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

Subject:

Reference: PPRA Rule-35

Find enclosed herewith the Evaluation' Report

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

for uploading on PPRA website at the earliest, please.

Drnnc'roR (CowsulrANCY) P&CA

Encl: Evaluation Report along with Annex- I

Cqpv to: 
l

- Member (Planning), NHA, Islamabad;
- Director (Tech. to-Chairman), NHA, Islamabad;
- Dy. Director Consultancy (P&CA), NHA, Islamabad;
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Criteria

FOR.

Bid Evaluation

Consultancy Services for Fbasibility Study
and Detaited Design for Construction of an

Interchang. ut liVf-3) Abdul Hakeem
Nlotorway at Esantrr Sharaqpur District

Sheikhupura 20 KM from NI:2

f)ecembero 2022



N REPORT
(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 Construction of an
Interchange at (M-3) Abdul Hakeem Motorway
at Esaan, Sharaqpur District Sheikhupura 2O
KM from M-2

4. Tender Inquiry No.: 6(588)

5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): TS4901 38E

6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 1Oth October,.2A22 at 1130 hours local time

7. Date & Time of Bid Opening: 1Oth October;2A22 at 1200 hours local t ime

8. No of Bids Received: Three (03) 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 (EG)*

(PKR)

Rule/Regulation/
SBD*i/Policy/

Basis for Rejection
/ Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP

Rules. 2004.

Technical
Score (St)

80%

Financial
Score (Sf)

20o/o

Total
Score
1000/o

1) M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd

in association with M/s

Power Aim Engineering
Services (Pvt). (Sub-

Consultant)

670 195 865 9,114,750

Top scoring firm in
combined evaluation

(PPRA Rule 36(b)
(ix))

2) M/s Associated

Consultancy Centre

(Pvt.) Ltd. in association
with M/s Technical

Associates Peshawar
(Sub Consultant)

652 190 842 9,366,919 2nd

3) M/s Asif Ali Associate
(Pvt) Ltd, in JV with

M/s A.A Associates and

in association with Mls

Concept Planning and

Engineering Services
(Sub Consultant)

624 200 824 8,897,957

consumncvseruices@etairca Design for Construction of an lnlerchangg at !M;3)
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EVALT.IATIO
{As Per RqJe 35 of PP Rules.-?004)

.EC ls the Evatualeci Cosf used for evaluation purpose and inctudes only the cost af
competitive companent (i.e. Remuneration and Direct Non-Salary Cosf/ and is exclus;ive
of Provisional Sum, Conting,ency and lndirecf laxes

Top Ranked Bidder: M/s NESPAK (Pvt.) Ltd in association with M/s Power Aim
Engi neerin g Services (Pvt). (S u b-Cons u lta nt)

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 metlrod 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 (PvQ.
(Sub-Consultant) at evaluated financial proposal of Pak. Rs. 9,114,7501-.

Signature : . . . . . . . . .  . , . , . i  . . , . . ,

Off ic ia l  S tamp: . . . . . . .
*"Standard Bidding BD).

ea Aesign for Construction of an lrfterchang? at (M'3)

Abdut Hakeem Motorway at Esaan,-shqraqpur District Sneiknupura 20 KM front M.2 Page 2 of 2



I suyNo to Comrption Summary Evaluation Sheet

SUMMARY EVALUATION SHEET FOR F'ULL TECHNICA,L PROPOSALS

Excellerrt r 1007" Very Good,- g}Ag%o Above Average - 80-897o Average - 7O-79n Below Average- l:69oh Non+omplying-Ao/n,

'
Scorq Mi{mun Wei8[tos9 r{dng,/ 100, Ml Eue qqtlfltrg |!or€t! 70% or 700 n.rla. \€ .

@ Degpl for cdfftsctio! of an htdch.qsp at (M,3) Abdul Hakim MotoMy at Esss4 s!$aq'tlr Dist'ict shiiltu4um, 20 Xln
from M-2.



POSITION/AREAOF'
E)CP€RTISE

,Narn€
Academic and General

Qualifrcation ,
Weigb!4ge307o

Project related
Experience

Weightage 60%c

S{atus with the Firrn*
l0% l

OVERALL
'RATING(Sum

of Weiighted
Ratings)

{Show all experts to be evaluated)
Percentage

Rating

Weighted
Rating

{A)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating

{B)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating
.rc)

(A+B+C)

i. Team Leader/Senior Highway Engineer

ii" Senior StructurallBridge Engineer

iii. Pavement & I)rainage Engineer

iv. Hydrologist / Hydraulics Englnegr

v. Transport Economist

vi. Quantity Surviyor

Say No to Corruption Personnel Evaluation Sheet

PERSONNEL EVALUATION SHEET

Rating: - Excellent - 100%o Very good - 90..99%o Above Average - E0-897o Averagr^ - 70-79V, Below Average - I49"h Non-complying - 07o

Score: Maximum Weightage X rating / 100. Minimqm qualifying score is 70Va.

*The Key professional Staff whose duration is less than six (6) months/ available for the assignment/ associates/ part time available for the

assignment,insuchcaSesstatuswiththefirmmarksshallnotbeallocated

bdulHakimMoi,orwayatEssan,SharaqpurDistrictSheikhupur420Krn

from M-2. -18-


