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Procurement &
28-Mauve Area, G-9 /1,

No. 6(57e)/DIR (I I I) /NHA l2022l

Encl: Evaluation Report along with Annex- I

Copv for kind information to:

- Member (Planning), NI{A, Islamabad;
- General Manager (P&CA) NHA, Islamabad;
- Director (Tech. to Chairman), NHA, Islamabad.

DrRBcroR (Consulrnmcv
Knol
P&CA

NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
C ontr act Administr ation S e ctio n
Islamabad TeI 9032727 , Fax: 9260419

"*Lq \ 
Islamabad,l. ! ' . .December,2022

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

Subject: ANNOUNCEMENT OF FINAL EVALUATION REPORT (PPRA
RULE-351: Corrrsulrnrcy SERvrcEs FoR Fpesrsrt,rtv Stupv AND
DETAILED DpSrCr rOR RpHasrl,rtattON/UpCRApetrou eNo WIopNtItc
or QuBtte - DHepHen SBcttor or N-65 [118.32 KwII Appnox

Reference: PPRA Rule-35

Find enclosed herewith the 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.
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(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 and detailed Design
for Rehabilitation/Upgradation and Widening of Quetta
Dhadhar Section of N-65 (118.32 Km)Approx

4. Tender Inquiry No.: 6(57e)

5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): TS4B7419E

6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 21" September,2022 at 1130 hours local time

7. Date & Time of Bid Opening: 21't September,2022 at 1200 hours local time

8. No of Bids Received: Seven (07) 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
Gost (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%)

1. M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd in
JV with M/S BK
Consultants (SMC-Pvt.)
Ltd. & in association with
M/s Khyber Design
Engineers (Sub-
Consultant).

654 180 834 36,587,128

Top scoring firm in
combined evaluation

(PPRA Rule 36(b)
(ix))

2. M/s Finite Engineering
(Pvt.) Ltd. in association
with M/s Design Expert
Consultants;

624 200 824 32,861,055 znd

3" M/s Frime Engineering &
Testing Consultants
(Pvt.) Ltd in JV with M/s
KASIB Associates & in
association with M/s
Origin Consulting
Engineers

634 129 764 50,825,056 3rd

4. M/s Associated
Consultancy Centre (Pvt.)
Ltd" in JV with M/s
Associated Consulting
Engineers-ACE Ltd. & in

631 129 761 50,754,013 4th

d Design for Rehabilitation/Upgradation and Widening
)rox
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t
FINAL EVAL N REPO

(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules. 2004)

Name of Bidder

Marks

Evaluated
Cost (EC)*

(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%)

association with M/s
Technical Associates
(Sub-Consultant);

5. M/s CAMEOS in JV with
M/s Indus Associated
Consultants (Pvt.) Ltd.,
M/s Engineering General
Consultant & in
association with M1s
Karakoram Engineers
(Sub-Consultant)

582 1 5 5 737 42,497.337 5th

6. M/s A.A Associates in JV
with M/s Unique
Associates & in
association with M/s
Actrow Consultant

c / u B6 oco 76.793.685 6th

11.

.EC /b the Evaluated Cost used for evaluation purpose and inctudes only the cost of
competitive component (i.e. Remuneration and Direct Non-Salary Cosf) and is exclusive
of Provisional Sum, Contingency and Indirect Taxes.

Top Ranked Bidder: M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd in JV with M/s BK Consultants
(SMG-Pvt.) Ltd. & in association with M/s Khyber Design
Engineers (Su b-Consultant).

Any other additional/supporting information, the procuring agency may like
to share: The Procurement was carried out in l ine 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 JV with M/s BK Consultants (SMC-Pvt.) Ltd. & in association with M/s
Khyber Design Engineers (Sub-Consultant) at the rebated Consultancy Cost of
Pak. Rs. 42,007,9011-.

Signature:

Of f i c ia l  S tamp: . . . . . .
**Standard Bidding
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C,onsultancy Services for Feasibility Study and detailed Design for Rehabilitation/Upgradation and Widening
of Quetta - Dhadhar Section of l '.1-65 (1 18.32 Km) Approx
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National Highway Authority

Annex-I :

Criteria
:

EOK

Bid Evaluation

CONSULTANCV SPNVTCES FOR FPESBILITY STUulY AND

DETAILoo DpsIcN FOR RpnngILITATIOw/UpCn^lpATIoN
AND WIopwINc or QUETTA - DHaDHAR SpCtroN oF

N-65 (118.32 Ktul APPnox

December, 2022
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Summan' Evaluation Sheet

r I

SUMMARY EVALUATION SHEET FOR FULL TECHNICAL PROPOSALS (QCBS)

Excellent - 100% Very Good - 9Gl99'it Above Average - 80-897" Average - 70-79oh Below AVerage - l-690/o Non-complying- Ooh,

Score: l\llaxirnum Weightage rating / 100. Minimum qualifying score is 70o/o or 700 marks.

l. Firms Ex

related to particular Ass
2. Approach and Met 250

i) Evidence of Site Visit with

ldentification of Problems/

Solutions for this P

3. Kcv Personnel
Firm affidavit for Dresence ofpersonnel

ii. Senior St

iv. Junior High';ay Engineel
v. Pavement & Drainase Enl
yt. C"otoeist/ Slope S

5. Present Commitments and available

6. Transfer of Knowled Plans
TOTAL:

Feasibility Shrdy & Detailed Design for RehabilitationAJpgradation and Widening of Quetta - Dhadhar Section of N-65 (118.322 Km) Approx. -t7-
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Say No to Com.rption
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PERSONNEL EVALUATION SIIEET

Rating: - Excellent - 100% Very good '90-99Vo Above Average- 80-89%o

Score: Maximum Weightage X rating / 100. Minimum qualifying score is 70%o.

Average- 70-19V" Below Average - l-699'o Non-complying - 0oh

?

I I I T I I I
Personnel Evaluation Sheet

I I

POSITION / AREA OF
EXPERTISE

Name
Academic and General

Qualification
Werghtage30%o

Project related
Experience

Weifitage60Yo

Status with the Firm
10%

OVERALL
RATING (Sum

of Weighted
Ratinss)

(Show all experts to be evaluated)
Percentage

Rating

Weighted
Rating
rA)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating

(B)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating
(c)

(A+B+C)

i. Team Leader/Senior Highway Engineer

ii. Senior Structural.lBridge Engineer

iii. Junior Structure/Bridge Engineer

iv. Junior Highway Engineer

v. Pavement & Drainage Engineer

vi. r,3eologist/ Slope Stabilization Expert

vii. Transport Economist

Feasibility Study & Detailed Design for Rehabilitation/Upgradation and Widening of Quetta - Dhadhar Section of N-65 (l18.322 Km) Approx.


