TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT
(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

1. Neme of Procuring Agency: [B) i i u
2. Method of Procurcment: Sin 1 I
3 Tide of Procurement: ent ingerin sultane
4. Tender Inguiry No.: A-RHO- - (24401
5. PPRA Reference No. (TSE): TS330941E dated 24 Jan 2024
6. Date & Time of Proposals Closing: 14 Feb 2024 at 1400 Hours
7. Date & Time of Proposals Opening: 14 Feb 2004 at 1430 Hours
8  No.of Proposals received: {45 Nos. (Six)
9,  Criteria for Proposals Evaluation: lity & Cost ti
10,  Details of Proposals Evaluation: Su i ils o
Weighted
Name of Consultants Technical Basis for Rejection /Acceptance
Scores
M/s SAMPAE International N/A Rejected - Consultant not agreed with
(Pvt.) Ltd, Lahore payment terms of RFP
Mis NESPAK (Pvt,) Lid, 70.85 Accepted — Responsive & Passed in Technical
Lahore g Evaluation of Proposals
M/s ESAC Engineering Mot Responsive - Proposal Securing
Consultant & Arch, N/A Declaration was not attached, Printed & Soft
Consultant. Lihore copy of Technical Proposal not submitted.
M/s ESS-I-AAR Planni . : .
Enginccring and Se_wiccnf' \ 57.90 ‘l E‘fﬁm‘ﬁ;;ﬁm‘“"‘s& Besaectin-ferhdcal
Consultant, Karachi Proposal
Not  Responsive - Proposal Securing
: ; Declarution, Undertaking of being not
:‘:’; ‘;‘“u‘"i”lj::n‘l“h"““ NIA blacklisied were not attached, No registration
s document of PEC & PRA, Printed & Soft
copy of Technical Proposal not submitled.
Mis MEINHARDT Pakistan 270,86 Accepted - Responsive & Passed in Technical

(Pvi.) Lud, Islamabad

Evaluation of Proposals

|

11.

Total six (06) interested Consultants submitted Proposals. M/s SAMPAK International

(Pvt.) Lid. Lahore submitted in Tech Form-03 that they are not agreed with Terms of Payment vide
Sub Componeni-5 (Construction Supervision), hence, conditional proposal not accepting the terms
of RFP is rejected. M/s ESAC Engineering Consultant & Architectural Consultant Lahore and M/s
Anwar Ali Architects (Pvi) Lid. Lahore are Non-Responsive in eligibility requirements as
mentioned above.

Signatures:
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National Database and Regi<iration Authority (NADRA)
Regional Head Office, 221-A SRA Colony, Multan
TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT
Fa I | Financiad ¥ear | :&h‘u [ B Mumber | Comme Nembe
NADRA, RHOMuln | 2003-M | RFPRO2401 | 3 5
TECHNICAL EVALUATION AND MARKS
{ONLY RESPONSIVE AND ELIGIBLE BIDDERS)
Sr. No. = 1 = 2 3
A. Financial Soundness Marks Obtained | Status Murks Cibtained Siatus Marks Obtalned | Statos
Avernge Annual Tumover
{For last three Years) 1200 (100%) | Pass | OB.00(66.67%) | Pass | 1200(100%) | Pass
B. Past Experience - - = .
Experience of Similar Nanre
{Multi S1ory Buildings of minimam 30 millien 20,00 { 1000%%) Pass 1 2600 (60 Pass 2000 100%s) Pass
Consultangy )
General Experience
{Prajects of min 40 million comuliancy including 0540 {60%) Pass 0540 (605%) Pass 07.20 (80%:) Pass
Similar Natere Projects)
C. Professional Resources - . ’ . .
Project Team Assigned 2850 (95.00%) | Pass 26,50 (88.33%) Pass 2900 (96.67%) | Pass
D. Corporate Capacity - - - - .
Prajects in Hand (Multistory building projects) 02.50 - 05,00
Office in Multan 02.00 B 2,00

Technical Evaluation Repart




Mational Iratiluse and Registration Authority (& 0 D RA)
Regional Head Office, 221-A SRA Colony, Mului

-

Technical Evaluation Report

el

Illmlﬂl A TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT
Frocumeman Mamber
A | A | Pisancisl Year Soquonco Mamber | Wi Buwba | Contract Number
HADRA | RHOMuan | 20034 | RFP2OZ4O1 | .
Sr. No.. it 1 Tl 3
Green Building Certificate™embership (2.0 - M6 - (L.00 -
Certifications 03,00 - 150 - 01.50 -
E. Approach, Methadology and Work Flan - - - - - -
El: Understanding of Objectives, Quality of
Methodology and sequence of tasks 1o 0388 (64.58%) | Pass | (406 (67.71%) Pass (444 (73.96%) | Pass
underiake assignmient
E2: Work Plan 0228 (76.04%) | Pass | 02.25 (75.00%) Pass 02.50 (B3.33%) | Pass
E3: Organization and Staffing 02.60 (82.58%) | Pass | 0188 (62.50%) Pass 0263 (B7.50%%) | Pass
E4: Presentation on Concepd Design and Plans =
vide E1. E? & E3 03,31 (82.81%) | Pass | 03,19 (79.69%) Pass 03,31 (B2.81%) | Pass
Toial Marks & Overall % age 88,56 (8R.56%) | Pass | TR (7238%) Pass B5.58 (BE.58%) | Pass
Conclusion Pass (P) Pass () Pass (P)
KEY: P - Pass (For Financial Proposal) F - Fail (For Financial Propasal)




—
i National D)./ 1:se and Registration Authority (" \ DRA)
gt | Regionul Head Office, 221-A SRA Colony, Multan
st i
A TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT
A | DxpartmeeaTrotecs | &_a-uP::.: M‘nwem | el Nemba [ Contrpst Namber
NADRA | RHO Mulan | 02524 : REP2024m1 | - [ .
WEIGHTED TECHNICAL SCORE (WTS)
(BASED ON MARKS OBTAINED IN TECHNICAL EVALUATION)
Marks/Score Obtained and Weighted Average Seares
Total Technical Marks
Obtained 100 8E.56 T238 B8.58
Total Weighted Technical 80
Score (100x80/100) T0.85 57590 TiLB6
Total Qualification Marks | oo ot 0 | Qualified for Financials | Qualified for Financials | Qualified for Financials

Note: Marks obtained by each firm given weightage of #0% to calculate the weighted technical score with this formula as defined in RFP
Documents vide oo, 27,1 of Proposal Data Sheet;

Marks obtained x 80 = 1) = Weighted Technical Score
Consuliants scoring less than 48 Weighted Technical Score are considered a5 rejected/disqualified as per RFP Documents.

Alfs NESPAK (Pvi) Lid. Lahore, M/fs ESS-I-AAR Planning, Engineering and Services Consultant Karachi and M/s MEINHARDT
Pakistan (Pvi.) Lid, Islamabad have qualify for Financial Evaluation,

.
Technical Evaluation Report




