
Department of Ed, Training & Employment (DETE) 

Bremer State High School 
Year 7 Project 

Construction Contract 

Tender Evaluation Report 

6th December 2013 

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 1 of 67

R
el

ea
se

d 
un

de
r t

he
 R

TI

Ac
t b

y 
D

ET
E



1. Introduction 

Tenders for the Construction of the Bremer State High School- Year 7 project closed at 2:00pm 
on Tuesday, 3rd 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. 

• 
• 
• 
• Carmichael Builders 
• 

3. Offer 

3.1 Receipt and Opening 

Submissions were lodged at Decipha by 2:00pm on Tuesday, 3rd December 2013. Opening of 
tenders occurred on 4th December 2013. Submissions were received from all tenderers, as below: 

• 
• 
• 
• Carmichael Builders 
• 

3.2 Information 

Tender documentation consisted of: 

• Notice to Tenderers 
• Form of Tender 
• Conditions of Tender 
• General Conditions of Contract 
• Special Conditions 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: 

• 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 result of the evaluation which was 
carried out collectively and impartially. 

4.2 Evaluation Procedures and Criteria 

The tenders were evaluated against the following criteria and weighting: 

• Tender Sum -70 points 
• Methodology & Project specifics - 10 points 
• Resources - 10 points 
• Local Industry Policy - 5 points 
• Program - 5 points 

4.3 C>ffers 

All offers were generally conforming and provided differing levels of information. 

The submitted tender sums were as follows: 

Tenderer Submitted Tender Sum (excl GST) 
$3,516,497 
$3,384,636 
$3,159,588 

Carmichael Builders $3,216,234 
$2,982,455 

Non-price criteria was scored and consensus achieved by all Evaluation Committee members. 

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

Total Tender Score 
Tenderer (highest score denotes best tender) 

5 
4 
3 

Carmichael Builders 1 
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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4.4 Budget Impact 

4.5 Statement of Competitive Neutrality 

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

5. Recommendation 

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

G~~T)~~--~ ~~pted. ~. c: ~ --, 
"· ---, / . ..::> fa. \2---· \.~ 

Steve Watkins Date 
Ridgemill Project Management 

Bob Johnston 
DETE 

ooper 
II Project Management 
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Appendix 1 ·Tender Score Sheet 

Project: Bremer State High School 
Price QuaHty Method (PQM) of Tender Evalaution 
PHYSICAL-- ---------·-.~ ' 

I 
I 

I I I I 
Score breach Ctttll'lon • Crltetlon score (0--100)1100 x weighting (().410} 

Sum • sum of 1111 Weighted Soorea I I 
I 3IWeighted Sum Margin • Tenderer• Weighted Sum -lowest Tenderer• Weighted Sum 
I 4)Quallty Premium fweachtender•tandarestlmatax Weighted Sum ~argln 180 ! i 
I 5/For the ptqoses of the lender Nluatlon only. the Quality Premium tt.a established for each tender ,.,;u be subtracted rrom the tendered 

I I I I I I I 
! I i I I I 
!reNDER cOMPARISON ! I I I i I I lcontnoctorE -=~- -1--===~=-:-d 

I
Managament Fee IS.tg 1 I I 

!Sto2 I I 
OB41te fee jStg 1 I t 
I IStg 2% applied to ACS est 

I 1Stg2.U ... I I 
,on-alta Fee jstg 2 I ! 
JConsultants fee I I I 
IPI'O\Asonel delay allowance I ! 
1 jAdjustrnental 

i 
I 
1 ACS estimate= 
i 
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Appendix 2- Tender Form 

.Queensland 

.. Government 

28.07.t3 

TeDder fGrm .... Lump Sum using AS2124 Qeoen-1 Conditiops ofContmct 

ne QUCOIIIl'llmd Govei'IQII.t1'eruter irtx. 
C/o Dtld,Pha tty~ 
2 Dua~:~~n 8trect, Wed £ad QLD 41&1 

2.00 pm on Friday 2P' Novembor2013 

..... fiekYsxe:tt.Q~tl:if:ANJI.M ...... H··,,, ... ,..,~,, .... ,,.,.,. ...... u, ... , ............ ,~......,,.~,.,.,,,, 

(l) for Projeet .••• M¥~11i.RIMXH'IittfMR9k:M7.WNK\In9,~ ......... 
TenderNe ' ' tn•rUP'l•"-'t"t .. IHH .. ile•nilt• .. lil'l~ ..... tHIItH.ItiFHIH• ........ "'' ... ItH>•Wutfii'"IHIIti:IUI. 

tot tllo IOMp iRl~m rif .• :JJ,f.~!{.~ttl:!~~.~.IY,~.!I,!I,!i~~~~~~.!!fl.!:l!,!~!'!!!~«]!'~!t~., . 
. .JiNMt.U~!P.ttN!l.f!E!Y.~.Mirt9.9~R.§ .. (hlolu$1~~(0$'l') 

(3) on. Lump SliD Towl.or Sum Jncllldes aJJowwe·fOrthOJiroYJsloD Ofllc1ctct;M 

dest81J~cf [a::hn9f!l$l~ir.l . ... IN1h.d4~aa'lklwaclfo.r.ill-t~TinderSam. 

(4) NfY/()L1f~-Slf}'lal!i,of.noticas is lll•hNt"IMI"IHHt .. foHd"l<i, ... n·, ............ lof~+UIIInMII.III .. NI .. IIIIIII 

...................... H""e ••• w&mltt.tt'!eft~~'I:!.~.!:P.*-.9i~ ... ai ..... ,~~l·..,··"· ...... ~··tt• ... -........ .. 

'llndii'Fomr.~f811~11 ~--~~~~ OOIIdUtintCIIOonltaD1 AM124 I 
~liuMtaPryf.fl:t•MSp~lligai1MM:I1Md1i.1f.f'•KC 
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tiP't~l!t• ofA••• Damms ~~r.Derax 
'l'lut "telllli(c(s lllelltlon Ia drttwn II) C!IW.&e 36 AIIOmflflvo 2 of CIJc Caadf.riO!l! of Connact. This provide& fir lbo Coolradot 10 bo palll 
"Qtwd ..... , ~ fly~ lO lht Dtfoy .R-. COJIAtilted In 1ltU •abcddo, iq ~ rJf cfel:u,ya couaed II, 1111 owllt described In 
CliMe 35,S(b) oitbtondl1bls ofCortlrMt. wbero t!Je CIOI'Idlllons ~cede lit 11:t 11DI In C1"'110 36.1 A1tomitiV~~2 Juwo boel'J .ali.!fied. 

Wboro Clau.1o 36 Al~rnottw ~ awllei, 11to Tcmdero.r may p~ Utls sdtedlllo by Sllllmitmg a Oelay R&le or, if Cor MY .~eeson ~arsoever 1bu 
Tenctem does not pdco this ~le, tho ll>llowftJa ~as ball apply 1111d II WI rate so oolctJtilledshaiD bo dee1ned 10 IJo t!Je Delli)' Rille. 

R = 6.m oCtho T~qorBnm Crpccllllivg ofQSD 
Collii'4CI Timoll5 

~cro· 

"CGnnr$t Tl~" Is lhl per!od (in VI"C>O:b} lJ!kmd in tfto Tetub do¢11D1mds fur l'llaliall Compll:!lixm~ Md 

"ll" 1.1 the DalB,y Ram, e:xeMive~ of (!ST. 

oaray a..te PmbloiW .,., 
(cldUJiteof'GSTj AIIIM¥li11Ce(adwlfll 

afGSl) 

dacrilMIOIIIoftMJttlllll of prOvilim~dut.ol ft..._ to whldaDelay Rate clel., • ..,. 
apgllef 

WhoF.D of'Coldnu:C •• 2Ddcrav t~avs 'li SZDJlAQO'dav .. S..~lla~ .. "' 

'l'lle p.rovisliiDBIIIIWIIbar ot delay days sb!!ed Ill tltff sclled11le, lnulllplled by 1ho Dolo.y ltMo (w~Hd~er ~~~~~ ~ die Tcodem « cotculated 
aacotdU..ID tb61ilmwlaetoutllbovc)afiiii1Jo lllel'fovlsll>llal ll-'IIYAIIowarlce. ThoTtt\dlettracbol.ried,pslhlltlheTellder Swn lit rcem 2 
at the tender :Pcmlnoll!des both dlo ProvUIOJial ~ay All.~ J!h!J 4he OST ¢0mpomtl( IJa relallon 110 lito Provlslw1 Delay AlltwMt~. 

Wbetu tt:ndcmltJtclt:fa alllloftlrlba provfaload 11)1111\Jcrot dalayclal'' ~ bllfllsscfled~oand ahi$)11W rate fill' dell!,)' cli\Y$t~ 
d1eA. tat IIIII tt!JI'POitl otOY~Iusll~~~1Cildc::rl Clll!y,lltD n.dar Samdldl" ~w.d bylc!Clfnslllo Pl'ovlslorllll Dollll' 1\llowul:oplliJ GSTaJHI 
fldllloa lhe lolal ot'CIJt pt'O\'.I.sloild numbctrof'clclqcb;)oa uwltlptlcd.by~ &!ghar ~lllllm ~ pf\lsOSf. 

'Jbt provltlollal n11111bot or llelf\Y daya is JOt inc!!Xfed In lho CoD!i'aCt limo, nor tihsJt it IJo tBhm &Jan ~ kaaclllnl1101' llball Et 
pw~em tilt Ptlll¢1~1 fliom exero!Jing Ill riS1D Wider tilt Oclllitaol or at law. 

Mpdula"ofPrpyilk!!!al Oga;ntitlll 

1'he Telllfc:Rt IIIJB!I JIRco ibla sdlcduJc BJJd dlo iDbll or111D pnMslanal qu111tll,y(li:a) I!IJicd Illllllip!lcd by lllc lmcloMd ralll Jll:l' 1Rm tbBIIIJc a 
t:fO'Iilklnll llllowaHce(s). 'Jbt 1\loctettd tlife($) iB thl9 &C!u:duto ISt!all bo lila nto _.. of GST. Nolw!tlsiBliCiiDf, 1M Thndaa:r 
acWWied.afs llwlllbo Tender Sn tl Item 2 of lbe· "render AmD Jncllldca &Gcb 1llo prowls!Gml allowmce(•~ Jllo thD GST CO!IIpaoenl(a) In 
Nlllt:iorllo the· ptoYis!onAI fltlOWIIIIce(u). 

29.07.13 
Conlract AS2124 

1-
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•O.ue~-~ 
Goventment 

Teader Form -(l()nt'd 

!\'»tram tg Otmpl,y with AooiJI!Utj.effra!JHe l'olla 
Oy tu '~ Oil IIIIIs Tendot Foon, 11M Terldetw Wan'allls ·that, if IIWill'ded a Qntract f.br thii txO;lcd; It Ylfll oo~~~ply with iiJc lralning 
requCI'$mm of clliUSIO 29.1A of'ti'JO Special CollditiDIUl ofCoPII'IH:i and aolmowledgcs lbllllllil ~ty i9 at~ in llddltkm to lUI)' oftllb 
termsCJflhiiOeaoral CowlltimllcfQ)IIInlcl. 

~afcyh!tlon pfGST Cgmpop.eDt ofTende.rSum 
Net Tender Sum (TeltderSumoxclvtive ofOST) S ,,t,t3,§,~~,9.Q; ........... ... . 
OS'I' CGinpOIICflt af'Tender Sum S .•• ~$J.t§.~,II,IL. ........... .. 
1'endu Slaal (Ill$!* bam 2 ofTendor Fonn) $ ... :f,~?.d!5.l.Q!} ................ .. 

fdYUY Stattmtlt 
Tho Prlnciprd is co!JecliBg dJa petso1181 irltomllll!on ao11Jis TORdcr Ponillbr dKJ purposes offl:lldet oval1181ion M<l~ &allllequealllOilttactebot 
liii4,Y Ul911. Tho ln&lmlllflon lillY bt 1111111 in IIOOOidwo wlelt the provislotlf of the Tauter J)(lcam.ctlb. /UJy pmoll81 bdbm~lllfoo ittcluded an 
Ibis Tlllldar F«m may lie disc!ofed 10 1ho Tel!dor ovatuatlo11 p11DCIIll1il11ttlr IN!Yisod •m wDI iHlt bi.l cltclosed 10 ftfiY af'-tlllrd party wllboot 
II» Teo~'s COfJSent Wllea aldlofl&ad ot teqllkcd by l«w ot sti)itllalecllo lllc finder DocamMts. 

lend at F011111:AuS!tlllcn stmdanl Gvnor41 CondiUons of 3 

CWmi'et.ael fhlllrhfs l'ty 1.#1 • FuN $pa~tJ.Iilon ~gtJ 10 • R.IICMiirJ 1J..1f.13 • f(C 
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Appendix 3 -Tender Cost Plan 

Project Cost Estimate Revi;:~~1~013 
ProJeett.ianl~: .· · 

r _P.j~j~gi~~H;i~~~.· .... 
PNI Pro.Jt)¢t ttJuiilb&r: 
-~~.-~j~-~c·~~~~~- - -
constructlon Costs: 

Demolition 
New Amenities 
ow------ --- •---··-•-•- • 

Storage Sheds 
Water Tank 
Landscaping 
External INorks 

EJ<ternal Plurnbln!l and Drainage 

__ Q!:~!n.~ge an~-~~~~~~~~~ 
External Mechanical Services 
.... .. --· - -- ··-· 

External Electrical Services 

BPI Escalation -Tender Date: ## 

Costs Outside the Contract: 
Other Costs: 

Geotechincal Fees 

~~n_~c:>~~§_urvey__~~~~ - -- __ _ 
Tempor~ry p,ccommodatlon 
Relocation Costs 

L.o.ose F~_mit~re and Equipment 

--- . ... . . .. 
BremerSHS 

P.lu!l~in E~!e_me~t_{_~~~!".~~~~ -~n~r.~?l) 
~~.ucation Re~ources a~d Equipment 
Network Hardware 

I ····------·------- --
Telephone System 

Total Other Costs 

. _Statutory Fe_!_l!.!_~arge~: 

El_L:~i~~in!l Act g~_~pliance 
__ .. _yvat~!~nd Se~~rage Fe~~ _ 

Fir~_~er_vice~ __ L.e"'Y (QFRS) 
QBSA Financial Review 

. . ------------------
OHS Audit Fee 

_ - ~c:>~ble _Lon~_ ~~r_v.l_C!!:E:l_a~/Trl!i~i~~ Le'1' 
Workplace Hli)~lth and Safety 

- ~!J_pply ~harge~------· 
L()c;al Authori(¥ C.har!les 
Telephone Charges 

Total Statutory Fees & Charges 
Professional Fees & Disbursements: 

J.;()C4tllty Index: 
t:~~~= , .. ·-···-
H£~=- . 
GRA: 
FECA.R~te: 

3,216,234 
0 

3,216,234 

.... Pr<_?_fe_ss_io_n_al.~s-~..':ll_rt_A 
Professional Fees- Part B ... -~~~~:~:~~~~~~!e l

Total Professional Fees & Disbursements 

GST Allowance 

TOTAL PRO,JECT COST (lfic!lldlng GST) 
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Introduction 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

1. Tenders for the construction of works at Bremer State High School close at 2:00pm on 
Tuesday, 3rd December 2013. A total of four (4) Addenda were 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 Evaluation 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 out by the following persons: 

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

Evaluation Process 

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

5.1 Two Stage Process 
1 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. 
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MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

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 total score for each 
offeror calculated. The Committee may:-
i) request further information from offerors; 
ii) undertake product tests; 
iii) request a formal presentation/s from offeror/s; 
iv) undertake site visits; and/or 
v) make reference checks. 

5.3.3 Based on the Evaluation scores, the Committee can decide to: 
i) reject all offers; 
ii) shortlist more than one offeror for further evaluation; or 
iii) appoint preferred/successful offeror. 

5.3.4 The Committee is to prepare a Tender Evaluation Report. This report should 
document - as a minimum: 
i) Any offers rejected prior to the shortlisting phase and the reasons why 
ii) For each offeror, the scores and supporting justification for each 

criterion 
iii) The total weighted score for each offeror 
iv) Which offerors were shortlisted and why, or which offeror is 

recommended as the preferred/successful offeror and why. 

5.4 Evaluation of Shortlisted Offerors (if applicable) 
Where a decision has been made to shortlist offerors, the Evaluation Committee will 
undertake further more detailed evaluation of the shortlisted offerors. This may include: 

5.4.1 Requests for further information from offerors 
5.4.2 Product tests (if applicable) 
5.4.3 A formal presentation/s from offeror/s 
5.4.4 Reference checks of current clients. 

Scores allocated during the initial shortlisting phase will be modified by the Evaluation Committee 
through consensus 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. 
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MANAGEMeNT COMPANY 

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 documentation treated as 
"Commercial in-Confidence". 
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T>E 
MANAGEMEifl" COMPANY 

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 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 
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30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 
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MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

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 

0 Unacceptable 

Unsatisfactory 

1 Marginal 

2 Acceptable 

Satisfactory 

3 Good 

4 Very Good 
Exceeds 
Requirements 

5 Excellent 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Interpretation 

Has not demonstrated any capability 

Has barely demonstrated adequate 
capability 

Demonstrated capability is adequate 
without any enhancement 

Has demonstrated more than adequate 
capabilities 

Has demonstrated more than adequate 
capabilities and additional factors which 
sets it apart 

Outstanding in all respects 

Page 5 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

Attachment Three - Scoring Criteria 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction . 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

December 2013 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

Attachment One - Score Sheet 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: }) . COJJ-'t....Z 

Company: J<3 j:J~ t Lt-

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 -:: Methodology and Project Spefifics 

3. Criterion kResour~s ~  
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 

Q-.:ro-J ;-'- ~v"---'• 
TOTAL I 

Signed by Tende Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 1!_ J ~~ > 
I 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

() 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

4-
s 
~ 

~. tf 

Page4 
December 2013 
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s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 

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

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

Attachment One - Score Sheet 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: Jl. C.Ooi{£tC... 

Company: JZh?e#-£11 LL-

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 -,Met~dol.ogy a~ect Specifics 
V'(;vvJ ~·'"'- t- . ..A- I <1'b ' ~ 

3. · q~~~r6n 3 - R:e~ources. \.. 
J J 

1S~s.~v. M•f''.fV\.vJ,.,. rt.:>~ 
4. Criterion 4 -Value A~j--d- J 

• Program ' 
5. f~ion 5- L~cal Industry Policy 

~.-YO ~J ll"'---~----
TOTAL ../ J 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

I 
L 

.3 

Lf-
I 
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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 . COo t6L 

Company: .it oc;c.nu.-L-

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics v 'Vnr. ?.o ~., r-
3. Crit~on 3 - Resources 

A~~. 
4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding~ u 

• Program a.r-_ ~ 
5. Criteriji- Local Industry Policy 

;op,-

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

, 
z_ 

3 

I 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

Attachment One - Score Sheet 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: t1 . OJ.o/:,L 

Company: J2.oC>l'::lllLL... 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. ~~riterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 
\?'r-:1 ?.QD (' • ~~ (...-

3. C~e~ 3 - Resources 
b 1 In::. W St/O'V>t 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program ~'1 PL. r ~·rf/ t..AIC.. 
5. Cri~ion 5- Local Industry Policy 

~ ftw ,-
TOTAlfJ 1 

Signed by T nder Evaluation Committee Member: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

9fA£.::r 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
JRange 0- 5) 

) 

() 

s 
()) 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

Attachment One - Score Sheet 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School -Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: f1 . C.0D(t:.Z 

Company: 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Cr~ion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 
QL\1'11 ~1\. I L 

3. Criterio~ - Resources No c;',h 
~~. C/v .Q.;.. Y~P~ · 

4. Criterion 4 - Vafue Ad~ , ~ 
• Program 'o · 

5. Criterion 5 -~ Industry 'Policy 
0~!.)·'"'-

TOTAL 

der Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 1-/ i 1~ 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
1Range 0- 5J 

·z_ 

2-. 
3 

...3 
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MI'ROJECf 
MIHAOBIENTCQI//P!»rf 

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 Weighting 

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 30 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics iO 

3. Criterion 3- Resources 10 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 5 

TOTAL 100 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan · 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

3 
3 
3 
~ 
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Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School -Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: 

Company: C .A vt ""' • <-L .... _j 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion Weighting 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 30 

2. Criterion 2- Methodology and Project Specifics 10 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 10 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 5 

TOTAL 100 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School -Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan · 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

~·J 
:3 

3 
_s 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGfM!NT COMI'NIY 

Attachment One • Score Sheet 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School - Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: ~c\.<:) ~'O~Y\ ~~ 
Company:

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion Weighting 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 30 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 10 

3. Criterion 3- Resources 10 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 5 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 5 

TOTAL. 100 

Signed by Tender Evaluation CommiHee Member. ~ 

Date: s} t.f 3 

Score 
(RangeO- 5) 

t 

J. 
0 

:2 

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

s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 
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THE PROJECT 
NANAGEI.E.NT COMPANY 

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 ·' 

.. . -
1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2- Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3- Resources 

4. Criterion 4- Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

3·S 
~ 

3 

c2·S 
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MANA.GEMENT COMPANY 

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 Weighting 

1. Criterion 1 - T ender Sum 30 

2. Criterion 2 - M ethodology and Project Specifics 10 

3. Criterion 3 - R esources 10 

4. Criterion 4 - V alue Adding 5 
• Progra m 

5. Criterion 5 - L ocal Industry Policy 5 

TOTAL 100 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee MembevO. 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

{).. 

{) 

0 

d-
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

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: t~"- '-~t~ 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion Weighting 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 30 

2. Criterion 2- Methodology and Project Specifics 10 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 10 

4. Criterion 4 -Value Adding 5 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 5 

TOTAL 100 

2-
( _) 

?-
f) 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: ~~-J.J..-L~ 
Date: 

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

' 
4 

Evaluation Plan 

Bremer State High School -Year 7 Project 
Tender for Construction 

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation Committee Member's Name: S {eJ e_ ~~Vt-0"3 
Company: ~ cj~t.VV" 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 
... .~ ... ·· - ·-

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

2-
2 
2-
'2--
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMEHT COMPANY 

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 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

t 
2-

2-

~ 
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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: Rl~-r~~~ 
Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion· 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 

• Program 
5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School -Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

5 

2--
Q_ 

3 
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THE PROJECT 
MANAGEMENT COMPANY 

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: {t,L~ 
Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Policy 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Bremer State High School- Year 7 Project 
: Evaluation Plan 

-

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

\ 

2-

2-
0 
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Narangba Valley State High School – Year 7  Page 1 
: Evaluation Plan December 2013 

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, 3rd December 2013.  A total of One (1) Addendum was 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 Evaluation 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 Work. 
 
 
Tender Evaluation Committee 
 
4. The evaluation will be carried out by the following persons: 
 

4.1 Steve Watkins, Ridgemill 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 
1 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. 

RTI Application 340/5/3200 - Document 33 of 67
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Narangba Valley State High School – Year 7  Page 2 
: Evaluation Plan December 2013 

 
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 total score for each 
offeror calculated.  The Committee may:- 
i) request further information from offerors; 
ii) undertake product tests; 
iii) request a formal presentation/s from offeror/s; 
iv) undertake site visits; and/or 
v) make reference checks. 

5.3.3 Based on the Evaluation scores, the Committee can decide to: 
i) reject all offers; 
ii) shortlist more than one offeror for further evaluation; or 
iii) appoint preferred/successful offeror. 

5.3.4 The Committee is to prepare a Tender Evaluation Report.  This report should 
document - as a minimum: 
i) Any offers rejected prior to the shortlisting phase and the reasons why 
ii) For each offeror, the scores and supporting justification for each 

criterion 
iii) The total weighted score for each offeror 
iv) Which offerors were shortlisted and why, or which offeror is 

recommended as the preferred/successful offeror and why. 
 

5.4 Evaluation of Shortlisted Offerors (if applicable) 
Where a decision has been made to shortlist offerors, the Evaluation Committee will 
undertake further more detailed evaluation of the shortlisted offerors.  This may include: 

 
5.4.1 Requests for further information from offerors 
5.4.2 Product tests (if applicable) 
5.4.3 A formal presentation/s from offeror/s 
5.4.4 Reference checks of current clients. 

 
Scores allocated during the initial shortlisting phase will be modified by the Evaluation Committee 
through consensus 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. 
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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 documentation treated as 

“Commercial in-Confidence”. 
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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 Weighting Score 

(Range 0 - 5) 
1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 

 
30  

2. Criterion 2 – Methodology and Project Specifics 10 
 

 

3. Criterion 3 – Resources 10 
 

 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
 Program 

5  

5. Criterion 5 – Local Industry Plan 5 
 

 

 TOTAL 
 

100%  

 
 
 
 
Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member:  
 
 
 
Date:                                    
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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 
Score 

Numerical 
Score 

 
Description 

 
Interpretation 

Unsatisfactory 

 
0 
 

Unacceptable Has not demonstrated any capability 

 
1 Marginal Has barely demonstrated adequate 

capability 

Satisfactory 

 
2 Acceptable Demonstrated capability is adequate 

without any enhancement 

 
3 Good Has demonstrated more than adequate 

capabilities 

Exceeds 
Requirements 

 
4 Very Good 

Has demonstrated more than adequate 
capabilities and additional factors which 
sets it apart 

 
5 Excellent Outstanding in all respects 
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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.xlsx FILE 
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ridgemill 
' - .. ' 

Departm~nt of Education, Training & Employment 

Narangba Valley State High School 
Year 7 Project 

Construction Contract 

Tender Evaluation Report 

6th December 2013 'l 

I 
I 
i 
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1. Introduction 

Tenders for the Construction of the Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project closed at 
2:00pm on Tuesday, 3rd 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: 

• 
• 
• 
• BBN Constructions 
• 

3. Offer 

3.1 Receipt and Opening 

Submissions were lodged at Decipha by 2:00pm on Tuesday, 3rd December 2013. Opening of 
tenders occurred on Wednesday, 4th December 2013. Submissions were received from five (5) 
tenderers 

• 
• 
• 
• BBN Constructions 
• 

3.2 Information 

Tender documentation consisted of: 

• Notice to Tenderers 
• Form of Tender 
• Conditions of Tender 
• General Conditions of Contract 
• Special Conditions of Contract 
• Pricing Schedule 
• Specification 
• Drawings 
• Geotechnical Report and Site Survey 
• Principal's Project Requirements 
• Guidelines 
• Project Definition Plan 
• 4 Addenda's were issued during the course of tender. 

4. Evaluation 

4.1 Evaluation Committee 
Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project 
:Tender Evaluation Report 

Page 1 
December 2013 

• A 

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

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

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

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

s.78(b)(2) 

s.78(b)(2) 
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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 evaluation which was 
carried out collectively and impartially. 

4.2 Evaluation Procedures and Criteria 

The tenders were evaluated against the following criteria and weighting: 

• Tender Sum -70 points 
• Methodology and Project Specifics- 10 points 
• Resources - 1 0 points 
• Program - 5 points 
• Local Industry Plan - 5 points 

4.3 Offers 

The submitted tender sums were as follows: 

Tenderer Submitted Tender Sum (excl GST) 
$4226,280 

$4 387720 

$3 414,200 

BBN Construction $3 517 817 

$3,940 000 

Non-price criteria was scored and consensus achieved by all Evaluation Committee members. 

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

Total Tender Score 
Tenderer (highest score denotes best tender) 

5 
4 
2 

BBN Construction 1 
3 

The full Tender Score Sheet is contained in Appendix 1. 
The Tender Form of the highest scoring Tenderer fs 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 
:Tender Evaluation Report 
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s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 

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

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

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

s.78(b)(2) 

s.78B(2)
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4.4 Budget Impact 

4.5 Statement of Competitive Neutrality 

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

5. Recommendation 

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

c;;;e;LWfL_ 
Steve Watkins 
Rid · I Project Management 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project 
:Tender Evaluation Report 

Date 

Date 

Page 3 
December 2013 
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s.47(3)(b) - Contrary to Public Interest 
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Evaluation of Suppllcn 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project 
:Tender Evaluation Report 

Appendix 1 ·Tender Score Sheet 

Page 1 
December 2013 
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6Queensland 
(1ft Government 

Appendix 2 -Tender Form 

Tender Form-Lump Sum· using AS2124 General Conditions of Contract 

Addrtu tor Jo~emont of The Qlleculland Gownm~eutTel!dcr no-. 
Tendort C/o D~pha Pi)' ttct 

2 Duneau Streit, W~t Er11l QLD 4101 

Time for i:lilaO orTeodem 2.00 pn on Thllflday 3~ December 2013 

INmwcrii»>S (1) 1/We BBN eo.t!.'aotillllt ........... ,,, .......... ~ ............... - ............................ , •• _,,,""'"" 
Toduv .. 
Jnac:rtthofUD 1\.amtof'lha of (Addton) 4 Progress Road ..... .,., .. H ·H4U ...... ".t4 .. w••• .. ,,..~ ................. t ...... ,.. ........................... . 
eeiMicm. ladLII!elr.I--H' 
tppll~ Met'Oochfdoto QlJ) 45$$,._.,,,~··-••••""'"'"'-''""'""'-'"""'''"'"''"" 

'ten4tr.Sim .., 
llllltlttMTclld.Gr~dSUm. 

Adllmd& 
Irm act.dellda bl\~tecrullowed 
.t11r lndlello lm tba boxprolfdelf. .. 

kto!rfton <r 
Whcm 11ID 'J'Gnclorer 1s a 10r. 
1tl4tr, fndMd~U~ll Ia ajll!ltner'dllp 
orpenoAJ~UJdcra 
&udllet.l ilamt. d!cl1 (l}lltllJt be 
C:OIIl~ 'ftMSJIO ilgll and 
prrnuwoo. 

\Vhc:lc lb~ 1'cl!cleru ru 
oOmpllll)',lncfJld&ra COIII,P«<IiQI 
laldetli!JIIMw ~._,!hl&u oamo; 
lflm.(ll) ll1lrt be C>IIIDplcCed. 
Oompusy~ Jisn In ltl~IRN 
with 111 Caasll11111011. 

Wltetu~lsthatofan 
~~~ WJ!IIi!n a~t1tolfly li~~r~ 
ttlldlilw Is 10 1\e lz!clllllo4 wlth lho 
Tmllor. 

PQC Regbtntlcn No 00079 - .............. _, Q.B.S.A. Uome No 554:36 ... - ................. .. 

TelllJ!hone: (01) 5#3 1599 .. "................... Paoalmlle1 (07) 5443 J168 '"'""~"'"'"'H"'" 

hereby ~to oxecuto and aorntllolo all work and perton:il all oftbo obligation~ In 
aoeordii)Ce with tho 'reader DocumontJ; 

(2) for Project NARANGBA VALLEY SBS YEAR 7 ...... 
Tender No CWD l28.fl013H ......... ,,... ... ttf~.WIIIfll~,....,,,,,. .................. ftftf 
foJ the lump 1-IJDl of Three Million ofghtlumdrcd ancl sixl:)'·nlno thouailld flvo h!Dited 
l.ftd nlnety.al$bt I>ollen ttt•u .. , ....... .., .... ,. ...... .,,,, .... UI1441 .. ntuu,t"Ht• ....... f.fueooo (lncluaiw ofGST) 

{3) 11lo Lump Sllll1 Teod«Sum fnGlndeultowOJQ fbi the .()t'OYJ3lo11 of addenda 
deslgnaf~cl { ( Jmolud'VIi cr,.[ I NlhcfdeadulJowel fur in tho Tct1.dor Snm • 

·(.s) (i) Siped b)t "''~'*'"" ... ~ ................. , ................. , .... ._~ •• ) 
/'-~ . ) 

ll~lllnlttf.441!HI1Wfi10111Holll ....... lllll"l 

l!lfNI-'Rrt<(l'ttJrl4l 

OliltO .... -............ di)' Of ., ...................... u-• 2() ... ,., ) 
) 

)'n tho pze.senc6 of .............................. , ......... - .•• , .. , ... ,. .. , •• , } 
~~~~· ) 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project Page 1 
:Tender Evaluation Report December 2013 
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Appendix 3 -Tender Cost Plan 

Project Cost Estimate Rev~~~~~~013 

ilf~~~ 1 
Construction Costs: 

Demolition 
New Amenities - ·- -· · -~~--- ----

.. ~~o._r_age ~~~s 
Water Tank 

--- --- -·· .. ·--·· .. . 
Landscaping 
External Works 

··-·· .. .. .... . . . - . 
NARANGBAVALLEY SHS 

External PlumbinQ ~n~ Dr~lnage 
Drainage and Water Services 
i:xternal .. riechanicai SerVices . ------------·- .. .. 
External Electrical Services 

Total Construction co.$t ~- Estimate CBP;I: .#) 
BPI EscalaUon -Tender Date: ## 

Costs Outside the Contract: . ..... -~ -- .... -- -- ... 
Other Costs: 

Geotechlncal Fees 
· . Q.o..ntour ~-~~¥__Fee~- - __ 

!~porary ~~-~m-~_at!on 
Relocation Costs .. .... ,. _______ ...__ .. ____ ____ _ _ 

Loose Furniture and Equipment 
iJ!lii.in ~quij;Oi-~iii{extemait~coritrilct> 
E~_uCll~lorl Resources and Equipment 
Network Hardware ·-. .. 
Telephone System 

Total Other Costs 

~ -~~li~ l~u.x: ! 
· ··l~~.f- -: 

F~~~ ~~e: · -1 

.. ~tatutory _r:_ees & -~harg~_: . 
Building Act Compliance 

-~- water~~f-Sewe':llseFeas 
Fire S.e~-~~s Levy (OFRS) 
QBSA Financial Review 
OHS Audit Fee 
_Portable Long Service ~e~ve/Training Levy 
~orkp!~~!lealt~ ~~d. -~-~fe~y 
Supply Charges 

·-~:~t~!~~~:~~~ 

100 
1287 
825 
2112 
3658 

$ 

3,517,817. 
0 

3;517,817 

 

1---::T.:.ot:.:::a.:....l S::..:ta7tu=to:-':ry:-:--'Fe:..:e~s-=&7C7h""a.:..>rg<.:.e~s--:-----------------·-·----·---  
Prof~ss!t?.n.al Fees B. !Jis_bursements: 

Professional Fees- Part A 
Professional Fees· Part B ···- ·· -·. . .. - . -

_ Com~~~!i~~~~-E~~­
Disbursements 

Total Professional Fees & Disbursements 

Construction Contingency Allowance (1 0%) 

GST Allowance 
TOTAL PROJECT C()ST (II'Jcl'-'dlllg GST) 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 Project 
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(I 

& Queettsland 
• Government 

Tmdor Fonn-cont'd 

Scbjl11)ed AJMI fla!!t!ll!!! lor Dt!At 

Tilt ~cr'• GHII!lltolt .b cli'IWin co ~~M: 36 Altcmllllva 1 <Jt lite Colidit!DJ'If of Cc.lffeet. 'l1lh ~tlot fer liz. Coatl'llRur to be.~ 
.. ~ -~. cttC~~Ialed by~ u. 6D Dv~ Rat~ eott~oinod rn11ar,~ m ~ orilcle;ys ewed w.., tWDt crescrl'bcd 111 
Clau1o 35-'(b) ofth6Ccn.dillons orCon~ract \\llert lh" toncll15oaa p~Ceeilellf set wt ltC!au=3B; 1 L\Ua• 2 haw 11ton sllidled. 

Wbuo Cblaa 36 AttemaUv~2 -~~ lbct Ttmtlc:n:r ~lid~ lbb Jdxdule b7 ill~l!lltt~ 1 Dokyltt!D«; ltftw Bllfl'eator\ wl~cr lb; 
ToCI\domtr.ocli'IC!l ptlot tlllaaobocJulc-.dlll:lbllowlllJ ttmqula."-11 "JJPPY amllbonite tD•lculatedmJD klleenll)iltobc:lboDeli,)'Ilm 

Jl=rS.!Mi.!!fflnctwdo;m<mJtu!wofGSD 
Conii'ICCTJmoxS · 

WDc[O• 

''Cill.lra'Jlmo" Is N period (In wee b) aile Wild fn dac Tender clo~:Urmtffor Ptllellcal C-kt/oo; ll!ld 

"lt10 
il the~- CJKDiulJ.Io gf(!Sl'. 

~ripti••at•urti&Oof 
cOltfnct lo wllkb ~bJ' Ralt .,, .. 
Wllol~tolCCILII'fiOt 

'llltprovlelnt. ~ofdcfl1 cfalitsttlld 11 Ulfs~l~ 11111ltl,llll~bydii>Dc!a.Y ltal.e(wiiOfloraubmtlted by lfltTcadereror et!CIIIllllea 
IIOGDI'dllrJtDtho fbtnV.~Ia.-t~dl!ml) altlll bet~eP.ro~ICMlDalq AllOWIII.lCQ. TlloTwtooldmowl•lbll f&tTmdarSuiuUIIIn\2 
of .. Tendtw Fatal fneloctet boii!IT~Pntvtllolut D$y Allo\YADWU!Itb&OS'i' c:omponcnHI'I re1al!oo toU!cl"lovWoDI!I Delq Allowance. 

Wbtrrf •~lkrtr rt»tter:tlmCdwtfm prowlslcaat nlll!lbef ot•ct~lltam! in1httl01uchlllllll~ dl,glitrta!O l'crd*Y dq~~tflma1lcr 
tbe.ft,tor lbtp.lrJIO!ICI ofo.ullfnJ C(lll(!ca ca\1, tbt TeDder SaiJI eltallllo ~·bydelcd!llfllo Pto'tlsfcmaU)OJq i\I~WBa"pha• GST ~ 
4tldiDJlhf-tofll Gt1b~allllf.lfllm1l«ql'clelll}'dl)'itmlltfpfloll~tha1af&her~dntopl!llarJ'. 

'Dio pmbtaallllllllltor of <dtlq if~ u Mt !allllldoc! In 1ho Ccillltlct d~W. ll!lr all U be tlba " 1111 ~0' ~• a 1111!' s&allle 
prcvenUito Plflalpll hln~T.tiiSJCu~ tlld~tl10 ooalnnt~M law. _ 

6gbr4uJe ofPnrriaiqol Oua•lhta 
1llcJ Tenlfottr IIIIIIIIJ!Ptillucliedillo UJd 'IIKliolahfibt pro~lonllquol[(y\ltl) llt(ochmllf,plled byU!o te~ • tter 111m olllll be a 
tmftl®d lllol.mce($), Tllo ~ tMG(s) Ill dab Mlledlio llhlll ~ !he. rtdt aT!!!h9 ot G$1'. NiltwEIJist.Ddm.r, 1b& Telldllftlr 
~Cd&tl tll.tlfl• l'elld« Sum M f~2 cl'dle Tenclsr FcnulnchJ.dOs belli tfto lf~llill aRowllnCG(e) JIB dto CIST ~a} II\ 
~litton ID the pt0VJ1Ioanhll~s). 

T .. d-t .ll!llt ./Unit 
(•xdnln oFGST) 
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$.,...""'~ .... 
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$ ... ., .. ,,,...,,,_.,,tt.,rtHbw.o• 
$. .. - ........ - ....... " ........ looK 
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.------- - - ----- --

.. 

•
Queensland 
Government 

Tender Form - eont'd 

'\J!J~ fO CompJv with WD!•Cbllralqct pgll'f 
IJy b -'tnehlre Gil 1111's Toad« Fcnm, die 'fadorct W&mlllts 11ut, ihwatded a Coiltrlct fbr lhls pmjec!, II will omopl)' 9llll tilt llnilltna 
rell'h'en~W~i atdauae 2~.1A ol'the Spocla1 a.uli!lons otConll'ftolllllll toblaYM~a-Cllll thlJ Wllll'lll1y lr i{vcn in adci(I!OI!IO IQI}' of'Cile 
ICIIIIII of «\\t OtnoJ'II OaailifillrltofCalrttaot. 

. ' 

CaJcula1lo1J p[$(ST Comw•ept ofTgder Sam 
Nvt fender !f~m Cfcodcr S'cm OllOhlllVttf (Jg'J) $3.$17,.17 u•-•u•·--" 

asr CompoiiOllt ot"l'eelder !wa 

t.GIIer Sa Ill (t8 per Ilem2 oM'o!ldu FM!il) 

Nr•n 8fa•pmem 
'l'lat PiiAc!Jd luol.le~llaa tho pcliCIIIIIl i~llit&1llloll m lti-"Tcndcr ~1'11rlMJ1cu:pastS o!twlw mlalllfcla _,d 111)' n~eo11ncti!W 
O'*latiH. 'I1Io IMianuadOft IIIII,)' bfarcdfn IOOOI'clan.OJ wkh 11!D]Wt'klol1t otOIP~I~ ~ My!)DrtiCilJI! lnfbnt&lfoa. fnclldtd Cll1 
fhfs '!WtrFonn JU1 k dr.ci0101U9 tlla TeJIG'et•'llltnltiiOII p1121:1 mid 1111tt actmor. ki wiJ n~k d~ 111)111}' olflel' llllnt ...,tydlout 
thotCIICklr«'sOGIIRIII uDIA!Un6ior~« I'Oqli!Rcl b)' la.woullplllillldln lhe~DoOIIIIDIIIJ. 
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I ProJem 1322 • Natangraba SHS. Year 'I' 
Sulldln{r. 1322 • Netangba SHS • Year 1 

A: Co Ito B:o.tcr~iln 
. . 

t ' PMUM~8 

2 J &~ 
$ 3 nm• Mklde)lt~~DU .. 

4 4 DliHIIIIWlm•l 
& 5 GRot/HI) WORI<lll ~!!M(HJnCN 

I) $ ~~~ 
7 7 I"OII:t.WIORI< 
e 8 REIHFOROEMENT 
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rnEP~ 
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: 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 -Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local IndustrY Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 
~· 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

41 rt-}t 3 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0 -5) 

..--
3·o 
·:s-s-. 
2·S: 
~.s-
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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: 6\~ lO VV\'AfU"i 1 rJ0\.JV\. 
No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2- Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding .p:_ 
• Program \--110 

5. Criterion 5 - local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

P~a.~.Jt 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

I . s--
:Z·o ,.0 

2·s-" 
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Attachment One M Score Sheet 

CJ 

) 

Evaluation Plan 

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

December 2013 

Tender Evaluation C~mmittee rember's Name: \ 

Company: '\S \3, rJ Lc~S\'(OJ<:ftG~_5 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 w Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3- Resources 

4. Criterion 4 -Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School -Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

···-------

Score 
(Range 0 w 5) 

3-·.S 
'"3· s-
~0 

3·0 
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I 

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: ~'At1\o 
No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School -Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

. 

Weighting 

30 

10 .. . 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

' ......... 

l{-·~ 
~.s-

4-·~. 

''S·o 
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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 tJame: 

Company: 

Tenderer: 

No •. . Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4- Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

·--.-·-···---.. - ··-···---·----- ------------·-·-.. ·----

Score 
(Range 0- 5) ·--
'f·a 
lf-·0 

i'=·~ 
3·0 
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) 

THEFIROJECT 
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: H _ ~oY'E_;(_ 
Company: .J4J:7f¥-17 ILL_ 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2f Methodolqgy and Project Specifics 
~~r...(i ~~v 

3. Criterion 3~t .. Resefurces JJ"' ... ~+~ rA4~r 
~ rl.t-'~--<--

4. Criterion 4 -'Value Adding 
• Program -==5}, ~. \)-1..., ~ 

5. C~::J~alln~~ (f 
TOTAL J 

y Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: fj 1 '2-.j 13 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

z_ 

& 

3 

3 
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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: ..ioGiUJ ILL. - r1 Wo(L:.(_ 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 - Tender Sum 

2. ~riterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 
"~ ~. (""{..)lo~> . I 

3. Cr'iterion :31- Res6urces V~ L,~ Dt 'it.~p.rv-<.1.. 
Uv-ulr- ~'l'""L-

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding N; J 
• Program 

j1~\~ 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 
_f'o,.. ,-

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
{Range 0- 5) 

2__ 

( 

0 

I 

I+-..\,~~· 
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I ) 

/ 

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: J& 17 ~€11 r w_ 

Tenderer: )3J3N 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Crite~~-~Jthodology and Project Specifics 
:mtf'~l-

3. Criterion 3 -~-sources 
Q--.:rv-J I, ~ -

4. Criterion 4 - Vafue Addt~\M'I 
• Program ..-

5. Criterion 5- Locallndustr'y Pl.hn 
Q.~ 

TOTAL 

by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0 • 5J 

4-

3 

3 
.3 
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(J 

) 

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: )~J)C)Ln 1 LL ~ J'1 O:totLL. 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Crite~- Methodology and Project Specifics 
J:5c. ~ ~~~ ...! . ' ' I 

3. Criterion t R~ources Ej~ '"' u ,f I' ~ wr cr.. 
)'-l :) hv-.-~: II}). 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding Z ~tc.:. .~ 
• Program Na V JA '~71~· • 

5. Criterion 5 - Loc~dustry Plah 
;4 .. 

TOTAL 

~--

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: · 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

5"' 

;!{~ 
1 
l 
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() 

I ) 

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: J} _ OootY.-

Company: ~ oG!C.r1 1 L-L--

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. C%_on ~thodology and Project Specifics 
SD J-0i7~ 

3. Crite~ 3- Resource~~~ y~. 
b0- · \/\.-0 "'"""' '"':..1-U.ro f.~ 

4. Criterion 4 -Value AddingJ ' ~~ 1} 
• Program 1-~- c.> .'(,a 

5. Criteriqn ~ Local Industry Plan 
J 9-AC!..C--1 ,.. -

TOTAL 

y Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: f-/ 1 t.-)';. 

Narangba Valley State High School -Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

N'-' 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

.3 
_3 

if 
+ 
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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: ~~P~. 
Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 "Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 " Value Adding 
• · Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: t I' ( ~ / 5 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

9 
3 
~ 
"3 
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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: ~) ~~~ 

Tenderer: ~ {) ,.j . 
No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School -Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

A-
2-

~ 

3 
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I ) 

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: g_ l ~~A-1.. ~C-

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5 - Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: lt c \ 2- -1 ~ 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

·10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
{Range 0- 5) 

'* L\' 
-~ 
2-
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CJ 

) 

THE 
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: 

/Lc~.~~ 
<;let;~ W IR t?-"-0 s 

Company: 

Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Date: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

2-
~ 

0 
"2--
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I ) 

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: P-t»~~ 
Tenderer: 

No. Criterion 

1. Criterion 1 -Tender Sum 

2. Criterion 2 - Methodology and Project Specifics 

3. Criterion 3 - Resources 

4. Criterion 4 - Value Adding 
• Program 

5. Criterion 5- Local Industry Plan 

TOTAL 

Signed by Tender Evaluation Committee Member: 

Narangba Valley State High School- Year 7 
: Evaluation Plan 

Weighting 

30 \ 

10 

10 

5 

5 

100% 

Score 
(Range 0- 5) 

4-' 
3 
3 

+ 
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