
EVALU,TTION REPORT
(As Per Rule 35 ofPP Rules. 20041
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Name of ProcurinE Agency

Method of Procurement
Title of Procurement

4. Tender Inquiry No.

5. PPRA Ref No.
6. Date &Time of Bid Closing
7. Date & Timc of Bid Opening

B. No of Proposals Received 02 fTwo)

9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation

10. Details of Bid(s) Evaluation

Weighted
Technical

National Tiatrsmission and Desoatch Co. Ltd
(NTpCLr
National Competitive Bidding (NCBI
REQUEST FOR PRoPOSAL FOR CONSULT.lN(iY

SERVICES FOR CONSTRUCTION SUPERVISION AN])
ALLIED ACTIVITIES INCLTIDING VERIFICATION OF

CONTRACTORS' INVOICES AND TESTINC &
COVMISSIONINC OF sOOKV D/C QUAD BUNDI,E
TRANSMISSION LINE FRO}I SECI, POWER PLANT
IN TIIAR I]I,0CK-I TO IUATIARI CONVi]}I.ToR
srATtoN [220KM APPROX.]
RFP
T5446207E
25/t3l2t2l at l10o A.N.
IeEb!ricaL25LQ3lZ0Zt-aLLl.;30 A.M.
Financial: 23 /06/2021at 3:30 P.M.

Evaluation ard comparison of iiid as per
Exhibit-l "Criteria for EvnluJaion of Pronosal'
ofRFP Documelts,

Sr
No.

Consultant's
Name

N'l/s. NESPAK [P!t.)
Lrd. Lahore
Pakistan

M/s. BARQAAB

Consultancy
Services (Pvt.) Ltd.

Lahore Pakistan

Score
(ma{.
80%J

[a]-

Weighted
Financial

Score
[max.20ou'c)

tb)

Final
Score
(max.
100J

(a+b)

Evaluated
Cost

i r i{ ritrl

1

PKR
205,754,700
/- (Exclusive

of taxes)

I
7 4.CB 20

2

Non-Responsive

a. Mis)'epresentation of facts/documerts (refer clause-15[aJ
of General Infolmation lo ConsultantsJ.

b. 05 out of 12 key persons are not qualified (reter (lause'

10[i) ofGeneral Information to Consultants).
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c. Past pertormance of the biddcr ii not.satisfactorv ---



d. 09 out of 12 proposed key personnel for this prolect are
already enqaged in NTDC onqoing proiect

Lo\{est Evaluated Responsive Bidder/Consultant: M/s. NESPAK (Pvt.} Ltd. Lahore.

Note: The above evaluation results are based on detailed Bic Evaluation Report (BER) and

correct to best of our knorvledge, however, in casc ofany discrepancy, the content of
oliginal BER shall prevail.
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