original tender submission remain acceptable for the re-issued V2 competition, provided they are still current, accurate and explicitly referenced in the relevant response sections?
	AsIAm confirms that supporting documents and appendices prepared for the original competition remain acceptable for the V2 competition, provided that:
· The content remains current and accurate as at the V2 tender deadline
· The documents are explicitly referenced and linked to the specific response section in which they are relied upon, in accordance with the instructions in Section A.1 of the TRD
· No material changes to the tenderer's organisation, personnel, technical capability or financial position have occurred since the original document was prepared that would affect its accuracy
Tenderers are responsible for ensuring all submitted information, including referenced supporting documents, accurately reflects their position at the time of submission.
However, tenderers should note that appendices do not extend or replace the page limits set for the scored sections of the Tender Response Document. Narrative content required for scoring must remain within the page limits, and any narrative placed in appendices will not be evaluated. Appendices may only be used to provide supporting evidence, artefacts, or documents referenced in the main response.

	2
	The Tender Response Document requires a Declaration as to Personal Circumstances. BITS prepared a declaration that was signed and witnessed by a solicitor in June 2026 as part of the original competition. Can AsIAm confirm whether this declaration remains acceptable for the re-issued V2 competition, or whether a newly signed and witnessed declaration is required?
	The Declaration as to Personal Circumstances is not required to be submitted with the Tender at this stage. As set out at paragraphs 3.1 and 3.3.2(a) of the RFT, the Contracting Authority may request the Declaration from a Tenderer at any point during the Competition, and its submission is in any event a condition of award.
Where the Declaration is requested, it must relate to the Tender submitted in response to this RFT, i.e. the Request for Tenders dated 6th July 2026 for the provision of an ICT Managed Service. A declaration prepared in respect of the previous competition is not acceptable for this purpose.
All other terms of the RFT remain unchanged and the Tender Deadline is unaffected.

	3
	For the cloud hosting platform ISO/IEC 27001 requirement, can AsIAm confirm that Microsoft Azure and Microsoft 365 ISO/IEC 27001 certification evidence from the Microsoft Service Trust Portal is acceptable where those Microsoft cloud services are used to deliver the proposed solution?
	AsIAm confirms that where a tenderer's proposed solution is hosted on Microsoft Azure and/or delivered through Microsoft 365, ISO/IEC 27001 certification evidence for those platforms obtained from the Microsoft Service Trust Portal is acceptable as evidence of compliance with the cloud hosting platform certification requirement.
Tenderers should ensure that:
(a) The specific certification documents referenced are clearly identified, including the certification scope, standard version, certification body and current validity
(b) The evidence is explicitly linked to the relevant response section in the TRD
(c) Where the tenderer also operates its own information security management system in scope of the services, evidence of the tenderer's own ISO/IEC 27001 certification should be provided separately.

	4
	Can AsIAm confirm whether any supporting documents signed or dated before the publication of the V2 RFT must be re-dated or re-executed, even where the information remains accurate and valid at the V2 tender deadline?
	AsIAm does not require supporting documents, certificates or declarations to be re-dated or re-executed solely by reason of having been prepared before the publication of the RFT V2, provided the information they contain remains accurate and valid as at the V2 tender deadline.
Where a document has an explicit expiry date, tenderers must ensure it remains valid through the tender deadline. Where circumstances have changed since a document was originally prepared or signed, an updated document reflecting the current position must be submitted.

	5
	Can you please confirm if the total budget mentioned in the documentation needs to also include the cost of licensing for the duration of the contract?
	Tenderers must include all costs required to deliver their proposed managed service over the full contract term except where the RFT states that AsIAm already owns or procures a cost element directly.
Appendix 1, Sections 0.3.5–0.3.7 confirm that AsIAm owns and procures all Microsoft 365 licences directly, so tenderers should not include costs for existing M365 licences. Only additional licences required by the tenderer’s proposed solution should be costed.
Costs that must be included are:
· All non‑Microsoft licences required for the proposed architecture
· All implementation costs for Phases 1–5 (Appendix 1, Section 3)
· All recurring managed service costs for Years 1–6 (Appendix 2)
· Any cloud hosting, storage, infrastructure or third‑party services required by the tenderer’s design
· Any hardware the tenderer proposes to supply or replace
Costs that may be excluded are:
· Existing Microsoft 365 licences owned by AsIAm
· Any costs relating to the incumbent Ekco environment that will be retired
· Optional future work outside the defined phases (Appendix 1, Section 1.11)
Tenderers should ensure all included costs are complete and aligned with the Pricing Schedule.

	6
	Can you please clarify the “on‑site managed services” mentioned in the documents – is there a need for a physical presence or is a mostly remote support model acceptable? If on‑site support is required, could that be agreed and scheduled in advance? What is included in the on‑site services you are currently receiving, and is that what is shown in your 2025 pricing shared with us?
	AsIAm operates a hybrid support model. Appendix 1, Section 0.3.3 states that support is delivered through a hybrid model combining remote support with onsite attendance as required. As clarified in the previous RFT (Clarification No. 6), onsite support is rarely required but tenderers must be capable of providing onsite resources within response times commensurate with the severity of the issue. On‑site visits can normally be scheduled in advance except where emergency attendance is required. The “On‑site managed services” line in the 2025 cost table refers to the onsite component of the current MSP’s service.

	7
	Can AsIAm provide details of any business applications, workflows, integrations or operational dependencies that currently require use of the Remote Desktop environment, and which must be accommodated within the future‑state solution?
	There are no significant business applications tied to the Remote Desktop environment. As clarified in the previous RFT (Clarification No. 16), the RDS server primarily uses the Microsoft 365 suite and all other applications are browser‑based. The RDS is used mainly to access the S: Drive and U: Drive, both of which will be migrated under the Implementation Programme (Appendix 1, Section 3). 
Tenderers should assume that the future‑state Microsoft 365 workspace must accommodate all current data stored on the RDS, but no specialised legacy applications.

	8
	Can AsIAm provide further information regarding the current S: Drive structure, including the number of major departmental repositories, permissions groups and any known areas of particularly complex access control?
	A detailed breakdown is not available. As clarified previously (Clarification No. 18), this information would require a full audit of the data held and tenderers should assume that no data can be archived. The S: Drive contains multiple departmental folders with varied permissions. 
The precise structure and complexity will be established during Phase 1 (Discovery), as described in Appendix 1, Section 3.1. Tenderers should assume a full redesign of folder structure and role‑based access as required under Appendix 1, Section 1.7.

	9
	Can AsIAm confirm that implementation activities not expressly identified during tender preparation but subsequently identified (during discovery perhaps) cannot be included within the fixed implementation pricing – and should likely be funded using the provided rate card and effort estimates to be mutually agreed?
	The fixed implementation pricing must cover all activities required to deliver the phases described in Appendix 1, Section 3. However, AsIAm recognises that tenderers may identify material gaps, omissions or dependencies during tender preparation that could reasonably impact delivery of the implementation programme.
Where a tenderer identifies such a gap, the tenderer is expected to:
· Explicitly identify the perceived gap in their response;
· Explain the impact on delivery, cost or risk;
· State any assumptions made to address the gap; and
· Include the associated cost within their implementation pricing.
This ensures that tenderers do not omit necessary cost elements or under‑scope their solution.
Where a tenderer provides a clear, justified and evidence‑based explanation of such gaps, this will be reflected positively in scoring, provided the rationale is appropriate and consistent with the RFT.
Activities that fall outside the defined scope of the implementation phases, and which are not reasonably foreseeable at tender stage, may be delivered through Optional / Drawdown Services at agreed day rates (Appendix 1, Section 1.11).

	10
	Can AsIAm confirm whether the successful supplier is expected to migrate all user data currently residing within the Remote Desktop environment into the future Microsoft 365‑based workspace, or whether some data is expected to remain outside the Microsoft 365 platform?
	All data must be migrated. Appendix 1, Section 0.3.4 states that tenderers should assume that no existing data can be archived or excluded from migration and that all data must be accounted for in the proposed file storage architecture. This includes all S: Drive, U: Drive and RDS‑hosted user data. 
No data is expected to remain outside Microsoft 365 following completion of the Implementation Programme.

	11
	Can AsIAm confirm whether any business applications are currently hosted within the Ekco‑managed server estate and, if so, whether these form part of the implementation programme and future support scope?
	No business applications are hosted on the Ekco‑managed servers beyond the Windows Server roles described in Appendix 1, Section 0.4. As clarified previously (Clarification No. 16), the RDS server primarily uses the Microsoft 365 suite and all other applications are browser‑based. 
The Ekco servers host the Domain Controller, S: Drive, Remote Desktop Server and U: Drive. These components are in scope for discovery, migration and decommissioning under the Implementation Programme (Appendix 1, Section 3).
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