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N*A' NATIONAL HIGHWAY AUTHORITY
ffi Procurement & contract Administration section

r r . f r " ] ' t i l J ' ,28-MauveArea,G-g l | , I s lamabadTe| :9o32727,Fax . .926o4I9

No. 6(572)/DIR (P&CA) lNHAl2022ltO q f Islamaba diy.Tl..necember, 2022

ANNOUNCEMENT OF FINAL EVALUATION REPORT (PPRA

RULE-351: Consultancy selices for Feasibility study and

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

Subject:

Detailed
De -Multan Mo
Approx.l

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-3s

for uploading on PPRA website at the earliest, please'

kara

Encl: 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, Isiamabad;



INAL EVA
(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 Dual
Carriageway From DeePalPur to
Lahore -Multan Motorway (M-3) Via Okara (BB Km
Approx.

4. Tender Inquiry No.: 6(572)

5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): TS484845E

6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 4th August, 2022 at 1 130 hours local time

7. Date & Time of Bid OPening: 4th August, 2022 at 1200 hours localtime

8. No of Bids Received: Nine (09) 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 Rejection
/ Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP

Rules, 2002t.

Technical
Score (St)

(80%)

Financial
Score (Sf)

(20 %)

Total
Score
(100%)

1) M/s Asif Aii & Associates

in JV with M/s AA

Associates and in

association M/s

Pakistan Engineering

Tech. (Sub-Consultant)

ozz 165 787 22.518.545

Top scoring firm in
combined evaluation

(PPRA Rule 36(b)
(ix))

2) M/s Umar Munshi

Associates in JV with

M/s ConcePt Planning

and Engineering

Serrrices, islamabad

574 200 774 18 .565 .810 2nd

3) M/s Finite Engineering

(Pvt.) Ltd. In JV with

M/s Prime Engineering

& Testing Consultants

and in association with

M/s National

Infrastructure
Engineering Services

(Sub-Consultant)

620 137 757 27.186,689 3d

for Construction of Duat Carriageway From

Deepatpur to Lahqre -iuttan Motonuay 1tw-s1 iia okara (88 Km-Approx. Page 1 of 3



AL EVALUATI
r Rule

Narne of tsidcler

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%)

Financia l
$core (Sf)

(20 %l

Total
Score
(100%)

4) M/s Associated

Consulting Engineers

ACE Ltd. in JV with M/s

Associated Consultancy

Centre (Pvt.) Ltd. and in

association with M/s

Latitude Engineering

Consultants
(Sub-Consultant)

644 108 752 34,514, 4th ,

5) M/s NESPAK in JV with

M/s AJ Engineertng

Consultants and in

association with M/s

HARZA Consultants
(SMC-Pvt.) Ltd.

(Sub-Consultant)

642 105 747 35.226.135 5th

6) M/s PAVRON in JV with

M/s tsK Consultant
(SMC-PVT) Ltd. and in

association with M/s

Terra Engineering &

Consulting Services
(Sub-Consultant)

582 144 726 25.781.638 6th

7) M/s Techno Consult

International (Pvt.) Ltd'

in JV with M/s l-oya

Associates and i.n

association with M/s

ACTROW Consultant

(Sub-Consultant)

594 47 641 78.614.409 7h

8) M/s Allied Engineering

Consultants (Pvt.) Ltd. 426 Financial Prop2100osal not opened
Dis-Qualified

PPRA Rule 36(b) (v)

9) M/s RePub1ic

Engineering CorPoration

(Pvt.) Ltd. in JV rvith M/s

Asian Consulting

Engineers (Pvt.) Ltd.,

Mls APEX Consulting

Engineering and in

association vrith M/s

Non.
Responsive

Financial Proposal not oPened PPRA Rule 36(b) (v)

consultancy seryices for Feasibility study and oea'rted Design for constrttction of Dual carriageway From

Deepalpur to Lahore -Multan Motonuay (M-3) Via okara (88 Km-Approx. Page 2 of 3
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(As Per Rtrle 35 of PP Rules..2004)

.EC is the Evaluated Cost used for evaluation purpose and inctudes only the cost of

competitive component (i.e. Remuneration and fjirect Non-Satary Cosf) and is exclusive

of Provisional Sum, Contingency and lndirect Taxes'

Top Ranked Bidder: M/s Asif A|i & Associates in JV with Mls AA Associates

and inassoc ia t ionM/sPak is tanEng ineer ingTech .
(Sub-Consultant)

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

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

Regu |a t ions .Theb idd ingwasdoneonQCBsmethodwi th30 :20Techn ica | to
Financial Proposals ratio. The Contract is being avrarded to M/s Asif Ali &

Associates in JV with M/s AA Associates and in association M/s Pakistan

Eng ineer ingTech . (Sub-Consu | tan t )a teva |ua ted f inanc ia |p roposa |o f
Pak. Rs. 22,518,5451- '

S ignature : . . .  . . .  .

Off ic ia l  Stan '1P. . . .  ' . .  '

**Standard Bidding

RulelRegulation/
SBD*../PolicY/

Basis for Rejection
/ Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP

Name of Bidder
Financia l
Score (Sf)

(20 %)

Technical
Score (St)

(80%)

Effective Engineering
Consultant (Pvt.) Ltd

gt

Consu l t ancySe ry i ces . f 9 r ' , ney io i ! , : y ' , y ^o / . o fDua lC" " t " g " J ; { { - , : f !-D;i;,;:;;;;i"l"i"i" 
-i"rtan Motorwav 6't-s1via okara (88 Km Approx'



National Highway Authority

Annex-I

Criteria

FOR.

Bid Evaluation

Consultancy Services for Feasibility Study
and Detaited Design for Const-ruction of Dual

Carriageway From DeepalPur to
Lahore -Multan Motorway (M-3) Via Okara

(SS Km Approx.)

December, 2022



SUMMARY EVALUATION SHEET FOR FULL TECHNICAL PROPOSALS (QCBS)

EVAI-UATION CRITERIA

General Experience in load Tlansport Sector
related to particular Assi

i) Evidence of Site Visit with

ii) Claritv of

i) Identification of Problems/
ii) Components of Proposed Servioes

Solutions for this
lity of

iii) Conciseness, clarity and go4pletelg5 3!

z-o- $C"stea Ctranges for lmprovement in ToR

2-f" Staffins Schedule

Firm affrdavit for presence of

ii. Serrior StructuraU Bridge Engpger

4. Performance Certification from clients

5. Present Commitments Gurrent engagement and available strength -

6. Transfer of Knorvledge (Methq4qlqgy4lEn!

Sumrnary Evaluation Sheet
Say No to Corruption

Exceltent- 1009/0 veryGood- 9a-99r/o AboyeAverage-80-890/o Average-70-79Yo BelowAverage -7'69yo Non-complyinc-o'h'

Score: Maximurn weightage rating / 100. Minimurn qualifying score is 70Yo or 700 marks'

Fcasibiliry str.rdy and u"tuit"o o"rign for consrrucrion of Dud Eurriu--y"*uy from Deepalpu, to-Iuh*"-ii;Gv"t"*'"y tla-:l vixlt"t" rss KNlAppt*) 
.:

-17 -



Personnel Evaluation Sheet
Say No to CorruPtion

PERSONNEL EVALUATION SHEET

POSITION/AREA OF
EXPERTISE

Name
Academic and General

Qualifrcation
Weightage 30%

Project related
Experience

Weightage 60%

Status with the Firm
10r/o

OVERAT.L
RATING (Sum

of\\'eighted
Ratines)

(Show all expertsto be evaluated)
Percentage

Rating

Weighted
Rating

(A)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating

G)

Percentage
Rating

Weighted
Rating

_G)__
(A+B+C)

i. Team Leader/Senior Highway Engineer

ii. Senior Structural/ Bridge Engineer

iii. Pavement and Drainage Engineer

iv. Hydrologist/ Hydraulics Engineer

v. Junior Structule Engineer

vi. Junior Highway Engineer

vii. Transport Economist

viii. Quantity Surveyor

Rating: - Excellent - l}ovo very good - 90-99"h Above Average - 80-897o

score: Marirnum wcightage X rating / 100. Minimum quati$ing score isToo/o.

Average - 70-7go/o Belorv Average - l'69ot's Non-complying - IVo

r.*lullty srral,u"o D.t"1"d D*s" for colstruction of Dual caniageway r.orn oilpapur roi;h"t*M"lfi rtnofurwuy (M-3) via okara (88 KM Approx')
-  
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