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(Purpose H1)
Article1 145
These detailed stipulations stipulate matters necessary in priority review toward
adoption of diverse PPP/PFI methods in order to ensure sound and inexpensive
service provision, as well as to develop the facilities of the Okinawa Institute of
Science and Technology School Corporation (“Corporation”) efficiently and
effectively, in accordance with the Guidelines on Priority Review toward Adoption
of Diverse PPP/PFI Methods (decision of the Council for the Promotion of Private
Finance Initiatives, December 15, 2015), along with the stipulations in the Policies,
Rules and Procedures of the Corporation.
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(Definitions  TEF%)
Article 2 FE 245
In these detailed stipulations, the meanings of the terms listed in the following
items shall be as defined respectively in those items.
ZOMANZ I T HHFEOERIL, ROFFITED D & ZAHAIZED,
(1) Facilities provisioning project: Any project relating to the provision of
facilities
FEREI S« MR ORHEICEAT 2 FEL VD
(2) Usage fee: Any fee charged in relation to the use of facilities
FIREHE - HRR OFRIAR D20 D
(3) Management: Management, maintenance, and initiatives related thereto,
including service provision
RS R OWERE T NS DI AR 2 VL, B R
DfEft A ZTe



(4) Provision: Construction, renovation, maintenance, management, or
initiatives related thereto, including service provision
gy . ARk, U, MERE RS L EE SUIX T 62T 24
ZD, = 20RMEE ST

(5) Priority review: Reviewing whether or not the adoption of diverse PPP/PFI
methods is appropriate in the course of determining approaches to
facilities provision, in priority to conventional methods of facilities
provision by Corporation and in accordance with these detailed
stipulations
BORERRET 0 ZOMANCE S X MR OBHEEO T2 5124
7o T, k7P PP/ PF I FEOEANEYNE I 2%, FRMNHA
O fiER DFEAHE 2AT O PR FEITELE L TRET2Z2 820D

(Initiation of Priority Review & 5CHMR 5 B AR )

Article 3 345

Priority review shall be conducted when formulating basic schemes and basic
plans for new facilities provision, when reviewing the management of facilities,
and when considering approaches to other facilities provision, including but not
limited to instances falling under any of the following items.

BT\ DR 21T O 7o DIZEEARE . ARG S 2 K ET 256 L Otk
DEEFDORE L Z1T D & EDIEN, ROFZONTNMNIIFEYET D & &L OM
DiER DFAHE D IT R 2 a9 5 & 1T, PR TG Z1T 9,

(1) When instituting or revising an Individual Facilities Plan under part IV of
the “Basic Plan for Extending the Lifespan of Infrastructure and Buildings”
(Determination of the Ministerial Liaison Council for the Promotion of
Countermeasures on Infrastructure Ageing, November 29, 2013)

(A7 T RIFmCEAGIE] CER2 541 1H2 9 A7 7%
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REXIBEEITO & &

(2) When considering the effective utilization of land or other assets
THEOEEFOAINEM G5 L &

(3) When considering the consolidation or integration of facilities
Mg DEANE X ITEECFE LT 5 L &

(Projects Eligible for Priority Review &G0 O X G 4 3E)
Article 4 4%



A project falling under any of the following items shall be eligible for priority
review.
ROBTZDWTNNITEE T D HEIE, BENRRIORNRET 5,

(1) Building—related projects and other facilities provisioning projects with an
overall project cost of 1 billion yen or more (involving construction or
renovation) for which it is judged effective to utilize funds, business
capabilities, and technical capabilities of private enterprises
Y ORAFF I T 2 FELOMRMFZEE DESR., BER MO
TAIRE S 2 TE 3 2 RO DN D sk B F D O B, FEEOR
1 OEML EoFE (BERELIHELETL LD, )

(2) Other projects that the President deems necessary

Z DM FERPD VI LR 5 FE

(Projects Excluded from Priority Review #5CHRFET OG0 5 bk < )
Article 5 545
Facilities provisioning projects falling under any of the items below shall be
excluded from priority review.
MBI FED O B, IROFBZONTNNIEE T 2551, BIEIRET DX 5
MHER<
(1) Facilities provisioning projects of which the adoption of PPP/PFI methods
is a precondition
BEICP PP/ PF I FEDEANNAHEE ST D ik 5 i 2
(2) Facilities provisioning projects with statutory restrictions on
implementation by private enterprises
RMSEE N FEmT D 2 & DMERNTHIFR S 41T 2 fi s B i 953
(3) Disaster recovery projects and other facilities provisioning projects that
require urgent implementation

KEFIHFHESE, RACEHRT DL END DI h F

(Selection of Preferred Method £ T Di%EIR)

Article 6 F 65

1. In facilities provisioning projects eligible for priority review, prior to the simple
review and detailed review stipulated in Articles 7 and 8 respectively, the most
appropriate PPP/PFI method (“preferred method”) shall be selected in light of
factors including the duration, special characteristics, and scale of the project,
and having regard to project quality assurance.
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2.
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N OVEE 8 SRICE D DA/ RFHIIENL - T, S EOMIM, Frik, HESE
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Where it is difficult in such cases to select a single preferred method, two or
more methods may be selected.

ZOLGHEIZBNT, M—DOFELZBIRT L2 ERNETH D & 1L, HED
FIEZREINTE %,

(Simple Review i 5 72 i)
Article 7 HE 7%

1.

The suitability of the preferred method shall be assessed by using the
attached PPP/PFI Method Simple Quantitative Assessment Sheet to compare
the overall cost of the matters set forth below (“overall cost”) in the case of
adopting the preferred method with the overall cost in the case of
implementation under the conventional method whereby Corporation
conducts the facilities provision itself.
PPP/PF I FEMGERHNHFAFICLY . PR E Ok OFMEL1T
IVERMFEC L D56 L, BAFELZBEALLLSA L DM T, ROKFIC
T 2BMEOME (LT TEARE] \vwo, ) Zigl, AFEOE
ADEAG Z 735,
In the event that two or more preferred methods have been selected under the
provisions of Article 6, the overall costs shall be calculated for each of these
methods separately, and the lowest of these costs shall be compared to the
overall cost under the conventional method.
H 6 ROBUEIZB N THEBOFIELZBIR LIZGEICB W TE, &4 DFIEL
OWTEMBEHZHEL, ZORBENVLD & 1ERBIFECL 256 D0H
Mie%a & O CTRERD I 21T 9,
(1) Costs of facilities provision (excluding management)
fisx DENRE CEEFELRS, ) OFEH
(2) Costs of facilities management
i @ oD 1 5 0D e
(3) Fair profits and allocations to private enterprises
33 O 22 F ) 4s S OV Y
(4) Costs required for investigations

A 2T 5



(5) Costs required to procure funds

G TEIC BT S
(6) Usage fee revenue

R BRI A

3. Notwithstanding paragraph 1, if a comparison of overall costs is deemed

difficult on grounds such as paucity of data on past performance using the
preferred method, the suitability of the preferred method may be assessed by
means enabling objective assessment of capacity to curb public expenditure,
including but not limited to one of the means set forth below.
?mﬁﬁ%/f®uﬁ£®§%ﬁ’*a75>2 L2 &I L0 B FREEO Ll 3 R 8 & 38
EEIE B1LHOBEIZ P DLT, IROKFIZ %fé%ﬁ%@m%@@ﬁ
ﬁ®mﬁ_0@mé L HBEBINCTHE T 2 2 &R TE L HEICKVERAF
EOEADHES 27 il 5 2 LN TE D,
(1) Assessment based on opinions obtained from private enterprises

RS 3EE ~O B RBEH A B £ % 725
(2) Assessment based on investigation of similar cases

FALHA DO FHA A B £ 2 TRl

(Detailed Review FEAH72105T)

Article 8 8%

Facilities provisioning projects, other than those for which the adoption of the
preferred method was judged inappropriate following the simple review under
Article 7, shall be subjected to a detailed comparison of costs, preceded by
consideration of matters such as required standards and apportionment of risk,
utilizing specialist external consultants or the like. On this basis, the suitability of
the preferred method shall be assessed by comparing the overall cost of the
preferred method with the overall cost in the case of implementation under the
conventional method whereby Corporation conducts the facilities provision itself.
5T ROBG BEHI B W TR FIEOBE AT L7 & 5l S A7 s 0 5
KU O R E LR GR L LT, %Wmﬁ%%:/#w&/%%ﬁﬁféﬁ
SWZE D BROKHE, U A7 pHEOKGT 21T o772 LT, FEMeE HEFE 0%
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B L DT, BEMREA KL, RHFIEOEADOES 27 I 5,

(Adoption of Preferred Method without Assessment  #FAli 2 £ 3°121T 2 B Tk
BA)



Article 9 F 945

If the preferred method falls under any of the categories set forth below, its

adoption may be determined by omitting the simple review and conducting only

the detailed review.

P FEPNRDOE G OWNTIINIEE T L5610, fSRme 48 L, 3

R A ERT D Z LIS HERAFEDBAZRET HZ LN TE D,

(1) BTO method where the project is heavily weighted toward facilities
provision and/or where the management and other project content is of a
routine nature
UL F DR EB OB ORE W E O XTIEE FEDOEFNE N IE
B2 6 DICEE T 25 BB 5B T O
(2) Preferred method where a private enterprise has made a proposal

concerning PPP/PFI for which, on the basis of an objective assessment
such as comparison of the overall cost of the preferred method with the
overall costs of using the conventional method, adoption of the preferred
method is considered appropriate
REFEENOPPP/PF IICHTIRENHLG5ETH- T, Uik
RRIZBWT, IR TFEC L D56 LR FELZEALIZLEG & DO
TOE HFOLEEORBINZLFTAMIZ LV | Ui FEOE A E
PTH DL EINTVWDLILEITEHIT D L% FIE

(Publication of Findings of Assessment  §TAfhifi DA F)

Article10 %1 04

As a result of the reviews prescribed in Articles 7 and 8, in the event that PPP/PFI
method adoption is judged inappropriate, the outcomes shall be published online.
Publication shall be done at an appropriate time such as after completion of the
tendering process.

FTREOE S RITHET HDHFOME, PPP/PF I FHEEANZHELARWE
I L 725 e i2id,. AALTFRE & O THREFEE 2RI, FHbRRE A 7 —x
v N ETART D,

(Miscellaneous Provisions & M)

Article 11 %1 1%

Other matters necessary for the priority review of adoption of PPP/PFI methods
shall be stipulated separately.

ZDOFENTED D HDODIEN, PP P,/ PF I FEEAMELRBFHI LI 2 HIH
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Supplementary Provisions [ffH|

These detailed stipulations shall come into effective from February 1, 2018.
(Approved by Vice President for Financial Management)
ZOMANE, FEE3 02 H 1 B 6HhifT9 %,

(EI7FR (MHBHEY) RE)

These detailed stipulations shall come into effect from February 12, 2019.
(Revised by Vice President for Financial Management)
ZOMANX, 201 94 2H 1 2 ANGHEITT 5,

(BlI%FR (MH5HY) %ET)



