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Bremore Port – International Master Planning Consultancy Services
Negotiated Procedure (Utilities Directive 2014/25/EU) 
TED Notice Ref: 465513-2026 
eTenders Resource ID: 8578581

Candidate Clarifications Responses 
Candidates are reminded that all communications must be made through the eTenders platform.  Any other forms of communication using alternative channels will not be acknowledged or responded to.
The deadline for submission of clarification queries was the 20th of July 2026. Any queries received after this date will not be responded to.  
This log consolidates all clarification queries received up to and including the 20th of July 2026, anonymised and grouped by topic. Duplicate or overlapping queries from different candidates have been merged into a single question so that one consistent, published answer covers all.
Issue Date: 27 July 2026
1. Scope of Services 
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response

	Q1
	Candidate has requested further information beyond what is currently published on the tender website. They noted the existence of the Henning Larsen masterplan and queried whether this tender represents a restart of the existing Henning Larsen masterplan process.
	To clarify, this is an entirely separate tender process from the existing Henning Larsen masterplan process. As outlined in the tender documents, this is a new appointment for international port master planning consultancy services for Bremore Port. The two masterplans are independent workstreams covering different elements of the project: the Henning Larsen masterplan covers the land-based elements of the site, whereas this tender is specifically for the port masterplan. No further information beyond what is set out in the published QQ documents is being disclosed at this stage.


2. Tender Documents – ESPD Format
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response

	Q2
	Candidate has asked whether the Full ESPD Request (National Criteria) and Extended ESPD Request, currently only available as XML, could also be made available in PDF format to assist with review and completion.
	The ESPD Response itself must be completed via the eTenders platform.
There is a guidance video on the eTenders platform that can be consulted. 
We can further confirm that PDF versions of the published ESPD Request XML files cannot be generated, as this is not supported by the eTenders platform. 
Candidates should proceed using the online completion process set out on the platform.


3. Submission Deadline
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response 

	Q3
	One candidate has requested the QQ submission deadline be extended to 20 August, citing key personnel being on leave.
Another candidate has separately requested a general two-week extension, citing the summer holiday period and high volume of tender activity in the market.
	The QQ submission deadline has been extended by two weeks and is now 20 August 2026. This extension applies equally to all candidates. A Change Notice reflecting the revised deadline has been published on eTenders. 


4. Section 4.4 – Data Protection
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response

	Q4
	Candidate has asked what "concrete evidence" means for Section 4.4 Data Protection, and whether a completed Appendix D form alone is sufficient, or whether additional supporting evidence is required.
	A fully completed Appendix D, supplemented by a brief narrative (e.g. reference to the candidate's data protection policy, evidence of a nominated Data Protection Officer or equivalent, and any relevant certifications such as ISO 27001) is expected to satisfy this requirement. Appendix D alone, without any supporting detail, is unlikely to constitute "concrete evidence".


5. Section 5.1 – Relevant High Value Project Experience
	No.
	Clarification Query
	Response

	Q5
	Multiple candidates have asked for confirmation on the €50m capital value requirement: is it the professional masterplanning/planning services that must relate to a project of at least €50m capital value, rather than a requirement that the entire works be constructed within the specified time period?
	Confirmed. It is the reference project (i.e. the development to which the masterplanning services relate) that must have a capital value of not less than €50 million. The requirement is that the candidate provided masterplanning or equivalent planning services to a project of this scale, not that the full development must have been physically constructed.

	Q6
	Several candidates have asked how "completed or substantially completed within the last 10–15 years" should be interpreted: (i) is this a 10-year or a 15-year look-back; (ii) does "completed/substantially completed" refer to the masterplanning/planning services being completed and accepted by the client, or to physical construction/occupation being complete; some masterplans span multiple decades with phased implementation.
	 (i) 10–15 years is intended as a range, not a fixed look-back. A reference project falling anywhere within the last 15 years is eligible, provided the masterplanning commission itself is not materially older than 15 years.                                        (ii) "Completed or substantially completed" refers to the masterplanning/planning services, i.e. the point at which the candidate's commission concluded, or the masterplan was adopted/accepted by the client, not to physical construction or occupation, which may continue for many years afterwards under a phased delivery.




6. Section 5.2 – International / Cross-Jurisdictional Experience
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response

	Q7
	Candidate has asked whether the one A4 page limit under Section 5.2 applies per project referenced, or as a total limit across all projects submitted under this section.
	The one A4 page limit is a total limit for Section 5.2 as a whole, covering all international/cross-jurisdictional projects referenced, not one page per project.


7. Section 6.1 – Proposed Project Director / Lead Master Planner
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response 

	Q8
	Candidate has asked whether the submission may include two separate one-page CV summaries (i.e. two A4 pages total) — one for the Project Director and one for the Lead Master Planner — where these are two different individuals, to properly reflect both roles.
	Yes, where the Project Director and Lead Master Planner are proposed as two separate individuals, one A4 CV summary may be submitted for each (maximum two A4 pages total for this section). Where one individual holds both roles, the existing page limit continues to apply.


8. Section 6.2 – Core Project Team
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response 

	Q9
	Candidate has asked whether Section 6.2 (Core Project Team) submissions should include supporting planning/consenting and commercial services roles, or whether these will be provided by the Client Team.
	Candidates should identify their proposed core team including any planning/consenting and commercial/cost advisory input they intend to provide as part of their own team. Where such services are expected to be provided by the Client Team rather than the appointed consultant, this will be set out in the background information issued to shortlisted candidates at negotiation stage.

	Q10
	Multiple candidates have raised the organogram required under Section 6.2: (i) whether it can sit outside the one A4 page limit for this section or must be provided separately; (ii) one candidate has separately asked whether the Section 6.2 page/word limit could be increased to align with Section 6.1, given both are weighted equally.
	(i) The organogram may be submitted as an additional page, separate to the one A4 page narrative for Section 6.2, it will not count towards the page limit. 
(ii) The Section 6.2 page and word limit will remain as set out in the QQ; the organogram allowance in (i) is intended to address the practical constraint raised.


9. General Submission Formatting
	No.
	Clarification Query 
	Response 

	Q11
	Candidate has asked whether covers and divider pages are permitted in addition to the stated page counts, and whether diagrams and image captions are excluded from word counts.
	A cover page and section divider pages are permitted in addition to the stated page limits, provided they contain no substantive content beyond section titles/candidate name. Diagrams, images and their captions do not count towards word limits, but do count towards page limits where included within a page-limited section.



10. Form of Contract, Shortlisting & Negotiation Phase
	No.
	Clarification Query
	Response

	Q12
	Candidate has asked what form of contract will be used to appoint the masterplanning services, and when candidates will receive a draft contract for review.
	The form of contract is a framework agreement. A draft will be issued to shortlisted candidates as part of the background information pack at the outset of the negotiation phase.

	Q13
	Candidate has asked whether shortlisted candidates will have the opportunity to raise comments or departures on the draft contract during the negotiation phase, prior to BAFO submission.
	Yes, shortlisted candidates will have an opportunity to raise comments/departures on the draft contract terms during the negotiation phase, prior to submission of Best and Final Offers. The extent to which departures can be accommodated will be addressed during negotiation.

	Q14
	Candidate has asked when successful (shortlisted) candidates will be informed of their shortlisting.
	Subject to evaluation timelines, we will endeavour to notify candidates of shortlisting outcomes within approximately four to six weeks of the QQ submission deadline. 

	Q15
	Candidate has asked whether shortlisted candidates will be expected to undertake a design competition or develop preliminary masterplan design(s) during the negotiation phase in order to arrive at a costed proposal.
	This is not structured as a design competition. Shortlisted candidates will be given background information to develop a baseline assessment and costed proposal for their professional services; the extent of any preliminary design input expected at this stage will be set out in the negotiation phase documentation.
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