EVALUATION REPORT

(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

1. Name of Procuring Agency:
2. Method of Procurement:

3. Title of Procurement:

4. Tender Inquiry No.:

5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE):

6. Date & Time of Bid Closing:
7. Date & Time of Bid Opening:

o

No of Bids Received:
9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation:
10. Details of Bid(s} Evaluation:

National University of Technology (NUTECH), Islamabad

Quality and Cost Based Selection Procedure

Consultancy Services for Extension of Academic Block (Teaching
Labs, Faculty Sitting, Spaces etc) and Student / Visiting Faculty
Hostels at NUTECH, Islamabad

106/PMO/Sves/01

TS399304E

7" October 2019 at 1430 hours

Technical Proposals were opened on 7" Qct 2019 at 1200 hours.
Whereas, Financial Bids of Technically Qualified Firms were opened
on 18" November 2019 at 1200 hours in PMO, NUTECH, Islamabad.
03 (Three) Proposals were received

As per Evaluation Criteria mentioned in (RFP) placed at (Annex A)
HEC pre-qualified Engineering Consultancy Firms were allowed to
participate in Tendering process. Therefore, three (03) firms
submitted their (Technical + Financial) Proposals upon specified
time. After detailed Technical Evaluation of Technical Proposals, two
(02) firms were found technically qualified. Financial Proposals of two
(02) technically qualified firms were opened on above mentioned
date and fime. Detail of Technical & Financial Evaluation is as under:

Marks / Score Rule/Regulaticn/

Evaluated !/ Policy/ Basis

Sr. . i i : Cost{EC)** | for Rejection/
Name of Bidder Technical | Financial Total

No out of out of out of {PKR) Acceptance as

“«7 0 “30” “100” (MI"IOI’I) per Rule 35 of

PP Rules, 2004

M/s Naqvi & Siddique

1. ﬁ‘\r/cwgcése;iggﬂgiers 58.00 25.07 83.07 11.87 1t
Consulting Engineers

2. | Mis NESPAK (Pvt) Ltd. 51.00 30.00 81.00 9.92 2nd
M/s AZ Engineering

3. ?:iﬁiif: JV Ms 40.00-- Technically Disqualified PZ?@)I(QVl;Ie

Consultants, Architects

Highest Ranked Bidder: M/s Na

)

Signature: A

Official Stamp: ~ #“ S._...... Lo

s

qvi & Siddique Architects Engineers JV M/s Designmen

/Tgﬂ)e}MPvt) Ltd.

**EC is the Evaluated Cost used for evaluation purpose and includes remuneration (i.e. overall design
process and 18 x periodical Top Supervision visits) and is inclusive of all applicable taxes.



TECHNICAL EVALUATION AND MARKING CRITERIA
SCORE DISTRIBUTION

Annex -Q

Work Economical | Conceptual Internal & Optics, Total Remarks
Methodology &Energy Plan, Floor External elevation & | Marks
Consuitant | for fast track Efficient Planning& Services, facade obtained
Completion Designin |Incorporation| Parking & Perspective | out of
perspective |Proposal and of User Pedestrian
in past Requirement | Circulation
projects spaces
(10) (20) {15) (19) {15) (70)

Note: In addition to above, past experiences, technical strength and financial.
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