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The Tender Evaluation panel comprised: 

 Coordinator – Parks Technical 

 Project Officer – Irrigation 

 Technical Officer – Turf and Irrigation 

 Maintenance Engineer – Engineering Maintenance 

 Coordinator Safety Systems and Injury Management  
 

Probity Oversight 

Oversight to the tender assessment process was undertaken by the City’s Contracts 
Officer and an external probity officer from William Buck Consulting (WA) Pty Ltd. 
The Probity Report is included as a Confidential Attachment.  

Tender submissions were evaluated in accordance with the Procurement and 
Evaluation Plan (PEP) which included the following selection criteria: 

Item No Description Weighting 

1 Demonstrated experience installing and maintaining 
commercial electrical irrigation infrastructure 

35% 

2 Demonstrated  available resources to complete 
works in timeframes set by the City 

35% 

3 OH & S 30% 

4 Price (assessed under Value for Money) Not 
Weighted 

It should be noted that this Request for Tender was issued prior to the deployment of 
the City’s updated Purchasing Policy. Sustainable procurement criteria were non-
weighted.  

Pricing is not included in the qualitative criteria and is considered as part of the 
overall value for money assessment. The minimum acceptable baseline for 
Qualitative Criteria is set at 50% with acceptable minimum scores required for each 
qualitative criterion. 

 

Evaluation Criteria 1 - Demonstrated experience installing and maintaining 
commercial electrical irrigation infrastructure (35%) 

The tenderer’s relevant experience in demonstrating the achievement of meeting 
client expectations as presented in their tender submission were assessed in order 
to evaluate their capability to meet the requirements of the contract. Assessment of 
this criterion considered the tendering entity’s credentials to fulfil the requirements 
of the contract. 

Triton met the City’s requirements for this criterion. 

Evaluation Criteria 2 - Demonstrated  available resources to complete works 
in timeframes set by the City (35%) 

The tenderer’s resources as presented in their tender submission were assessed in 
order to evaluate their capacity to meet the requirements of the contract.  
Assessment of this criterion considered the tenderer’s staff resources, vehicles, 
plant/equipment and workshop support to manage the contract.  
 












