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NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
Pro curement & Contract Administration Se ction

28-Mauve Area, G-9 / I, Islamabad Tel: 9032727 , Fax: 9260419
{ Y L

.  \ '
No. 6(587)/DIR (P&CA)/NHA|2022l E 6 Islamabaa, ?. .l..lu.nu&ry,2023

Director General
Public Procurement Regulatory Authority
1"t Floor FBC Building near State Bank,
Sector G-5/ 2, Islamabad

subject: ANNOUNCEMENT OF FINAL EVALUATION REIORT-IEEBA
RULE.35I:

for Fe Studv & De

for Co of Jamal Interc Sukkur-
Motorurav (M-51

Reference: PPRA Rule-35

Find enclosed herewith the Final Evaluation Report along with

Evaluation Criteria (Annex-I) for the subject Services in line with PPRA Rule-35

for uploading on PPRA website at the earliest, please'

DrREcroR (Cot'lsulreucv) P&CA

Encl: Final Evaluation Report along with Annex- I

Copv for kind information to:

- Member (Planning), NHA, Islamabad;
- General Manager (P&CA), NHA, Islamabad;
- Director (Tech. to Chairman), NHA, Islamabad;
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L EVAL
(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules. 2004)

1 Name of Procuring AgencY: National Highway AuthoritY

2. Method of Procurement: Single Stage Two Envelope Procedure

3. Title of Procurement: Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study &
Detailed Design for Construction of Jamal Din

Interchange on Sukkur-Multan Motorway (M-5)

4 . Tender Inquiry No.: 6(587)

5 . PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): T5492961 E

6 . Date & Time of Bid Closing: 1Oth November,2022 at 1130 hours localt ime

7 . Date & Time of Bid OPening: 1 Oth November, 2022 at 1200 hours local time

8. No of Bids Received: Six (06) Proposals were received

9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation: Criteria of Bid Evaluation is attached at Annex-l

10 . Details of Bid(s) Evaluation: As below

Name of Bidder

Marks

Evaluated
Cost (EC)*

(PKR)

Rule/Regulation/
SBD**/PolicY/

Basis for Reiection
/ Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP

Rules, 2004.

Technical
Score (St)

(80%)

Financial
Score (Sf)

(20 %l

Total
Score
(100%)

1) M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd.

in association with M/s

Power Aim Engineering

Services (Pvt.) Ltd'

(Sub-Consultant)

642 180 822 8 , 7 1 5 , 3 8 0

Top scoring firm in

combined eva-luation
(PPRA Rule 36(b)

(ix))

2) Mls Prime Engineering

& Testing Consultants

(Pvt.) Ltd" and in

association with M/s

ZTECll, Tech.

Engineering Solutions

(Sub-Consultant)

6 1 3 200 8 1 3 7 , 8 6 0 , 6 1 0 2nd

8r2 9,685,468 3.d

3) Mis Associated

ConsultancY Centre

(Pvt.) Ltd. in association

with M/s ZK

EnterPrises
(Sub Consultant)

650 162

779 1 1 , 8 3 0 , 6  1 2 4th
a) M/s Associated

Consulting Engineers

ACE Ltd. in association

with M/s National

646 I J J
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FINAL

Name of Bidder

Marks

Evaluated
Cost (EG)*

(PKR)

Rule/Regulation/
SBD""/Policy/

Basis for Rejection
/ Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP

Rules, 2004.

Technical
Score (St)

(80%)

Financial
Score (Sf)

(20 %l

Total
Score
(100%)

Infrastructure
Engineering Services
(NIES) (Sub- Consultart)

5) M/s PAVRON in JV with

M/s BK Consultant
(SMC-Pvt.) Ltd. and in

association with M/s

Engineering & Technical

Associates
(Sub-Consultant)

602 L o J 765 9,673,312 5th

6) M/s Asif Ali & Associates

in JV with M/s A.A

Associates & and in

association with M/s

Concept Plalning &

Engineering Services

(Sub-Consultant)

590 I J D 725 1 1,606,884 6th

.EC /s the Evatuated Cost used for evaluation purpose and includes only the cost of

compe1tive component (i.e. Remuneration and Direct Non-Salary Cost) and is exclusive

of Provisional Sum, Contingency and lndirect Taxes'

Top Ranked Bidder: M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd. in association with M/s Power Aim

Engineering Services (Pvt') Ltd. (Sub-Consultant)

11. Any other additional/supporting information, the procuring agency may like

to share: The Procurement was carried out in line with PPRA Rules &

Regulations. The bidding was done on QCBS method with 80.20 Technical to

Financial proposals ratio. The Contract is being awarded to M/s NESPAK (Pvt')

Ltd. in association with M/s Power Aim Engineering Services (Pvt.) Ltd'

(Sub-Consultant) at eval finar1cial proposal of Pak. Rs. 8,715,380/-

signature: . . .  . . .  . . .  . . .  . . .YY:K. . . . '
I'IUHAMMAD AHMED ABRO

DTRECTOR (P&CA)
Na t i ona t  H ighway  Au tho r i t y

**Standard Bidding Documenfs (SBD)'

Co,rsgttancy Se,vicesTfeasi1itity Study & Detaited Design for Constructionof Jamal Din lnterchange on
Page 2 of 2

S ukkur-M ulta n MotorwaY ( M- 5).



National Highway AuthoritY
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Annex-I

Criteria

EOK

Final Evaluation

Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study d

Detailed Design for construction of

Jamal Din Interchange on Sukkur-Multan
Motorway (M-5)

Januaryo 2023
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Summary Evaluation Sheet
Say i.:c to Cornup"ion
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EYALIJATION CRITERT4. Sccre
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TOTAL: i Silit

L.--cel!ent -llit"io VeryGood -g|ity" AEcvcAvcrage-00-89Y, Avelage -'iirigok BelowAvcrage -l-49o i{or'-crnpiS'in':-0"/o'

Sccre: 1{axirnum tVeightage rating / I 00. }iininrunr quaiifying score is 70o/o or 70{i rnarks-

Feasibilit;" Stu'iy end D;i;ilri Design fcr Conitruction of Jamai Dia

SUiIJIIIARY EVALUATION S}IEET FOR FULL TECII}iICAL FROPOSALS (QCBS)

ii. I'avement
Economist

Snecific Experience rclated to pailicular Assignmctrt

Ccrnsuiiancy Selvices foi WCi lnlerc!:a-lq.j cn *qrl;:ku:'ld,tl"an N'lok lway (\{-5)
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Say No to Comrption
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Persornel Evaluation Sheet
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PERSONNEL EVALUATION SHEET

I{ating: - ilxccllcnr - 100% very good - 9A-99o/" Abcve Average - 80-89%

Score: Mnximuur Wcighttge X rating / 100. Minimum qualifying score is 70Vo.

Average -70-790 Below Average - l-69"/0 Non-complying - 0%

Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study and Detailed Design for Construction of Jamal Din Wali Interchange on Sukkur-Multan Motorway (M-5)

POSITION/AREAOF
EXPERTISE

Name
Academic and General

Qualification
Weightage 30%

Project relatcd
Experience

Weightage 60%

Status with the Firm
r0%

OVERALL
RATING (Sum

of Weighted
Ratines)

(Sliou' all experts to be evaluated)
Percentage

Rating

Weighted
Ratirg
rA)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating

(B)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating .

(c)
(A+B+C)

i .  Team Leade'/ Senior Highway Enginecr

ii. StructuralEngineer

iii. Pavcrnctrt Engiueer

ir,. Trairspott Ecoiromist

v. Quantity Surveyor


