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Technical Proposal Maximum Potential Points Techniga:ol:;oposal
> Quality (50%) 7 -
Experience & Authority of Key Individuals 20 | | 2
Exlent of Quality Control / Quality Assurance 10 1.5
Safety “ 10 6.5~
Measures to Evaluale Performance in Conslruction ' 10
»>  Aesthetics (20%)
Enhancements to the RFP 10 5.9
Approach 1o involve stakeholders 10 55
> Enhancements {15%)
Geomelric Enhancements 10 9.1
Structural Enhancements 5 2,715
> Public Relations {15%) 15 10,65
TOTAL 100 (9 2 (g

I hereby certify that the scores reflected above indicate my personal assessment and evaluation
of the Technical Proposal for the above mentioned Proposer.

Evaluator Signature: \\&L\,‘kr}v(

Date: o}/‘ ﬁ[//)’z

I hereby certify that | have audited this evaluation form for the above mentioned Proposer.

Auditor Signature: @m&;ﬂi% Lc&;:w\/a pate: _ Al 19 {03
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bensfils to road users
Consideration of context
sensitive design principals
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