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1. Introduction
Tenders for the Construction of the Bremer State High School — Year 7 project closed at 2:00pm

on Tuesday, 3" December 2013 at Decipha. Evaluation was carried out by Steve Watkins (RPM),
Martin Cooper (RPM) & Bob Johnston (DETE).

2. Invitation

Tenders were advertised on DETE e-tender site.

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public In

Carmichael Builders
|s.78(b)(2)

3. Offer
31 Receipt and Opening

Submissions were lodged at Decipha by 2:00pm on Tuasday, 3" Dacember 2013. Opening of
tenders occurred on 4" December 2013. Submisisions were raceived from all tenderers, as below:

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public In

Carmichael Builders
|s.78(b)(2) |

3.2 Information
Tender documentation consistzq of:

Notice to Tenderers

Form of Tender

Conditions of T2pder

General Condidicns of Contract
Specizi Cenditions of Contract
Pricing Schedule

Specification

Drawings

Geotechnical Report and Site Survey
Principal's Project Requirements
Guidelines

Project Definition Plan

Four (4) Addenda’s were issued during the course of tender.
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4. Evaluation
4.1 Evaluation Committee
Tenders were evaluated by the following persons:

e Steve Watkins, Ridgemill Project Management (Chair of Committee}
* Bob Johnston, DETE
* Martin Cooper, Ridgemill Project Management

No member of the Evaluation had any vested interest in the resuit of the evaluation which was
carried out collectively and impartially.

4.2 Evaluation Procedures and Criteria
The tenders were evaluated against the following criteria ana weigating:

Tender Sum - 70 points

Methodology & Project specifics - 10 points
Resources — 10 points

Local Industry Policy - 5 points

Program - 5 points

4.3 Offers
All offers were generally conforming and provived differing levzls of information.

The submitted tender sums were as Mmlicws:

T (/4 IS Submitted Tender Sum (excl GST)

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest $3,516,497
$3,384,636

A . $3,159,588

Carmichael Builders | $3,216,234

5.78(b)(2) - | $2,982,455

Non-price criteria waz srored and consensus achieved by all Evaluation Committee members.

The price and nori-price criteria scores were combined with the following total tender score results:

Total Tender Score

Tenderer (highest score denotes best tender)
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 5
4

3

Carmichael Builders 1
5.78(b)(2) 2

The full Tender Score Sheet is contained in Appendix 1.
The Tender Form of the highest scoring Tenderer is contained in Appendix 2.
Project cost plan based on the highest scoring tender is contained in Appendix 3.
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44 Budget Impact

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

4.5 Statement of Competitive Neutrality

None of the tenderers is a government business and accordingly, thzse {Giivis were not applicable.

5. Recommendation

That the competitive tender offer by Carmichael Builders in the amount of $3,216,234 (exclusive of

GST) be g gpted. /7

Steve Watkins Dale
Ridgemill Project Management

Bob Johnston Date
DETE

[/\Q—/——' /o AN G(f n{ 13

Martin Gooper Daie
Ridgemill Project Management
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Appendix 1 - Tender Score Sheet

\Project: Bremer State High School : | | : | I | i
'Price Quality Method (PQM) of Tender Evalaution | ] ! | ! | | ;
'PHYSICAL WORKS CONTRACTS i i i : ,
Evaluation of Suppliers (non-price attributes) | Deteminatinn of Preferred l i
' ! Tender
f |
Critesn Methodology Resources Jheck (SQF TATF) [Tenderprice | ven i prica =
pregenis for cach tendes(dallars) - a2 (SQP 4 ’
af st (dollara) Adhurie  |ATE atinn?
weights
I 100 \
¢ | \
s.47(3)(b) - - ‘
i |
< 78(h)(2) | 1 l
| oo A [, !
| | | ]I | i ! .d | b |
Extimate - excluding | 363000000 sce | | | Lowest 361 Sunacfall| ! Lowest tead ymw' |
any smount foed by | v - |eakealation, | 1' | ws| | P fweighta | i {prico eas (SQP; ! i
the tendecing authority [ = "= 0 fbelow) | I | L | | +ATP)! | :
(dotlars) | | lequaltoo] i | i 1
| | | | | | | | ) | 1 | | I | i
| | | | ] | | | I | | | i | 1 | |
| ! | | | | | l | | i | | ] | 1
Notes: | I | | | | \ | 1 i | ‘ i | I | |
|iwaw-dsmwuneam-cmnmmmmmxmmm | i | ) | i ! | | | |
2|Welghted Sum = sum of all Weighted Scores | | | | \ | | 1 | i | | i
i 3iWeighted Sum Margin = Tendarers Weighted Sum - mrmmmmm ] | | I | | | | 1 | i | i
| I 4] Guality Promium for each tander = tander estimate x Weightad Sum Margin | 60 | ] 1 i S | | | [ | ! ' |
\ | 5 For the purposes of the lender evaluation only, mwwPmmmmmnuﬂ-m:nn:mmummm<mum taviZer and the lenders compared accordingly | | | i [ i | |
| | | | | | | | i | | | ] | I | | | |
| | i | | | | { ! | | | 11 | | |
| TENDER COMPARISON | | | | | | | i | | 1 | : I t &
| | | | L | | | | | | - i | ! | | &
| | I | | k| i i ! | 3 |
Management Fee  |Sig 1 | | | | [ 1 ! | 't i
|8lg 2 | 1 | | | i l i | i
Oft-site foe sig1 | ! | | | I | | | | ! |
{Sig 2 % spplied 1o ACS ast | | ! | I |
|Stg 2 wive | I | | 1 ! | ! | |
lon-she Fes |sw02 | | | | | I [ | |
|Consultants fee I | | | | | i | | | | | H
| Presisonsl delay sllowance | I S ” ! | ! | | |
| [Adjustment as advised hy as o | i | i | | | |
|Totls | | 5164071 $3,384,838] 57 156,58 1 | | ] | | i
| | | | . 1 | |
'ACS estimates |{pargst ACS 8s par QS nmul Including GST, ] | I i i i | |
| | | | ! I: ) i | |
i | | | | ! | | I i 1 | | i |
! | | I 1 =\ ! | | P ] | |
[ESTIWATED TENDER FEES I T {88 per D3 Casmata ot fime ¢, 1 snder) | | (B | | i
] | | [{sll GST in sy H i | i \ : i i |
Managemeni Fea | | | ' | ] | | | ] 1 | i | i
istg1 | i 1 | | 1 | | | I | | | |
|stp2 | | | | | | i | | | i
On-site Overheads | | | | | | | | | I | | | |
Is1g2 | 1 \ 1 | ! | | | I | | i
Of-sile Oheads & profl I | | i | I 1 | | | i ! | i
sig18 | \ i | | | | | | o ] } | | i
|stg2 } | | I | f i ! | | i | i i |, i
l i | | i I | ! i i [ I | | I I | [
Consulants Fess  [Stg 1+ | 3 | i | i E | | : I 1 H i i I ‘I
| | | H | | i I |
Provsional Delay Aliowance \Guiday | | I | ] | | | I | [ | | ! | | |
| ; | | i ! | | | (. | ! I | | |
|Total | ! |pu m]«m sbow)| | ! | ! | I o : | | | : b
| | | [ ! | . | | | !
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Appendix 2 - Tender Form

Tender Form — Lump Sum using AS2124 General Conditions of Contract

THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Address for lodgement of The Quecustand Governvieut Tender Box,
Teaders Clo Deeipha Pty Léa
2 Duncan Street; West Ead QLY 4101
Tine for cloe of Tenders 2.00 pm on Friday 29% November 2013
INSTRUCTIONS (D UWe ... SARMICHAELBURDERS PTYLTD “
It 1 Pl e o
oy R it of (address) ... S400GKRIISTREET. -
epplicshle. e NERSTEAR QUEENSLANR: 4004, s
PQC Registoation NO . M8 coniinee QBEA (SRS ING o IBZRA . ccersiimirnss
ACNNG 0723396 csmssssimrremrne ABN K0 S8 MUZ2BRWrr s srmrmsmmrmaprses
Telophono: (OZ) AAS2A000 emnmrs PRSI (LY W BI5LE2T, nncrssarimrusssirsss
hereby tendor to execute and.conmplote i viab: and perforrs 24 of fhe obiigat]
sacordanca with the Tender Docuseds: Ry fove
(2) for Project ....me R NTE HIBHSRHRON R M ABNNG BIOCK.....o....
deer No .uurl e 5
Téinlee Sums - foi tho luap siim of ., THRES NALION meauw:umnmwmmmusmn
Tsert the Tesdored Sum.
FIGHTAYNDRED ARG BETY SEVEN DQUARS., (inelusive of GST)
e inlanybonlioved |  (2)Tho Lump 5 Taurr Sum ik es ailae 4 for the provision of e
fof st oth boionkded. | dealgnated [T inclusiveor 1 NIl addenda allowed fordn 15 Tender Sum,
Adins - @) MawiQur wvaess fot servlos of aotices is
i At el 32141 KR DK VAUEY BG 04R 4008
7 Condiions nf Contrac, i s =
S, Sigoed
Mﬂmh:suh i W i of preosnt ; Sy f Bepsen
i %mmw on the Y OF osrions 2 e )
than (D mast e )
VA Al Iﬁmﬂmd . inr o A
m“%""?i ' Had of i ; Bgrorve o Winse,
s o o - ‘ / /
e s, | | (1) Signedby . CARMIGHARSULDGRSPTVATD ... ) .

i Omer g S
ST |} S
in gooardance with its Constitation )
hm“ - - bl
m WWM e | 2) Sunindae Diwstos Secroisy

fonderar s lobobncldedwith s | | on the . 8rd......, day of ,.....PEEEMERL..... 20 33, )
Tonder. _ e B By
2807.13 MWWWWW Conilims of Confrasl 224

CGarmifchael Butiders Sy Litr= Fult Sprofication Rage 15« Recolvid 1291,12 - KC

Bremer State High School

—Year 7 Project

‘Tender Evaluation Report
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Tender Form - cont*d

The Tenderet's attention is drawn to Clause 36 mmm:omecommorwm This provides for the Contmetor to be pald
“agreed damnges”, calculated by reference fo (he Delay Rote condained in this schodul, in mspect of delnys coused by an event deseribed in
Clawse 35.5(b) of the Conditions of Contract, whets tbe conditions precedent set out in Clense 36.1 Altermative 2 have been snlisfied

Witete Clause 36 Alternative 2 applles, the Tendesor may prico this schedufe by submitting a Delay Rass o, if for any resson whalsosver tho
Tancderar does not prics this schodyle, i following forms shall apply and the rate so onfeulmed shall ba cdleemed ko be 7o Deice Rate,

“Contract Time" i3 the perfod (in wesks) allowed in the Teadar documents for Practical Campledion; anid

“R" I3 the Dotay Rets, exolusive of GST.
apscxiption of pOrHion of provisionai av. of olay Rate Prmvisins 1)
confract o which Delay Rate delay days {;..:lyulnnf asT) }.m\wn{mﬂ?ﬂn
apphies o' GST)

.2 X 8700000 dey = a.ﬂ!nﬂm., _1

Whols of

The provisional numbar of dalay days stafed in this schedule, mulifplied by the Rt (whether subsmitted be e Toaderr: . caleubated
sucording to the formula set out sbovey shall be the Provisional Delay Allowance, The Teiasear acknowledars ihas tuc Tends Swn of ftem 2
of the Tender Form includes bath the Provislonal Delay Allgwanes plug the GST corpcrest iisealation to 2 Crovisions! Celay Allownnos,

%manmwmnamhﬂuwﬂshmmu!ofddudmm».%udwmmw»)wmuM Hhereafter
them, for the urposss of evalunting tenders .hmmmﬂma@w&%QWMP&WW!WMW;MGSTM

adding the total of the provisional number of defay days multiplied by the higlher tondeve rate plus 04T,

“The provisional number of deloy days is not incliaded in the Contract (fne, ~or éhall it bo than oe ai aulsdpatory broach and nar sball &
prevent the Principal from exercising 1is vigivs under the coniraol or at kv,

-

Schedule of Provisiyisl Quantities
‘Ehe Tenderer shall piice this schedule and fhe total of the prvvisional quantity(ics) steica wallipSed by the tendared ratp per lom shall be &
provisional allowancs(s), The Tendered rate(s) in this wclelais shall be the sale easlasive of GST the Tendurer
acknowledges that the Tender Sum 4t Item 2 of the Tends Form. ncludes hoth ‘2 wavitiony allowance(s) phus the GST companent(s) in

relaton to fhe provisional atlowsn

Deseription of Work Provisiovs Tendered Rato /it Provisional Alopmnes
; Quaniity (exelusive A GST) gexclusive of G5T)
&I' TR ENT ] snllo mll‘llll‘ll'-llil-illl:ll

AN A——
A———— | S————

e b sy R e e

Whete the tenderar filfs to subsmit ar anvens agalist a quantity, G oy roason whatsoever, the Teoderer shall be deemed to have Incluced in
the tendered sum an allowancs Gr 1 Pcov)3ional Quantity(ies) o tha tem(s) as stated In this schedvle, Any adjustment fo the Provislonal
Quulﬂ;(m)srull ba valuod pusstetio ciziss 40.5 of the Conditio, of Contract, In the event that the provisional allowanca does not equal
the provisional quandily malfpied Ly the tendered mbe funii per item, the tendered vade farit per fom shall prevail and tbo provisional
ummmmwnm.nmmrmwm mailiplied by the provisions! quoatity.

b

Tender Form: Australisn Standasd General Condilions of 2

29,0713

Coniract AS2124
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 6
December 2013
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Tender Foyrm —~ cont'd

THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

nee

Apranty 1o Comply Wil Afce, LL¥

By lts skgoature on Mis Tendor Forn, tho Teadorer warrants that, if awarded s Gontract for this project, It will with the teafning
Eromeads of clausa 29.1A of the Special Conditions of Coptract and acknowledges that this warranty is given in addition to aiy of the

terms of ths Gensral Conditions of Contract. ;

et Tender Sum (Tender Sum oxclusive of GS | s asﬁ. ..... |

GST Centponent of Teader Sum $.. 22062300 ...

Tender Sum (a3 per liom 2 of Tendor Form) S AR3T85000, e _
Privagy Statement

Fhe Principal is collecting tho persosal information on this Tender Form for fiw purposes of teader evelatios s 70y subsequent contract that
atay arise, The information may be uscd in acoordanse with the provislons of the Tender Dacraite . Axv bersonsl informetion ineluded an
&his Tendar Form may be disclosed 10 the Tender ovaluation panct and thelr advisors but widl not b2 elsclosed! (o any other tird parly without

the Teaderes’s congent unless auithorlsed or required by law or stiptilated in the Tendet Docamens,

200743 Tendsr Fomm: Australien Slendand Ganaral Condifionsof 3
Conlraot AS2124
Cormichasl Buildora Ply Lid - Full Spocifiestion Page 10« Rocelved 13,1113 - KC
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Appendix 3 - Tender Cost Plan

Revision:

Project Cost stimate i
Locality Index: . s.47(3)(b) - Con

Bremer SHS

Constructlon Costs:
_Demolﬁuon
New Amenities .
Storage Sheds I
Water Tank |
Landscaplng [
External Works '
External Plumbing and Dralnaga j
~ Drainage and Water Services :
External Mechanical Services
External Electrical Services |
Total Construction Cost - Estimate (BPI:'#)
BPI Escalation - Tender Date: ## / J'__ 0
Total Construction Cost - Tender _(BPI: #) _ 3,216,234 |
Costs Outside the Contract: IS 47(2)(b) - Co
Other Costs: ) | .
Geotachlncal Fees \
G""‘_‘_’_HEE‘_’_".’E! .F°E§_
Temporary Accommodallon
Relocation Costs
Loose Furniture and Equiprnent
) Plug -in Equlpment (external to contract)
Education Resources and Equipment
Network Hardware _
Telephone System
Total Other Costs |
_Statutory Fees & Charges:
Building Act Compliance
Water and Sewerage Fees
Fire Services Levy (QFRS)
: QBSA Flnanctal Review
OHS Audit Fee
Portable Long Service Leav/1iiring Levy

Workplace Health ana Safety
Supply pharga;

Local Authority Charges
Telephone Cha; TuEs
Total Statutory Fees & Charges -
Professional Fees 4 Disbursements:
Professional Fees - Part A
Professlonai Fees - Part B
Componentisation Fee
Disbursements
Total Professional Fees & Disbursements
Total Costs Qutside the Confract .
Total Project Cost (Ex¢luding conﬂng_ncy)
Construction Contingency Allowance (10%) |
Gross Project Cost (Excluding GST)
GST Allowance |
TOTAL PROJECT COST (Including GST) |

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 8
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Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7
Tender for Construction

December 2013

introduction

1. Tenders for the construction of works at Bremer State High Schaol close at 2:00pm on
Tuesday, 3 December 2013. A total of four (4) Addenda wer= issued during the tender
process.

2. This Evaluation Plan has been prepared to determine the successful Tenderer/s. The
objectives of the Evaluation are to:

2.1 Ensure that decisions taken during the Evaiustion process are defensible; and
2.2  Ensure that adequate records are kept of the evaluation process to provide an audit
trail.

Invitation Process

3. Offers were invited through a PQC accredited select tender list prepared by Department of
Public Works.

Tender Evaluation Committee
4. The evaluation will be carried aut by the follcwing persons:

4.1 Steve Watkins, Ridgemili Project Management (Chair of the Committee)
4.2 Bob Johnston, DETE
4.3 Martin Cooper, Ridgzmill Prcject Management

Evaluation Process
5. The evaluation and negotiation will be conducted in accordance with the following process:

51 Tv:o Stage Process
i The Committee will review and score non price criteria first as detailed in
Section 5.2 below.
2 Upon completion of the non price criteria scoring, the pricing details will be
analysed.

5.2 Initial Acceptance/Rejection of Offers:
Upon receipt, each offer will be initially assessed as follows:-

5.2.1 Each offer will be checked to ensure that it has been properly submitted.
Where an offer has not been properly lodged, the Evaluation Committee may
reject that offer without any further consideration.

5.2.2 Each offer will be assessed to ensure that the mandatory requirements of the
offer have been met. Any offer that does not meet the mandatory requirements
will be rejected unless all offers fail to meet the mandatory requirements.

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 1
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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5.3  Evaluation of Offers:
Offers not rejected as non-conforming will be evaluated as follows:

5.3.1 Each Tender Evaluation Committee Member will complete a Score Sheet
(Attachment 1) for each offeror. The Committee Member will separately assess
each offeror and allocate scores (0-5 as per the Scoring Criteria in Attachment
2).

5.3.2° The Committee will then discuss via conference call or meet (as required) to
assess each offeror as a group and collate results in the Tender Score Sheet
(Attachment 3). The Committee will allocate scores against each criterion and
criteria weightings will be applied to the scores and a totai score for each
offeror calculated. The Committee may:-

i) request further information from offerors;

i) undertake product tests;

iii) request a formal presentation/s from offerar/s;
iv) undertake site visits; and/or

V) make reference checks.

5.3.3 Based on the Evaluation scores, the Cemmitize can decide to:
i) reject all offers;
i) shortlist more than one offeroy for further svaluation; or

iii) appoint preferred/successful ofteror.
5.3.4 The Committee is to prepare a Teinder Evaluaiion Regort. This report should
document - as a minimum:

i) Any offers rejected vricr to the shortlisiing phase and the reasons why
ii) For each offeror, thz scores and supporting justification for each
criterion

iii) The total weightad score for each otfizror
iv) Which offerors were shortlisted and why, or which offeror is
recommended as the preferrea’successful offeror and why.

5.4 Evaluation of Shortlistza Qfferors (if anplicable)
Where a decision has been made to shortlist offerors, the Evaluation Committee will
undertake further moie detailed evaluation of the shortlisted offerors. This may include:

5.4.1 Requests for further information from offerors
5.4.2 Produci iests (if applicable)

5.4.3 A formai presentation/s from offeror/s

5.4.4 Reference checks of cuivent clients.

Scores allocated during the initial shortlisting phase will be modified by the Evaluation Committee
through consensus ased on the additional information gained on shortlisted offerors. The
Committee wiil produce a final report for approval by the DETE.

This report should document - as a minimum:

i) Changes to the individual criterion scores in the original report and the
reasons why

i) The final total weighted score for each offeror

i) Which offeror is preferred/successful and the reasons why.

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 2
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Requests for Additional Information

6. If at any stage further information is required from offerors, requests for this information are to
be made via email, fax or post. Requests and responses are not to be made verbally.

Maintenance of Records

7. The Evaluation Committee is to maintain all documentation supporting the Evaluation process
and final recommendation. This includes the progressive scores given throughout the process.

Security

8. The Chair of the Evaluation Committee is responsible for the: securitv of offers submitted.

9. The Evaluation is to be fully recorded and all information and documentation treated as
“Commercial in-Confidence”.

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 3
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company:
Tenderer:

No. [ Criterion “Weiyhting Score

4 (Range 0 - 5)

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30

2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Srecifics 10

3. Criterion 3 — Resources 10

4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding - 5

e Program A\N
i Criterion 5 — Local Industry Pclicy 5
TOTAL B 100

Signed by Tender Svaiuation Committee Member:
Date:
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 4
. Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment Two - Scoring Criteria

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Allocation of point scores in the range of 0 - 5 should be in accordance with the following:

Criteria Numerical
Score Score Description Interpretation
0 Unacceptable r(as not demonstrated any capability
Unsatisfactory NG
. Has barefy dezmonstrated adequate
1 Marginal capability
DN Dernonstraied capability is adequate
2 Acceptaiis viithout 2ny enhancement
Satisfactory NG =<
Gl Has demonstrated more than adequate
3 N capabilities
~~— Has demonstrated more than adequate
4 \'ery Good capabilities and additional factors which
Exceeds I \( __| sets it apart
Requirements B
5 Excetent Outstanding in all respects
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 5
. Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment Three - Scoring Criteria

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 6
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project

Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: T/} COoOEL

Company: )3 DEEr -
' Tenderer:  (CA 2 /M1 CHAL)
No. | Criterion T Weighting Score
N (Range 0 - 5)
y Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2, Criterion 2 — Methodology and Preisct Seecifics 10
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest U —~\ 4"
3. s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest NS == 10 3
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding- o = 5 2
e Program 1 :
5. Criterion 5 — Local Induistry Policy 5 o
é. SAeBINIR l::.:17(3)(b) - Contiary (o Public Interes %\ L]L
TOTAL 7 ~ = 100

——— —

Signed by Tendef tvaiuation Committee Member:
/

L
Date: 42),7#‘,;

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
: Evaluation Plan
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: )N], CODZL.

Company: ,24;7@6_{1 | I

s.47(3)(b) - Cont
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion ~ T Weighting Score
= N (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 —,Metgfdolpgy and Project Specifics B 10
ey amvume Not (db speaict /
3. Cfiferién 3 — Resources N 10
Basic  pminimedish  papmse Z
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding, 1 ) 5 e
o Program _ Ganp|iach —
8. Criterion 5 — Local Indusiry Soficy 5
? A s l%*&_@-v’i‘f_——- . 4
TOTAL ~ ) 100 J
Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member:
Date:
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: M . Coold.

Company: ﬁl DCEN 1L

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to B
Tenderer:
No. [ Criterion 1 Weighting Score
A~ (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Projsct Scecifics / 10
7 8% D9 — N ,
3. Critérion 3 — Resources . 10
@ /\\"e’t'm . Z_
4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding v 5 2
e Program Co. ramild
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Palicy 5
O I
TOTAL 100

Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member:

Date:

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: M ' Gas ,éz_

Company: JZGCTMLL_

Thidaret s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Pu
No. | Criterion | Weighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Scecifics 10
l\(%:l 7o, (Rt o )
3. Clr'ten‘o 3 - Resources : 10
.zjw:. # St - o
4, Critérion 4 - Valué Adding 5
L ngram O P T, LaTE _ STALT - ]
5. Critgrion 5 — Local Industry Palicy” 5
oo — D
TOTAL) 7 100
Signed by Tender Zvaiuvation Committee Member:
Date: 42! ro) i
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 19 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: }/’, Conrze

Company: & ZOQ-M tl

Tenderer: |78
No. [ Criterion T Weighting Score
S (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 - Methodqlogy and Projact Specifics 10 7
VG’E‘)B Byt 3 i _
3. Criterio 8 — Resources N»o i1 anivns 10
Qv & srgpmng - & < i
4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 :
e Program &rﬂg‘ 0..4{* £ ,
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Palicy 5
ZAB“:’\I\)VK 3
TOTAL 100
Signed by Tender Evaluation .-Committee Member:
(
_ {
Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project . Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 20 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

)
— ﬁ\"
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: ‘Selo QQ}\‘{\ Sy

5.78(0)(2)
Company:
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion VWeighiing Score
/4 (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
g Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Soeifics ' 10 %
3, Criterion 3 — Resources [ 10 Q)
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 -2
» Program ~ >
5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Policy 5 &
TOTAL j 100

Signed by Tender Evaluzstion Committec Member: ﬁ
i

Date: — 17; ef) 83
Bremer State High School ~ Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 21 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

Dece._mber 2013

A7
= ]
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: ﬂ u&»/;ﬂn’?@}’)

Company: ¢ e c.l» o

O

Tenderer:
No. | Criterion "Welyghting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Prejeat Specifics 10
gy IS0 S L f
3. Criterion 3 — Resources ' 10 <
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 3
e Program
5. Criterion 5 — Local Indusiyy Policy 5 ,S
TOTAL & 100
() = -
Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member: ﬂ
Date: %‘Z/
Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
« Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 22 of 67



Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project

Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: QXD‘G 3’0)\\’\\23':()(-\

THE PROJECT
ENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Scm heet

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 23 of 67

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Pu
Company:
Tenderer:
No. [ Criterion ) Wrighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
1 Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 —~ Methodology and Projent Seecifics f 10 |
3. | Criterion 3 — Resources S5 10 2
4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 O
e Program
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Polizy 5 0.2
TOTAL N 100
Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: ﬁ
Date: 5% 2—%_3
Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
_ + Evaluation Plan December 2013
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. Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

— .
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: \{&i’) \5'0’}‘4“ S\Dr\

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Puf

Company:
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion ) [ Weighiing Score
L N\ (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2, Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Specifics | 10 3 . S»
3. Criterion 3 — Resources ' - 10 ‘%
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding - 5
e Program 5
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Pclicy 5 o? _f
TOTAL 4 100

Signed by Tender kvatuaiion Committes Member: 4
702113
Date:

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 24 of 67
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Attachment One - Scogﬁsmt

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: Sol:) Q'Q.«\T\ Q\L@Y\

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest
Company:
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion | Weighting Score
' (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project c:pe”‘r'lcs ! 10 (-;
3. Criterion 3 — Resources B 10 O
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding D) B 5 O
e Program
5. Criterion 5§ — Local Industry Poiicy 5 =
TOTAL 7 - 100
Signed by Tender Evaivation Committe@ Member;
& /z./’»’*
Date:
Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 25 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: /) Cue. U‘J i e i

{ .
Company: [>‘- LY
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Publ
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion ‘Neighting Score
{ (Range 0 - 5)
T Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Stecifics 10 )
L
3. | Criterion 3 — Resources B 10 >
4. |Criterion 4 - Value Adding ) 5 2
* Program
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Policy 5 7
TOTAL ' - 100
Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: “—“ﬁ ,..(_,fl:é_@*——-—’-“"‘"--'
Date: ‘__t 3 { 3
Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 26 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

—

. |
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: g'{:e‘) (i , UM ErUT
Company: M (pé;gww i '

() S.78(0)(2)
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion 7 T "Weighting Score
. — AN N (Range 0 - )
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum : 30
2. Criterion 2 —~ Methodology and Project Sﬁecifics 10 2_
3. Criterion 3 — Resources B 7N 10 7
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5
e Program N ~ \\ 2’
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industiry Puiicy 5 2
TOTAL 100
[ 3 & N

Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member:

Lt { 1 (’)3

Date: X

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 27 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: g-(&j e (/J‘*ﬁ“{;;(.\)'g

Company: iz CD&QW
)
: Tenderer: o AR A L AAE S

No. | Criterion Weighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
g Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 ~ Methodology and Project Specifics 10 ee
3. Criterion 3 — Resources ) 10 2
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 9
¢ Program
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industiy Paiicy 5 3
TOTAL B 100
g 3 <

Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member:

e

Date: - L(/[Lgf%

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 28 of 67
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: g{\é\fe ’l/\) AT S
Company: D\ "9{&&% «

O Teiclrer s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Pu
No. [ Criterion 7 YWeighting Score
N\ (Range 0 - 5)
i Criterion 1 - Tender Sum ’ 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Specifics 10 =
3. Criterion' 3 — Resources ) 10 9 _
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5
e Program N —\ e
5. Criterion 5 -~ Local Industry Poiicy 5 :,?)
TOTAL ~ 100
() -
Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member:
$ (13
Date: .
Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4

: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 29 of 67
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Tenderer s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public|
No. | Criterion Weighting Score
{ (Range 0 - 5)
44, Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30 '

s Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Specifics 10 \
HE) Criterion 3 — Resources 10 2

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 2.

* Program N, '
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Paolicy 5 O
TOTAL h 100

THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

. A .
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: g‘é&u Q- l{)Lst _

Company: ﬂ C;)g,@,\.:.,\,

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: Q/{\/&_Jﬁ

Date: “(r/" [2’4‘2

Bremer State High School — Year 7 Project Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 30 of 67
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THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Introduction

1. Tenders for the construction of works at Narangba Valley State High School close at 2:00pm
on Tuesday, 3™ December 2013. A total of One (1) Addendum was issued during the tender
process.

2. This Evaluation Plan has been prepared to determine the successiul Tenderer/s. The
objectives of the Evaluation are to:

2.1 Ensure that decisions taken during the Evaluation process are defensible; and
2.2 Ensure that adequate records are kept of the avaiuvation process to provide an audit
trail.

Invitation Process

3. Offers were invited through a PQC accredited szlect tenider list prepared by Department of
Public Work.

Tender Evaluation Committee
4. The evaluation will be carried cut by the foilcwing persons:

4.1 Steve Watkins, Ridgemiii Project Management (Chair of the Committee)
4.2 Biagio Martinelli, DETE
4.3 Martin Cooper, DETE

Evaluation Process
5. The evaluation and negotiation will be conducted in accordance with the following process:

5.1 Two Stage Process
i The Committee will review and score non price criteria first as detailed in
Section 5.2 below.
2 Upon completion of the non price criteria scoring, the pricing details will be
analysed.

5.2 Initial Acceptance/Rejection of Offers:
Upon receipt, each offer will be initially assessed as follows:-

5.2.1 Each offer will be checked to ensure that it has been properly submitted.
Where an offer has not been properly lodged, the Evaluation Committee may
reject that offer without any further consideration.

5.2.2 Each offer will be assessed to ensure that the mandatory requirements of the
offer have been met. Any offer that does not meet the mandatory requirements
will be rejected unless all offers fail to meet the mandatory requirements.

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 1
+ Evaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 33 of 67~ December 2013
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5.3 Evaluation of Offers:
Offers not rejected as non-conforming will be evaluated as follows:

5.3.1 Each Tender Evaluation Committee Member will complete a Score Sheet
(Attachment 1) for each offeror. The Committee Member will separately assess
each offeror and allocate scores (0-5 as per the Scoring Criteria in Attachment
2).

5.3.2 The Committee will then discuss via conference call or meet (as required) to
assess each offeror as a group and collate results in the Tender Score Sheet
(Attachment 3). The Committee will allocate scores against each criterion and
criteria weightings will be applied to the scores and 2 tota! score for each
offeror calculated. The Committee may:-

i) request further information from offerors;
i) undertake product tests;
iii) request a formal presentation/s from ofieror/s;
iv) undertake site visits; and/or
V) make reference checks.
5.3.3 Based on the Evaluation scores, the Commitice can decide to:
i) reject all offers;
i) shortlist more than one offeror for ftitther evaluation; or
iii) appoint preferred/successful offercr.

5.3.4 The Committee is to prepare a Tender Evaluationn Report. This report should
document - as a minimum:

i) Any offers rejected prior ¢ the shortlisting phase and the reasons why

i) For each offeror, the sccres and supysorting justification for each
criterion

iii) The total weighted sccre for each offeror

iv) Which offerors were shortlisted and why, or which offeror is

recommended as the preferrea/siiccessful offeror and why.

5.4 Evaluation of Shortlistei Qiferors (if apiiicable)
Where a decision has been miade to shoitlist offerors, the Evaluation Committee will
undertake further more ¢etailed evaluaticn of the shortlisted offerors. This may include:

5.4.1 Requests tor further inforrnation from offerors
5.4.2 Product tesis {if applicah!e)

5.4.3 A formal presentaticn/s irom offeror/s

5.4.4 Reference checks oi current clients.

Scores allocated duririg thie initial shortlisting phase will be modified by the Evaluation Committee
through consensis based on the additional information gained on shortlisted offerors. The
Committee will produce a final report for approval by the DETE.

This report should document - as a minimum:

i) Changes to the individual criterion scores in the original report and the
reasons why

ii) The final total weighted score for each offeror
iii)) Which offeror is preferred/successful and the reasons why.
Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 2

+ Evaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 34 of 67~ December 2013
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Requests for Additional Information

6. If at any stage further information is required from offerors, requests for this information are to
be made via email, fax or post. Requests and responses are not to be made verbally.

Maintenance of Records

7. The Evaluation Committee is to maintain all documentation supporting the Evaluation process
and final recommendation. This includes the progressive scores given throughout the process.

Security

8. The Chair of the Evaluation Committee is responsible for the security of offers submitted.

9. The Evaluation is to be fully recorded and all information and docuinentation treated as
“Commercial in-Confidence”.

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 3
: Evaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 35 of 67~ December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company:
Tenderer:

No. | Criterion I Weighting Score

) S (Range 0 - 5)

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum ' 30

2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Projeci Specifics X~ 10

3. Criterion 3 — Resources NN 10

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding - \ 5

e Program { o~
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Piarn 5
TOTAL N A 100%

Signed by Tender Evaivation Committee Member:
Date:
Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 4

+ Evaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 36 of 67~ December 2013
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Attachment Two - Scoring Criteria

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Allocation of point scores in the range of 0 - 5 should be in accordance with the following:

Criteria Numerical
Score Score Description Interpretation
0 Unacceptable 1as nct demonstrated any capability
Unsatisfactory < 5
Marai Has barely demoiistrated adequate
arginal R o
1 capability
4 / B ceg
Acceptable Ds,frjnorjstre‘;nted capability is adequate
2 wittiout any enhancement
Satisfactory ~ <7
| Has demonstrated more than adequate
Good T
3 capapilities
|r | Has demonstrated more than adequate
4 [ Very Good capabilities and additional factors which
| )
Exceeds J | sets it apart
Requirements !_
5 Excellent Outstanding in all respects

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7

- Bvaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 37 of 67
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Attachment Three - Scoring Criteria

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

INSERT TENDER SCORE SHEET .xlIsx FILE

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 6
: Evaluation PlanRT| Application 340/5/3200 - Document 38 of 67 ~ December 2013
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Department of Education, Training & Emgioyment
Narangba Valley State High Scazol

‘Year 7 Project

Construction Contract

Tendey Evaiuation Report

8" Decercber 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 39 of 67
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Introduction

Tenders for the Construction of the Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project closed at
2:00pm on Tuesday, 3 December 2013 at Decipha. Evaluation was carried out by Ridgemill
Project Management & DETE. »

2. Invitation

Tenders were issued 5 tenderers who responded to e-tender opportunity:

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

|s.78(b)(2)

BBN Constructions
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Intg

3. Offer
31 Receipt and Opening
Submissions were lodged at Decipha by 2:00pm on Tuesday, 3" December 2013. Opening of

tenders occurred on Wednesday, 4™ December 275, Submissions were received from five (5)
tenderers

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest ~ ) !

s.78(b)(2) |

BBN Constructions
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Intere1

3.2 Information
Tender documentation consistesd of:

Notice to Tendereis

Form of Tender

Conditions of Tender

General Conditions of Contract
Speciai Conditions of Contract
Pricing Schedule

Specificatior

Drawings

Geotechnical Report and Site Survey
Principal's Project Requirements
Guidelines

Project Definition Plan

4 Addenda’s were issued during the course of tender.

® & & & o ® ° & & & & o @

4, Evaluation

41 Evaluation Committee

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project Page 1
‘Tender Evaluation Report December 2013
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Tenders were evaluated by the following persons:

+ Steve Watkins, Ridgemill Project Management (Chair of Committee)

¢ Biagio Martinelli, DETE

¢ Martin Cooper, Ridgemill Project Management

No member of the Evaluation had any vested interest in the result of the avaluation which was
carried out collectively and impartially.

4.2 Evaluation Procedures and Criteria
The tenders were evaluated against the following criteria and weighting:

e Tender Sum — 70 points
« Methodology and Project Specifics — 10 points
¢ Resources — 10 points

¢ Program - 5 points

e Local Industry Plan — 5 points

4.3 Offers

The submitted tender sums were as follows:

I k
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest "_]"__'_'__‘ $4.226.280
M $4,387,720
5780 - I $3,414,200
| BBN Construction N i $3,517,817
|s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 33 940.000

Non-price criteria was scored 2id conzensus achieved by all Evaluation Committee members.

The price and non-price critcria scores were combined with the following total tender score results:

Total Tender Score

Tenderer { (highest score denotes best tender)
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Pubiic !nicrest 5
4

s.78B(2) 2
BBN Construction, 1
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 3

The full Tender Score Sheet is contained in Appendix 1.
The Tender Form of the highest scoring Tenderer is contained in Appendix 2.
Project cost plan based on the highest scoring tender is contained in Appendix 3.

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project Page 2
:Tender Evaluation Report December 2013
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4.4 Budget Impact

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

4.5 Statement of Competitive Neutrality

None of the tenderers is a government business and accordingly, these: forrne were not applicable.

5. Recommendation

That the competitive tender offer by BBN Construction in the amount of $3,517,817 (exclusive of
GST) be accepted.

LUl (212

Steve Watkins Dzle A
Rid ill Project Management

N
— I
Martin Cdoper Date * |
Ridgemill Project Management

Biagio Martinelf Date

DETE

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Project Page 3
:Tender Evaluation Report December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 42 of 67

e ¥ e e g b s



Appendix 1 - Tender Score Sheet

Evaluation of Suppliers (nen-price attributes)
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Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Dacember 2013

Tender Evaluation Report
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39 queensland
Gy Government

Appendix 2 - Tender Form

Tender Form ~ Lump Sury using AS2124 General Conditions of Contract

Addvess for Jodgemont of

The Queonslend Government Tender Box,

‘Tender Sam L
Insert the Tendézed Sum,

Addends
15 o addende have been allowed

for indicato fn tha box provided.
L

Addran -*

Inscet the adilvess for Bervies of
Neflcns in noeordanes with elaare
7 ofthe Condions of Contrast.

Exeoution o
Wharo ihs Tenderer isnsols
frader, Individuals In npromerdilp
Of persops mdh;mdua /
business nane, Fen §) st bs
completod, Wlmw rikon angd
paine nrmo.

Mxmll::hmi;uu*

coinpany, inclnding conpenice
mm:buﬁmsm
then {1i) mast be complefed

Omﬁnyw In accordance
Cuulilglhn

Wiween slpnaturc is that of an
sgeat, walthen an fiom
tenderer isto be fo with s
Tendor,

Tendors o Docipha Pey Ktd
% Duncan Strest, West End QLD 4101
Time for close of Teuders 2,00 pm on Tussday 3" Docember 2013
Il (1) ¥We BBN Conghuctions.....
Trsert the fll o of o o
tenderer, hmmm o | | o (wdress) 4 Progress Road
epplatie Maroochydote QL) 4558w v

| PQC Registration No 00079.....cccranes QB8 L0208 NO 55436 commmssimcss

m Nﬂ om 831 31&.!‘“‘“”]]“”!"’“'""[ ‘%\NNO 0;7 w 831 ”&l"‘ml'ﬂl llllll eI M F
Telephone: (07) 5443 1599.....ccommmmreme Hacainilel (07 ) 5143 1768 cocmenemmmrcsenns

hereby tender fo executs and comyists ultsvork and peform sl of che obligations in
accordance with the Tender Docamrts:

(2) for Project NARANGBA VALLEY SHS YEAR7.....

TenderNo WD 128/2443....

for e hup sum of  Yuves Milllon elghtSundred and sbiy-nine thousand Sivs hundred
and ninety-aight Ditiaes i (inclusive of GST)

. (3) The Lumn Sy Tonder Surs in sxdos allowance for the provision of addenda

desigulert [T Jinohusive sl Nil addenda alfowed for in the Tender Sum.

243 iviyiCra address fir service of notices is 4 ngreas Road
Warechydore 1D 4858

’ 1] ¥ LA L it EEEL S L TR LT T ) in 1101
e s
Onﬁlo Barprettn i b d‘y ofuuu- ....... It vianaaa m o )‘

)
I tho presences of s ;
OR

LU ol Rh Ll

Thmed;zw:
mmnmlnltull‘lunluﬂ ,
. NowpofDivecio/Sreseiory

aﬁ simd w BBN mﬁ&m'Gm"w-ulnnmmm )

in acootdares with its Conatitution

)
: ).
mthﬂ" ardeaareb it Wofnvmhfumm...m 20 13—. ;

200743

Feadef Fomt: Autiralian Standard General Gandlions of Contrac AS2H2A. {
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Appendix 3 - Tender Cost Plan

Project Cost Estimate

NARANGBA VALLEY SHS

Construction Costs:
Demolrtlon
New Amenities
_ Storage Shads

Landscaping

External Works

Extemal Plumbing and Drainage
Dralna_gg and Water Senrieas

_External Mechanical Services
External Eleclrical Services

Revisiaon:

6/1212013

. _Total Construction Cost : Esfimate (BPI: #) Lo 3,517, 817
BPI Escalation - Tender Date: ## |
Total Constructlon Cost-Tender  (BPI: #) i 387 617

Costs Outside the Contract:
Other costs
Gaotemlnca! Fees
Contour Survey Fees .
~ Temporary Accommodation
. Relocation Costs
Loose Fumiture and Equipmenl }
Plug-in Equipment (external to oonttact)
Education Resources and Equlpment
Netmrk Hardwara
Telephone System

Total Other Costs

Statutory Fees & Charges:

__ Building Act Compliance

~ Water and Sewerage Fees

 Fire Services Levy (QFRS)

QBSA Flnancia[ Review
OHS Audlt Fee
Portable Long Servina Leave!iraining Levy
Workplace Heaith and Safety
Supply Chal‘gas .

Local Authority Chargas

Telephone Cheiges

Total Statutory Foes & Gharges

Professional Faes % Disbursements:
Pmtesslonal Fees PartA
Profsssmnal Fees Psrt 8

Disbursements

Total Professional Feas & Disbursements

—Total Costs Outside the Contract .

Total Project Gost (Excluding Contingency) -

Construction Contingency Allowance (10%)

Gross Project Cost (Excluding GST)

GST Allowance

TOTAL PROJECT COST (including GST)

'5.47(3)(b) - Col

ridgemill

THE PROJEC
m»mﬁmsﬁrw COMPANY
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“THE PROJE
mﬂﬁmgmv

) Queensland
i Govemment

Tender Form —cont’d

of Centract. This provides for ihe Coufrastor to be paid

The Tenderer’s obiention 1s dravin to Clause 36 Altorntive 2 of the Conditions
“agroed damages”, eateulated by rolorcacs to Go Dolay Refo coateined i this schodido, b respest of ﬁdg:ﬂwﬂmﬂh
NI satitfied.

‘agreed
Clavge 35.5(b) of the Conditions of Contract, where the sonditions precadent sot owt it Cluso 36,1 Altem

R T e e
R=§.3% of the Tender Soin {exelurive of GST)
Contyast Timox 5
whero =
""Contract Fimo™ {5 the perkod (i weeks) allowed in the Tender documents for Practlcal £earpletlon; and
"R in the Delay Rane, cxchuive of G
TR T
applies of GET)
Wholeof Codlrast d 8000t _ = SN0 o

The provisional sumbor of deliy daya staled T thls echodule, moktiplie? by e ey Rato (whieth o2 satzuitted by he Teoderer or calowlaied
wooordng to the fotimala set out ahova) shall beibs Provislonsl Allwansa, se Teadere acknowleases thal the Tendor Sum at Hem 2
of the Tendor For ineludes both e Provishonsl Dalay Allowanoe ply, /e OS5 component 'e. relo’in 1o the Provislonal Debiy Allowance,

Where a Tenderer ionders amto for the pravislenal number of delty 2 €isted in thissohieduds wid #%i/ghte rate for dejay duya thereafier
then, for the puepases of evalurting toarnders anly, the Tender Bom stall bo sojusted by Zosiiaz ite Srevisional Delay Allowsace plus GST aind
it the tofa! of the previsioral mumber of delny days tnltfp’isd it iha higher tenjead rite play GST.

The provislosal aumber of delay days it not Iachsdod In tise Cantinit timm, nor shall Iv b whon as e antielpatory breach and nor shall I¢
prevent fhe Princlpe] frotn exeroising & rights uder Go gonteacs arzd law. i

Sohaxiule of Rroyisterial Cuaniles

‘o Tenderer sliall price this schedule and the Lv% of e provisionat qum!i.}{‘bs) siatod multiplied by the tendered cls per diem shall bo a
provisfonal wilowance(s) Tho Tendered tateph (n Yy schedwla shall be lse res sxcloslvs of GST. Notwih he Tendesor
poknowledges that the Tondes Sum ot Jtoro 2 of she Tendar Form #elvdes both the provisleal aflowancels) phes the GST component(s} in

relatlon i the provigionnl ellowanss(s).

Deseription of Work _ Bvisional "vendrrod Rate Unlt Provilonal Allowance
Quantity voattve of GET) fexeluslvo of GST)

‘mmamnmr IF lllll “hl““““l“;

l ARmEVAIVREVIR T ‘hl‘ﬁﬂmlmilﬂl'mlﬁl'

',Iimnm-m-—-- ELaman B R R b v

3
B T !hwumahm-h-mm-m

Whero the terderey fils b #aboJ; n wmoust aguinst a quaniily, for any reaan whlsosver, s Teadsrer shatl b doerned to havo Incloded in
the tendesed sy zin Wlowazes for the Provislonal Quandityfizs) of tha ite:n{s) as stwied n this sohedule, Any sdjustment (o the Provisipaal
&“wmuj slaud] bo yalazd musuent o olenso40.5 of (he Conditions of Cotitrast, Tn the cvent that the pravisional sllownnes does not equal

provisicasi aueo/ity mudlipliod by dhe tendred rate Aunlt per Hom, th tendered rae Aunlt pur ftom shall prevadl snd tho pravisionsl
allowanoo skall bb aissted to squal the beadered rato fusit pee Hem multiplied by the provistomal quastity,
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THE PROJECT

e e

Lompongpt of Tend o1 8
LR (A3 ) R——

et Tender Sum (Tender Sam enolusive of G8T)

GST Componant of Tender Sum b | V) H——
Tender Sum {as per Iiem 2 of Tonder Parim) $3,869,599 vcucmsmsenssermeti=

Pulvacy Statement

magy arise, The iy bo wed In asvordanos with the provisleds of 1

the Teadleter's consent unless suthovissd oy requiced by law o siipnlited In (he Tendes Daouinizis,

The Priacipal is collecling tho persenal informalion on this Tender Porm for the prrposss ¢ wrder eviqation and any subsequent contract that
En Tenag: meﬂ inforstaslon ineluded on
1his Tender Form may be disclosed to tho Tender evaluation panc] and frelt advisora but i notia %Yo any othee Bind pasty without
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“THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Project: 1322 « Nasangiaba SHS - Year?
Buliding: 1322 - Nevangba SHS - Year 7

Dotath:

[ [ A ooo] B:bwmrgtin

|

C: Quemily | D: Ut

Er Rele P‘Eubw IG.Fm Il‘l:'fh'l!l l

PRELIMINARIES

1124 %

S. 47(3)(b) Contrary to Public

Eateblstiesent

Time Rekiled Ghatas

Diresinbishmeat

CONGRETE

GROUND WORKS / DEMOLITION

FORMWORK

REINFCROEMENT

TANKING & WATERPROOFING

MABORRY

STRUCTURAL STEEL

METALWORK

3#230&*.:“'3*““..

WCODWORK { JORERY

CLADDING

-
L)

o
-«

HARDWARE & SUNDRY EQUIPMENT

PARTITIONS & LININGS

QFERABLE WALLS

¥

ROOFING

CERNGE

WINDOWS

SUNSCREENS

TIBER DOORS

ROLLER DOORS

CARPET

VINVE

INSITU APPLIED FINISHES

PAINTING

LIFT SERVICES

HYDRAULICE

SANITARY FIXTInwd & VAPWARE

DRAINACE

ELECTRICAL SERVICED

MECH/LTISAL CURVICES

23#2833388&3!&&33#:‘43

FE PROYSCTION

..s:aﬁasaatsaaeEnuaaadaazaa.—:aemqq«;.‘..n_.

. 1 »,,A. g

EXTRINAL PAVING

18

8yb « Tolal {Crarled forward):

g

ANY OTHER ITEMS

Bla|d)=|a

inaariad agalnst thls

The Tendarer ntay aeqt the cost o any other
Jtems yhich mugt udad ibeve bit whish are
Inaccotiance

required in
Hocuments, The Vendererahall lluhmwhnn
uimlmmtlh mml&nvd'kll pices

with fhe Tendar
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MANAG\‘:‘MENTGUMPANV

Prject: 1922 - Nerangaba 5HS - Yeor7

Emdinr 322- Nmmaﬂa \'ur? |
M| 3 T BUBTOTAL s dld
#1 3 WRMWKMM s.47(3)(b) Contrary to Public |
42 A0 SUB-TOTAL 3BT 817
4 | 4 | GETCOMPONENT 351,782
Ml 4 TOTAL (CARRIED TO FORMN OF TENDER)| 350,608
48
®
47 ANALYBIS .
48 Floar A 1,768] m2
49 Cost / m2 (excluding wargls & GST) 1,968] m2
a0 2
#
62 1)

¥ " ' s N
S@ned faj ' 44 mfr(e .f.m‘«:! 3l Decorber Joi2
On behall of 88N Lonshuest “Buderes’s Mo
: a'f ¢ BN Lonshvictitne { Temderers me.
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MANAGEMENT COMPANY
Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:
S.78B(2)

Company:

Q) Tenderer: Qmpg\ O WAL, e

No. | Criterion Veinhting Score
AN (4 (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
'..--"_-——-

2 Criterion 2 — Methodology and Proje::t Spacifics - 10 o
3. | Criterion 3 - Resources h 10 3.5
4. | Criterion 4 - Value Adding D 5

e Program Z S-
5. Criterion 5 — Local Indusiry Plan 5 e 5‘

TOTAL 7/ - 100%

i

Signed by Tender Evaluation Commitiee Member:
0 n N
()

Date: ﬁf‘/{‘i ! ’ 4,/ {‘Z/ =

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 51 of 67



Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project

Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company;

O

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

Tenderer: 6 \ % O \]\]\ ‘C\ﬂ,ﬂ' ) ('\/ W/\

THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT

COMPANY
Attachment One - Score Sheat

No. | Criterion | Weighting Score
=N (Range 0 - 5)
1: Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 ~ Methodology and Project Specifics 10 { ; 5‘
3. Criterion 3 — Resources 10 2.0
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5
e Program Ao Pragram # 2
8. Criterion § — Local Indugiiy Sian X 5 e
TOTAL /9 100%
)
Signed by Tender
Date:
Narangba Valley State High School = Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan ’ December 2013
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PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee embe_r‘s Name:

Company: BB CorsteiToS

( _,) T * ' i, ey
enderer: b\ Nﬂ"l Yo, Mt b TA!
No. | Criterion N Z Veighting Score
N Z4 (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
—— ke
2. | Criterion 2 — Methodology and Projeci Specifics 10 3,5
[
3. | Criterion 3 - Resources S N4 10
| 5
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding N - 5 _
e Program = o
5. Criterion 5 — Local Indust:y Plan 5 oo
TOTAL T N 100%
)
Signed by Tender Evziustion Committee Member:
pate: éf\{\&% 7 /}zj %
Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project

MANAGEMENT COMPANY
Attachment One - Score Sheet

Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company:

( ) Tenderer: &\Aﬁlo

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

1
-

W\N‘&/\ l (x{ f :'.’fu'\-l;‘\ .

No. | Criterion o | Weighting Score
(4 (Range 0 - §)
¢ Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30 A
2. | Criterion 2 - Methodology and Projer: Spesifics 10 « g/
3. Criterion 3 — Resources - - 10 g
4. | Criterion 4 - Value Adding - 5 ¢S
e Program i
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industiy Flan 5 2. o
TOTAL 7 100%
)
P
Signed by Tender Evalusiion Committee Member:
C2r ! ) ﬁ@j‘
b
Date: L \ ﬁ\ ?”-‘\ %
Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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MANAGEMENT COMPANY
Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:
s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interes

Company:

C) Tenderer: %\ p(/\ Vo W\ et N/!

No. . .| Criterion Yeighting Score
AN L (Range 0 - 5)

y Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. | Criterion 2 — Methodology and Projeix Specifics 1~ 10 T
3. Criterion 3 — Resources ~ 10 4 o
4. | Criterion 4 - Value Adding - 5 )

e Program ? ﬂ" f
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industy Plan 5 Vo

TOTAL 100%

Signed by Tender Evziustion Committee Member:

. PN pp

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013.
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Q

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: M Cq 1979

Company: /Zf'.?@*é/? iy

Tenderer: )
No. | Criterion Weighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Spzcifics 10 Z
R PN\
3. Criterion 3 £ Resgurces No si?a  mevnsyo 10
Ol Aqzens_ < 9 &
4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5
o Program SiolHi: sads ;-
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Rlsn (7] 5
z/ﬁ/ﬁv\/lﬁz\ ’W!;M'L 3 S
TOTAL 7 100%
| R e LS = L
Signed py Tender Evaiuation Committee Member:
. !
Date: ﬁlz’/ r:}
Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 56 of 67




ridgemill

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company: DEEAWL  ~ )’? Cboﬂ-c

) _

Tenderer: s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public|

No. | Criterion '‘Weighting Score

4 (Range 0 - 5)

1 Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30

2. ‘?rltenon 2- Methodoiogy and Proiect Srecifics 10 o

3. Cﬁferlon ¥- Res urce s Vo Lt VEAE Sy e 10

4, Cnt?nor; rt - Value Adding %, ; 7 oV 4 5 o

gram <
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Plan 5
fvt - ~ /
TOTAL 100%
)

J’? mlﬁ‘l“’] .‘f,‘_m‘ll
o V -
Signedjby Tender Evalvation Committee Member: _

Date: 4_/}1(! ,}

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company: ﬁapam:u_ - TJ) OODzEL

Tenderer:  B2A)

No. | Criterion i Welghting Score
). S (Range 0 - 5)

A Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Crite&on 2,— Methodology and Projeci Sgecifics / 10

s (24 £ ' -
3 Criterion 3 — Resources B 10 L?
4. Cmfriogéé;ﬁue A s.4'7(3ﬁh) - Contrary to P‘ 5 5
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industy PZn e\ 5 =

oo _

TOTAL 100%

Signed by Tender Evaivation Committee Member:

Date??'/, ;7/,}

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name:

Company: }59&6:’11\_\” - T’1 Canet.

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion | 'Weighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
1 Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterign 2 — Methodology and Project Spacifics 10 3
3 :sc ?e,b faa %) ﬁ,‘w o~ 10
: riterion ources A b~ D7
JNa }_:w—ci Vi), ?‘W X’Zr-
4. Criterion 4 - VAlue Adding 2 wvies MM‘*\ 5 "‘l’
o Program No VA sk & 0
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Plah 5
ﬁtrw—rni‘{(- - 2
TOTAL 100%
/’-——'_——-4——.

Signed by|Tender Svaivation Committee Member:

(
Date ;17/’;’5.
‘b' 37 f
- [/C] et
Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 [ Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: ﬂ Cooter..

Company: J-/J DPGE L

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Pub
Tenderer:
No. [ Criterion { “Weighting Score
“ (Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Scecifics 10
C}ég\ ﬂaw%,_— ] 5
3. riterion 3 — Resources o oA, N 10
L/E V 'zé.u,»’l?zehj?‘m 3
4 Cntenon 4 - Value Addlng1 ) 5
e Program G weuc, u\Ji éf
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Plan [ 5 !
aw'nth‘ !' Lf/
TOTAL 100%

Signed py Tender =valuation Committee Member:

|
Date: "H ,-(,l S

Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7
: Evaluation Plan
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THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

~

1 .
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: Q,.‘Le/d - \/U N (&~ S

Company: a)\c DCM
(E ) s.78B(2)
Tenderer:
No. | Criterion | ‘Weighting Score
(Range 0 -5
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Specifics 10 ?
i Criterion 3 — Resources - T 10 5
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5
e Program P '-?
o Criterion 5 — Local Industry Flan 5 3
TOTAL 100%
)
Signed by Tender Evaisation Committee Member:
Date: kx-(/ AR } 3
Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
. Evaluation Plan December 2013
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THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: g‘((é?/UC, A jfh Kt “O'(

Company: 9@* ) Colonrtin
Tenderer: % B fJ

No. | Criterion - Weighting Score

: ~ (Range 0 - 5)

1 Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30

2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Sorcifics 10 A

3. Criterion 3 — Resources ' 10 2

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding - 5 =

e Program =\
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Flan 5 3
TOTAL 100%

Signed by Tender Evaivation Committee Member: \
Date: LF vy
Narangba Valley State High School — Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 62 of 67
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THE PROJECT
MANAGEMENT COMPANY

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

—

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: q\(@dg | /\J A IS -
Company: 2 L M“—-c-

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 1|
|
Tenderer: |
AN
No. | Criterion ‘Weighting Score
(Range 0 - 5)
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30
2 Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Soecifics 10 L_Q
3. Criterion 3 — Resources 10 L,k
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding ~ 5
e Program %
B Criterion 5 — Local Industry Sian 5
(/4 2
TOTAL 100%

Signed by Tender Evziuation Committee Member:

pate: Y. (-1

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Evaluation Plan

Attachment One - Score Sheet

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013

-

i y—4 .
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: Q{‘f}ﬂ(i, N) A -JS
Company: JLLN Cli s

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Publi

Tenderer:

No. | Criterion | 'Weighting Score

>0 L (Range 0 - 5)

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30

2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Proiect Speacifics 10 2

3. Criterion 3 — Resources B 10 2

4, Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 O

e Program
5. Criterion 5 — Local Industry Plan 5 yir
TOTAL 100%
Signed by Tender Evalation Committee Member:
i/ _ g

pate: '+ | )|
Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
: Evaluation Plan December 2013
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Attachment One - Score Sheet

Evaluation Plan

Narangba Valley State High School —- Year 7 Project
Tender for Construction

December 2013
Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: Q‘LP/\J , ‘;_.“J AT S
Company: D\l h it an,

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest

)

Tenderer:
No. [ Criterion Weighting Score
; (Range 0 - 5)
1 Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30 \
2. Criterion 2 — Methodology and Project Sgecifics 10 Y
3. Criterion 3 — Resources B 10 =
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding S 5 e
e Program £
B, Criterion 5 — Local Industry Plzn 5 Ll[.
TOTAL ' h 100%
()

Signed by Tender Evaiuation Committee Member: @ O@,/u—‘

Date: =1

Narangba Valley State High School - Year 7 Page 4
. Evaluation Plan December 2013
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