NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY

% . Procurement & Contract Admmzstratton Section :
Mot 8Ghe#4 D8_Mauve Area G-9/1, Islamabad Tel: 9032727 Fax 9260419

No. 6(578)/ GM/(P&CA)/ NI—IA/ 2022/ é[g Islamabad,ﬂuz October 2022

Director General . ‘ '
Public Procurement Regulatory Authority
| 1st Floor FBC Building near State Bank,
| Sector G-5/2, Islamabad

Subject: ANNOUNCEMENT OF EVALUATION REPORT (PPRA RULE-35):
Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study and Detailed Design
for Construction of Lundianwala Interch__ge on Lahore-Abdul
Hakeem Motorway (M-3) . ‘

Reference: PPRA Rule—35

Find enclosed herew1th the Evaluat1on Report along with
Evaluation Criteria (Annex-I) for the subject Serv1ces 1n 11ne W1th PPRA Rule- 35

for uploading on PPRA Webs1te at the earliest, please

‘i '/ (SAMI-UR-REHMAN)
+%' General Manager (P&CA)

Encl: Evaluation _Repori_:v'j;alorlig with Annex- I

Copy for kind information to:

- Member (Planning), NHA Islamabad : s
- Director Consultancy (P&CA), NHA, Islamabad; BN TR SR
- Director (Tech. to Chairman), NHA, Islamabad; R g AL




EVALU iﬁ-’TION@REP.RT

As Per Rule 35 of PP Rulesf ,2004 e

1. | Name of Procuring Agency: ‘_‘_ National nghway Authonty

2. | Method of Procurement; ’ Single Stage Two Envelope Procedure o
3. | Title of Procurement; - Consultancy Servrces for Feasrblllty Study and -
Detailed De3|gn for: Constructlon of Lundianwala
“Interchange on- Lahore—AbduI Hakeem Motorway
- (M-3) :
4. | Tender Inquiry No.: 6(578) P :
5. | PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): e TS4855 1 1E
6. | Date & Time of Bid Closing: 12t August 2022 at- 1130 hours local time
7. | Date & Time of Bid Opening: VAL August, 2022 at,,12.00 hours Iocal time
8. | No of Bids Received: ‘ Eight (08) Proposals Were"received
9. | Criteria for Bid Evaluation: .. Criteria of BidlEiyaIuaﬁiorr is attached at Annex-|
10. | Details of Bid(s) Evaluation: “As below . oo g | -
" Technical Rulef ‘fegulatlonl SBD**IPollcyI
Name of Bidder ' .;Score (out o Basrs_ or Rejection / Acceptance
: - 1000y = 7 as per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004

1) M/s Asif All & Associates (Pvt.) Ltd. In -1
association with M/s Concept o799 ‘.-'.;‘ -Technlcally Quahfed
Planning & Engineering Services ' " o o

2) M/s Associated Consuitancy Centre T e R T
(Pvt) Ltd. in association with 792 |, Technically Qualified
M/s Technical Assomates - e I :

3) M/s Associated Consulting Englneers e ‘ S S ’ -
(ACE) Ltd. in association with M/s | = = 782 50 Technlcauy Quallfed
Pakistan Engineering Tech. SRR RN T PRI

4) M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd. in JV with M/s ' ) PREE ‘
Technical Resource Services (Pvt.)

. Technically Qualified

Ltd. and in association with M/s NGE 88 e
Consultants (Pvt.) Ltd. '
5) M/s A.A Associates in association | R S
with M/s Global Engineering System 740 . : T ¢°“f?'°?"¥' Qua?fﬁ?‘?. .
' X A Anically DIs-Gualfied
6) M/s Allied Engineering Consultants 57 - eih';'na;g% ')spp;a,_s,: Ilsule
(Pvt.) Ltd. . . : ’
7) M/s PAVRON in JV with M/s BK ' Non Responswe IR
‘ Consultant (SMC-PVT) Ltd. and in Data Sheet ofthe RFP (LOI Clause 1 8 (IV)
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W

IR mT eohmcak dguata
Name of Bidder =~ - | Score (out of ~| Basis'f or Rejectlonl Acceptance
. " o 1000) ] as per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004.

association ~with - M/s - National
Infrastructure Engineering Services

8) M/s Engineering  Services anol

Non—Res
Architecture Consultants (ESAC) pons

Data Sneet of the RFP (I

1. Any other addltlonallsupportmg mformatlon the procurlng l:_.ncy i) ay Ilke to share
The Procurement is being ‘carried out in line with. PPRA Rules {-'& Regulatlons usmg ‘the
QCBS method with 80: 20 Technical to Financial Proposals ratlo :

Signature: «-m.«nr denide. R L

. Benero: ’s‘lanaqor !P&CA
Official Stamp:..... Bstiomat tree:5 i )

- *Standard Blddlng DocuIﬁBMBD)

ndlanwala Interchange on

Consultancy Services for Feasnblllty Study and Detalled Desngn for Cons ct|on of’-‘ I
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National HighWéy Authority

Annex-I

Criteria
FOR.
Bid Evaluation

Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study
and Detailed Design for Construction of
Lundianwala Interchange on Lahore-Abdul
Hakeem Motorway (M-3)

October, 2022




Say No to Corruption Summary Evaluation Sheet

SUMMARY EVALUATION SHEET FOR FULL TECHNICAL PROPOSALS (QCBS)

i Max. Firm 1 Firm 2
EVALUATION CRITERIA ) Weightage Rating Score RathL Score .
1. Firms Experience ) ] 100
General Experience in road Transport Sector 25
Specific Experience related to particular Assignment 75
2. Approach and Methodology . 250
2-a. Appreciation of the Project 70
(i) Evidence of Site Visit with Photographs . (30)
(ii) Clarity of appreciation ' ' (20)
(iii) Comprehensiveness of appreciation (20)
| ) 2-b. Problem Statement/ understanding of objectives 50
| o I . (i) Identification of Problems/ Objectives ' (30)
(ii) Components of Proposed Services ) (20)
2-c._Methodology . 80
(i) Proposed Solutions for this Project. - : ) - . 30)
—{it)—Quality of Methodology- - {20)
(iii) Conciseness, clarity and completeness of proposal ] ] (30)
.| 2-d. Suggested Changes for Improvement in TOR. - I AR ST e 10
2-e._Work Program : - - : ’ 20
' 2-f. Staffing Schedule 20
. ) ‘3. Key Personnel . ) ) 450
Firm affidavit for presence of personnel - 25
| i. Team Leader/ Highway Engineer ' : 200
il. _Structural Engineer : ) . L S ) 105
{:dii.;;Pavement Engineer - - - - - - - R S e L S T O - 60 |
iv. Transport Economist : : - - ' | 60
o K2 ,Performancef Certiﬁcatlon from clients 75
LT Affidavit on'stamp p@et -duly attesied by the Oath Comrmsstoner regardmg non-blackhstm& i o 25
-5, Present:Conimitnients (current énsagement and avallabiestrength Justiﬁeatlon) R e e : -
te. ,Transfer of Knowledigs (Methodolggyl Plans) - . : EEERCE L : 50|
- : S . L e o TOTAL: | 1000

- . Excellent - 100% Very Good - 90-99% Aﬁdve Average ~80-89% Avefage —70-79% Belbw Average -1‘1-69‘;/0 ' Non-complying — 0%, a

’ >-17f




Say No to Corruption Personnel Evaluation Sheet

PERSONNEL EVALUATION SHEET

; - . OVERALL
POSITION / AREA OF | Academicand General | Project related Status with the Firm | RATING (Sum
EXPERTISE Name Qualification Expertence 10% of Weighted
Weightage 30% Weightage 60% 8
. Ratings)
Weighted Weighted Weighted
(Show all experts to be evaluated) Perce1_1tage Rating Perceptage Rating Percefxtage Rating (A+B+C)
Rating _ Rating Rating
_ , A) B) ©)
i. Team Leader/ Highway Engineer ‘ ’
ii. Structural Engineer
iti. Pavement Engineer
iv,. Transport Economist.' . . ., ‘ ) 7 _ _ : #‘

Rating: - Excellent - 100%  Very good —90-99%  Above Average—80-89%  Average—70-79% Below Average — 1-69% Non-complying - 0%

" Score: Maximum Weighmge X rating / 100. Minimum Qu'alifying scoreis 70%.

Féééiﬁﬂit’y Study andDetmledDesxgn for Construction of I‘,‘ﬁrndi-énw‘a»lavlnter‘cha;lge on Lahore — Abdul Hakeem Moiérv(ray M-3)




