ANNEX 3

Evaluation Criteria

The Authority will assess Offers on the criteria set out below and will select a Developer on the basis that their Offer is the most economically advantageous to the Authority. The criteria (and associated marks) to be used in determining which Offers are the most economically advantageous are: 

Team & Deliverability

20% 

Design & Sustainability 

30% 

Financial Offer 

50% 

Offers will be assessed on the following basis: 

Project Team & Deliverability
20% 
Does the team have the range of expertise required for this Development. 

Do team members have a track record in designing and delivering: 

· mixed tenure residential neighbourhoods? 

· high quality places to live? 

Do the key personnel have the necessary skills for designing and delivering a high quality project? 

Will key personnel (whether in-house or external consultants) play a 

significant role in the design and/or delivery of the Development? 

Will the proposals for managing the scheme deliver the Project Partners’ objectives in a timely and proper manner? 
· Has evidence of delivered schemes in the region been provided?

· Has evidence of funds being available been provided?
Design & Sustainability
30% 
Is the scheme capable of meeting the Authority’s aspirations and securing planning consent? 

Are significant changes required to the scheme to achieve the above? 

Does the scheme respond positively to the site and its context and contribute to the regeneration of the wider area? 

Does the scheme provide an appropriate number and mix of units?  

Is a distinctive architectural approach and quality proposed that has the 

potential to knit together the existing and new into a coherent neighbourhood?  

Are building frontages active and appropriately designed for an urban 

residential area? 

Are building elevations well considered? 

Is there evidence that consideration has been given to the quality of 

materials, components and details? 


Is car parking well integrated into the scheme so that it is convenient for residents, yet does not dominate the public realm? 

Is the scheme tenure blind? In terms of distribution of units, design quality/

appearance and access to amenities?

Does the proposal deal effectively with: 

· Mixed tenure development proposals 

· Compliance with Considerate Constructer schemes 

· Provision of Training and skills schemes 

· Health and Safety 

Finance 
50% 

Bidders' financial submissions will be evaluated:

i. Against the minimum financial requirements being achieved (see section 2.3 of the Brief);

ii. Against current open market land values adjusted for abnormal costs & the requirements of the Brief, and

iii. On the strength of the overage proposals. 

