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Technical Proposal
Score

Technical Proposal Maximum Potentlal Points

> Quality (50%)

Experience & Authority of Key Individuals

Extent of Quality Control / Quality Assurance
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Measures to Evaluate Performance in Construction
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Structural Enhancemenis 5 Z o
>  Public Relations {15%) 15 1 2.4
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| hereby certify that the scores reflected above indicate my personal assessment and evaluafion
of the Technical Proposal for the above mentioned Proposer.

Evaluator Signature: f% M Date: '7// ! %"/@ P

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