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Subjcct : ANNOUNCEMENT EVALUATI REPORT

COlsUlrency SpRvlCps ron Spctrotv WIsp Opunnlzerror Op Cosr

FOR HYTTPNASAD-SUKKUR MOTORWAY

(Snonr TBnwI Cowsulrentl

l?e,ference: PPRA Rule-35

Find cncloscd hcrcwith thc Evaluation Rcport along with

Dvaiuation Critcria (Anncx-l) for thc subjcct Scrviccs in linc with PPRA Rulc-35

Ior uploading on PPRA wcbsitc at thc carlicst, plcasc.

(]tiwt,:t,;nnt, Mnrunc; t,;tr (P&CA)

Encl: tlvaluation Rcport alclng with Annex- I
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(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules. 2004)
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Name of Procuring Agency:

Method of Procurement:

Tit le of Procurement:

Tender  Inqui ry  No. :

PPRA Ref  No (TSE):

Date & Time of Bid Closing:

Date & Time of Bid Opening:

No of Bids Received:

Criteria for Bid Evaluation:

Detai ls of Bid(s) Evaluation:

National Highway Authority

Single Stage Two Envelope Procedure

Consultancy Services for Section Wise

Optimlzation Of Cost for Hyderabad-Sukkur
Motorway (M-6) Project (Short Term Consultant)

6(636)

TS54401 7E

8th August, 2024 at 1130

8th August, 2024 at 1200

Four (04) Proposals were received

Criteria of Bid Evaluation is attached at Annex-l

As below

hours local t ime

hours local  t ime

Rule/Regulation/
SBD*./Policy/ Basis for

Rejection / Acceptance as
per Rule 35 of PP Rules,

2004.

Technica l ly  Qual i f ied

Technica l ly  Qual i f ied

Technically Dis-Qualif ied

Name of Bidder

1) M/s NESPAK (Pvt ) Ltd

2) M/s BK Consultants (Pvt.) Ltd

3) M/s Umar Munshi Associates

Technical
Score (T.)

(Out of
1000)

doo

UUV

674

4) M/s Finite Engineering (Pvt.) Ltd.
Non-Responsive

[as per Clause 1 8 (l) (i) of the Data Sheet of
RFPI

1 Any other addit ional/support ing information, the procuri ing agency may ltke to

share: The Procurement is being carried out in l ine with PPRA Rules & Regulations

using the QCBS method with 80:20 Technical to Financial Proposals ratio.

Signature:

Official Stam
**Standard B

('on,s'trltunc'y ,\entic'e,s.fttr Section Wi,se Optitttizntion OJ'('ost ,/br I [yclerobuel-Sukkur Molorwci:y (M-6)

I)rojecl (Short'l'erm (on.sultont) Page I ol I
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National Highway AuthoritY

Annex-I

Criteria

roq,
Technical Evaluation

Consultancy Services for Section Wise
Optimization of Cost for Hyderabad-Sukkur

Motorway (M-6) Project
(Short Term Consultant)

September r 2024

PPSn'*"'P''xffi$r*s.$xg
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.  Sa ; 'No  t o  Cc r r r up t i on Sumnary Evaluat ion Sheet

SUMMARY EVALUATION SHEET FOR FULL TECHNICAL PROPOSALS (QCBS)

EVALUATION CRITERIA Score I

2. Approach and MethodologY r00

i effidavit on stamp paper duly attested by the Oath Commissioner regarding non-blacklisting

ToTAL: j tooo

Excellent - 100"/o Very Good - 9A-99o/o Above Average - 80-897. Average - 70-79oh Below Average - l'690/o Non-complying- Qo/o,

Score:  Maximum Weightage rat ing /  I00.  Minimum qual i fy ing score is  70o/o or  ?00 marks.

Max.
Weishtaee

Firm l Firm 2
Ratins Score Ratins

l . Firms Experience 1s0

General Experience in road Transport Sector 30

Spccific Expcricncc rclatcd to particular Assigurnent t2a

2-a. Methqdoloe.Y 80

(i) Proposed Solutions for this Project (30)

(i i) Quality of MethodologY (20)

(i i i) Conciseness, clarit l 'and oompletcncss of proposal (30)

2-b. Suggested Change.s for Improvement in TOR l 0

2-c. Work Program l 0

3. Key Personnel ,ffir 600

Firm affidavit for presence of personnel /S?(r'\ 25

i. Team Leader/ HighwaY Engineer i( 4 -Y= 275

ii. Junior l-lighway Engineer )ft\ ?&il 240

iii. Quantity Surveyor 
/ 

\$Z 1 0 0

4. Performance Certif ication from clients / f ,

1 7

5. Present Commitments (current engagement and available strength - justif ication) 50

Consultancy Set'r ' ices fol SeutiuLr Wiye Optirnization of Cost ltrr Hydcrabad-Sukltur Motorway (N'1-5) Projcet.



o
Say No to Corrupt ion

POSITION / AREA OF
EXPERTISE

i i .  Junior Highway Engineer

Rat ing:  -  Excel lent-  100Yo

. i
Score: Maximum Weightagt-,X rating /

Personnel  Evaluat ion Sheet

PERSONNEL EVALUATION SHEET

Name

Very good -9A-99o/" Above Average - 80-897o

100. Minimum qual i fy ing scoore is  ?07o.

Average - 70-79"/o Below Average - 1-69"h Non-complying - 07o

OVERALL
RATING (Sum

of Weighted
Ratin

. ;

Academic and General

Qualif ication
Weightage 30%

Project related
Experience

Weightage 60%

(A+B+C)(Show all experts to be evaluated)

i. Team Leader/ Highway Engineer

ii i . Quantity Surveyor

Consultancy Services foi Section Wise Optimization of Cost for Hyderabad-Sukkur Motorway (M-6) Project. -t7 -


