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'Q‘i DIRECTORATE OF URBAN REGIONAL POLICY & STRATEGIC PLANNING
;"9 PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT
! GOVERNMENT OF SINDII

AV
LM

Minutes of Meeting
Subject:  CONSULTANT SELECTION COMMITTEL MEETING _FOR
LVAL ) CTRCHNIC ROPOSALS DARAT o
DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS OF MAJOR SECONDARY CITIES OF
SINDH (PACKAGLE - 11)

(CSC)

A meeting ol Consultant  Selection Committee (CSC) was held under  the
Chairmanship of Director General, Directorate ol Urban Regional Policy & Strategic Planning
(UP&SP), Planning & Development Department, Government of Sindh on 10" September 2024 at
2:00 PM in the committee room of the Directorate for evaluation of technical proposals submitted by
interested firms / consortia for preparation of Development Master Plans for Package Il (Shikarpur,
Kandhkot, Jacobabad & Kambar).

Z The Consultant Selection Committee thoroughly examined and evaluated the seven
technical proposals submitted by interested firms ize. i) M/s. EMC Pakistan Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture
with Limcon International & Planning Solutions Pvt. Ltd., i) M/s. Micon Engineering Consultants,
iil) M/s. Sheher Saaz (Pvt.) Ltd., iv) M/s. The Urban Sector Planning & Management Services Unit
Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture with Euroconsult Pakistan (Pvt.) Ltd., v) M/s. Asian Consulting Engineers
Pvt. Ltd., vi) M/s. Engineering Consultancy Services Punjab Pvt. Ltd. and vii) ESS-I-AAR
Planning, Engineering & Services Consultants in joint venture with CAMEOS Architects &
Consultants. The proposals were evaluated as per criteria given in the RFP issued; which included
10 marks for specific experience of the consultants relevant to the assignment; 30 marks for
adequacy of the proposed methodology and work plan responding to the Terms of Reference; and
60 marks for key professional staff qualifications and competency for the assignment (a total of 100
marks).

3. Based on the evaluation of technical proposals submitted by interested firms, i) M/s.
EMC Pakistan Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture with Limcon International & Planning Solutions Pvt. Ltd.,
ii) M/s. The Urban Sector Planning & Management Services Unit Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture with
Euroconsult Pakistan (Pvt.) Ltd., and iii) M/s. Sheher Saaz (Pvt.) Ltd. have qualified and scored
more than the required 70 marks for technical qualification. However, M/s. Asian Consulting
Engineers Pvt. Ltd. did not qualify. This disqualification was due to non-compliance with the RFP
requirement outlined on Page 53, Clause 6 — Team Composition, which states that “the firm /
consortium currently working with Directorate URP&SP in Preparation of Development Master
Plans of 8 other secondary cities must ensure that no repetition of human resources will be followed
and separate team should be engaged by the consulting firm." In their technical proposal, several
team members, including the proposed team leader, were also involved in the Development Master
Plan for Package I, resulting in their disqualification.

4. Moreover, it was found that the technical proposals submitted by M/s. Micon
Engineering Consultants., M/s. Engineering Consultancy Services Punjab Pvt, Ltd. and M/s. ESS-
I-AAR Planning, Engineering & Services Consultants in joint venture with CAMEQOS Architects
& Consultants could not qualify and they scored less than the required 70 marks for technical
qualification.

3 The total score of the firms; based on the detailed evaluation of the technical
foposal for preparation of Development Master Plans for Package Il is given below.

S.No.# | Firms / Consortium of Firms Obtained Score | Remarks |
1. M/s. EMC Pakistan Pvt. Ltd. in joint 72.9
venture with Limcon International &
Planning Solutions Pvt, Ltd

Qualified for financial
opening
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M/s. The Urban Sector Planning & 79.4
Management Services Unit Pvt. Ltd Qualified i
. . . ) f
In joint venture with Euroconsult opening r financial
Pakistan (Pvt.) Ltd.
3 M/s. Sheher Saaz (Pvt.) Ltd 80.9 Qualified for financial
' opening
4, M/s. Micon Engineering Consultants 48.7 Disqualified
3 M/s.  Engineering  Consultancy 69.0 Disqualified
Services Punjab Pvt. Ltd,
6. Mjs.. ESS-I-AAR Planning, 68.5 Disqualified
Engineering & Services Consultants
in joint venture with CAMEOS
Architects & Consultants
% Asian Consulting Engineers Pvt. | Non compliance | Disqualified
Ltd.
6. Based on the scores of the Technical Proposal; the committee decided that the

technically qualified firm may be informed regarding their qualification and opening of Financial
Proposal. The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to and from the Chair.

Q PRI
(Adnan Ali)

(Naila Haque)
Asst. Chief (SDGs) Deputy Director,
Local Government Department, P&D Department, Directorate of URP&SP,
Govt. of Sindh Govt. of Sindh P&D Department,
(Member) (Member) Govt. of Sindh
(Member/Secretary)

(Aamir Hus (ZulfigafAli Kumbher)
Deputy Secretary, Deputy Director,
Finance Department Directorate of URP&SP,
Govt. of Sindh P&D Department,
(Member) Govt. of Sindh
5 (Co-opted Member)
(Dr. Imtiaz Bhatti)
Director General
Directorate of URP&SP
P&D Department
Govt. of Sindh
(Chairman)
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PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MA

CONFIDENTIAL _

SUMMARY EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

STER PLANS FOR PACKAGE Il OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES

M7s. Urban ESS-TI-AAR N7 Engineenng
M/s. EMC Pvt. Sector Planning Planning, Consultancy
Ltd. in joint ’ . & Management | Engineering & Services Punjab
S. No. Criteria Alloeate 2 venture with M/s. ki >mw== Services Unit Services Pvt. Ltd. in joint
d Score | MJs. Micon 5 Consulting L . M/s.Sheher 3
Engincering Limcon Engineers PYL. Pvt. Ltd. in joint | Consultantsin e venture with M/s
International & Ltd venture with joint venture with PowerAim
Planning a Eurocosult CAMEOS Engineering
S Pvt. Ltd. Pakistan Pvt. Architects & Services Pvt.
Lid L 1t ad M
1
Relevant expenience 10 20 3 9 1o : 33 4
il Adecquacy of Proposed Methadology &
Work plan 30 22.0 26 0 23.5 22 23 20
il Key professional Staff Qualification &
Comp ¢ for the Assig t (FORM 60 232 439 0 459 385
TECH 5&6) 2L 2
TOTAL SCORE 100 47.2 72.9 0.0 794 68.5 80.9 69.0
Qualified / Disqualified Disqualified Qualified Disqualified Qualified Disgualified Qualificd Disqualified
Note: Minimum qualifying score = 70
Evaluated by: b /,/ nvn)\,l\pl
(Aamir Hussai - (Naila Haque) (Dr. Imtiaz Bhatti)
(Member) Member/Secreatry Director General,
Deputy Secretary, Deputy Director, DURPSP, P&D Department,
Finance Department, DURPSP, P&D Department, Govt. of Sindh.
(Chairman)

Govt. of Sindh. Govt. of Sindh.

i (Zulfiqar Ali Kumbher)
A QQ\_MHWM.”& Deputy Director,
Asst. Chief (SDGs) Local Government DURPSP, P&D ﬂougnnv
P&D Department, Department Govt. of Sindh.
Govt. of Sindh. Govt, of Sindh. (Co-opt Member)
. (Member)

(Member)



CONFIDENTIAL
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PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS FOR PACKAGE II OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES

EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

Name of Firm: M/s. Micon Engineering Consultants

S. No. Criteria Allocated Score Obtained
Score
i |Relevant experience 10.0
a |Experience in similar projects
01 marks for each relevant
10.0 B 2.0
50% if sub-consultant
Sub Total Criteria (i) 2.0
ii |Adequacy of Proposed Methodology & Work plan 30.0
a |Technical Approach & methodology as per TOR (FORM TECH 4) 10.0 8.0
7o
b |Work plan (FORM TECH 8) 50 20
¢ |Organization & staffing (FORM TECH 7) 10.0 8.0
d |Comments on TOR (FORM TECH 3-A) 5.0 4.0
Sub Total Criteria (ii)

iﬂ\@\b\v WY/\@\V

PAGE 2 OF 2



Page 2 of 2
iii - Key professional staff qualifications and competence for the assignment 4]
TOTAL A L <
ALLOCATED Qw:n_.m._ >amn:,unv. for the Experience in region and TOTAL
s. No. POSITION NAME SCORE Qualifications assignment language SCORE
30% 60% 10% (A+B+C)
Allocated |Obtaine| Allocated | Obtained | Allocated Obtained
60
Score d Score Score Score Score Score
1 |Team Leader (01) Ismail Sabir 10.0 3.0 0.0 6.0 0.5 1.0 0.0 0.5
2 |Sr. Urban Planner (01 No.) Adnan Ahmed Khan 7.0 2.1 2.1 4.2 1.2 0.7 0.0 33
3 |Legal Expert (01 No.) Muhibullah 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.8
4 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) Naveed Alam 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 0.5 04 0.0 1.7
5 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) M. Idrees 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 0.5 0.4 0.0 1.7
6 | Environment Specialist (01 No.) Zainul Abdin 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0
7 |Urban & Regional Economists (01 No.) A Rasheed 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.5 0.5 0.0 4.0
8 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Allah Bux Memon 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.5 0.5 0.5 45
9 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Ahmed Alj 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.5 0.5 0.5 4.5
10 |Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Alishba Shuja 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0
11 _|Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Tanveer Qaisar 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0
12 |Electrical Engr (01 No.) M Hilal Khan 2.0 0.6 0.0 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.0
3 |Mechanical Engr (01 No.) Saced Ahmed 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.6
14 |Social Scientist (01 No.) Fazal Hanan 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.6
Eligiblity Criteria
L. Average annual tumover (For the last three
years duly certified) should not be less than PKR
15 |100 million; Y Y
iL Affidavit that consultants have never been
16 |black listed; Yy Yy
17 |iii. Firms’ Litigation History; ¥ y
18 |iv. Firms’ valid NTN, GST & SRB ¥ y
v. Firms’ Incorporation Certificates and
19 |Registration certificate with PCATP and PEC y y
vi. Experts’ registration with relevant professional
20 |bodies Y y
Sub Total Criteria (iii) 23.2
L Total Score - Criteria (i), (i) & (i)~ . Toh|
Evaluated by: % b}u\p/ m m\ﬁ,\
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Page 1 of 3

CONFIDENTIAL
PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS FOR PACKAGE II OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES
EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

Name of Firm: M/s. EMC Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture with M/s. Limcon International & Planning Solutions Pvt. Ltd.

S. No. Criteria Allocated Score Olitaized
Score
i |Relevant experience 10.0
a |Experience in similar projects
01 marks for each relevant
10.0 prijest 3.0
50% if sub-consultant
Sub Total Criteria (i) 3.0
ii |Adequacy of Proposed Methodology & Work plan 30.0
a |Technical Approach & methodology as per TOR (FORM TECH 4) 10.0 9.0
, b |Work plan (FORM TECH 8) 50 40
| ;
i ¢ |Organization & staffing (FORM TECH 7) 10.0 9.0
|
i d |Comments on TOR (FORM TECH 3-A) 5.0 4.0

Sub Total Criteria (ii)]  26.0
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Page 2 of 3

- Key professional staff qualifications and competence for the assignment
TOTAL & B i
ALLOCATED Ow:n@ >aan=.mn< for the Experience in regionand| TOQT AL
S. No. POSITION NAME SCORE Qualifications assignment language SCORE
30% 60% 10% (A+B+C)
Allocated | Obtaine| Allocated Obtained | Allocated | Obtained
60
Score d Score Score Score Score Score
1 [Team Leader (01) Iftikhar Kaimkhani 10.0 3.0 3.0 6.0 6.0 1.0 1.0 10.0
2 [Sr. Urban Planner (01 No.) Islamuddin Siddiqui 7.0 2.1 2.1 4.2 4.2 0.7 0.7 7.0
3 |Legal Expert (01 No.) Zain Soomro 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.2 0.2 1.3
4 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) Kamran Akhtar 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 0.0 0.4 0.4 16
5 __|GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) Rashid Hussain 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 0.0 0.4 0.4 1.6
6 | Environment Specialist (01 No.) M Hasceb 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.2 0.2 0.2 2.0
7 __|Urban & Regional Economists (01 No.) Samina Khalil 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 1.0 0.5 0.5 3.0
8 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Nishat Baig 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.5 25
9 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Mariam Sehar 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.5 0.5 0.5 45
10 |Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Mubasshir Ahmed 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.5 25
11 _|Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Abdul Bari 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.5 5.0
2 |Elecmrical Engr (01 No.) Asghar Bhutto 2.0 0.6 0.0 1.2 0.6 0.2 0.2 0.8
13 |Mechanical Engr (01 No.) M Mushir 2.0 0.6 0.3 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.0 03
14 |Social Scientist (01 No.) Wajaj Kumar 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 1.8
Eligiblity Criteria
i. Average annual tumover (For the last three
years duly certified) should not be less than PKR
15 |100 million; y y
ii. Affidavit that consultants have never been
16 |black listed; y y
17 |ui Firms® Litigation History; y y
18 |iv. Firms’ valid NTN, GST & SRB ¥y y
v. Firms’ Incorporation Certificates and
19 |Registration certificate with PCATP and PEC y y
vi. Experts’ registration with relevant professional
20 |bodies Yy y
/\ﬁ% Sub Total Criteria (iii)],  43.9
L Total Score - Criteria (i), (if) & (iii 7 _ /.s.e _
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Page 1 of 4

CONFIDENTIAL

PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS FOR PACKAGE Il OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES

EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

Name of Firm: M/s. Asian Consulting Engincers Pvt, Ltd. (the firm is not qualificd as the proposed Team leader and other technical team have already been engaged in Package 1)

S. No. Criteria Allocated Score Qtialued
Score
i [Relevant experience 10.0
a  |Experience in similar projects
01 marks for each relevant
10.0 project
50% if sub-consultant
Sub Total Criteria (i) 0.0

ii |[Adequacy of Proposed Methodology & Work plan 30.0

a  [Technical Approach & methodology as per TOR (FORM TECH 4) 10.0
! B

b [Work plan (FORM TECH 8) 5.0

¢ |Organization & staffing (FORM TECH 7) 10.0 0.0

d [Comments on TOR (FORM TECH 3-A) 50
|

Sub Total Criteria (i))] 0.0
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Page 2 of 4
iii - Key professional stafT qualifications and competence for the assignment
TOTAL 2 L : n -
ALLOCATED General Adequacy for the Experience in region and| TQTAL
S. No. POSITION NAME SCORE Qualifications assignment language SCORE
30% 60% 10% (A+B+C)
60 Allocated |Obtaine| Allocated | Obtained | Allocated | Obtained
Score d Score Score Score Score Score
1 [Team Leader (01) 10.0 3.0 6.0 1.0 0.0
2 [Sr. Urban Planner (01 No.) 7.0 2.1 4.2 0.7 0.0
3 [Legal Expert (01 No.) 2.0 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.0
4 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) 4.0 1.2 2.4 0.4 0.0
5 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) 4.0 1.2 24 0.4 0.0
6 | Environment Specialist (01 No.) 2.0 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.0
7__|Urban & Regional Economists (01 No.) 5.0 1.5 3.0 0.5 0.0
8 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) 5.0 1.5 3.0 0.5 0.0
9 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) 5.0 1.5 3.0 0.5 0.0
10 |Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos.) 5.0 1.5 3.0 0.5 0.0
11 _|Roads and Transportation Engincers (02 Nos.) 5.0 1.5 3.0 0.5 0.0
12 |Electrical Engr (01 No.) 2.0 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.0
13 |Mechanical Engr (01 No.) 2.0 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.0
14 |Social Scientist (01 No.) 2.0 0.6 1.2 0.2 0.0
Eligiblity Criteria
i. Average annual tumover (For the last three
years duly certified) should not be less than PKR
15 |100 million; y Yy
ii. Affidavit that consultants have never been
16 |black listed; y y
17 |iii. Firms® Litigation History; y y
18 |iv. Firms’ valid NTN, GST & SRB y y
v. Firms’ Incorporation Certificates and
19 |Registration certificate with PCATP and PEC y y
vi. Experts’ registration with relevant professional
20 |bodies b y
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
Sub Total Criteria (iii) 0.0
Total Score - Criteria (i), (i) & (iii) /2 |

2 . £ £ s _ 0.0
Evaluated by: %\y\ & \)b@?’
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PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS FOR PACKAGE II OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES

EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

Name of Firm: M/s. Urban Sector Planning & Management Services Unit Pvt. Ltd. in joint venture with Eurocosult Pakistan Pvt. Ltd.

S. No. Criteria Allocated Score Obtained
Score
i |Relevant experience 10.0
a  |Experience in similar projects
01 marks for each relevant
10.0 praject 10.0

50% if sub-consultant

Sub Total Criteria (i) 10.0

ii |Adequacy of Proposed Methodology & Work plan

30.0
a  |Technical Approach & methodology as per TOR (FORM TECH 4) 10.0 8.0
b |Work plan (FORM TECH 8) 5.0 4.5
¢ |Organization & staffing (FORM TECH 7) 10.0 9.0
d |Comments on TOR (FORM TECH 3-A) 5.0 2.0

Sub Total Criteria (ii) 23.5
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Page 2 of 3

- Key professional staff qualifications and competence for the assignment

TOTAL 4 L - n .
General Adequacy for the Experience in regionand| TOTAL
ALLOCATER Qualifications assignment language SCORE
ITION N
POS AME SCORE 30% 60% 10% (A+B+C)
60 Allocated |Obtaine| Allocated Obtained | Allocated | Obtained
Score d Score Score Score Score Score
1 |Team Leader (01) Dr. Noman 10.0 3.0 3.0 6.0 5.0 1.0 1.0 9.0
2 |Sr. Urban Planner (01 No.) Nadia Nacem 7.0 2.1 2.1 4.2 4.2 0.7 0.0 6.3
| 3 |Legal Expert (01 No.) Ahmed Rafay 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.2 0.2 0.0 1.8
7 4 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) Imtiaz Younus 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 2.4 0.4 0.0 3.6
5 |GIS Specialists (02 Nos.) M Hamid 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 2.4 0.4 0.0 3.6
7 6 | Environment Specialist (01 No.) Abid Hussainy 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.2 0.2 0.0 1.8
| 7 |Urban & Regional Economists (01 No.) Khurram Afzal 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.0 4.5
W 8  |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Ammara Asif 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.0 45
“ 9  |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 0.5 0.0
| 10 |Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Alcem Akram 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.0 2.0
| 11 |Roads and Transportation Engineers (02 Nos. Murtaza Asghar 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.0 4.5
,ﬁ 12 |Electrical Engr (01 No.) Muazzam 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.5 0.2 0.0 1.1
| 13 |Mechanical Engr (01 No.) Farhan Riaz 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.0 1.6
w 14 |[Social Scientist (01 No.) Nasir Javed 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.0 1.6
|
|
Eligiblity Criteria
i. Average annual turnover (For the last three
years duly certified) should not be less than PKR
15 |100 million; y y
ii. Affidavit that consultants have never been
16 |black listed; ¥ ¥
17 _|uii. Firms’ Litigation History; y y
18 |iv. Firms’ valid NTN, GST & SRB y y
v. Firms' Incorporation Certificates and
19 |Registration certificate with PCATP and PEC y
vi. Experts’ registration with relevant professional Y
20 |bodies y
b d
4 - _—<_____. Sub Total Criteria (iii) 45.9
8 T
Total Score - Criteria (i), (ii) & (iii) \ 7945
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Page 1 of 3

NEIDENTIAL
PREPARATION OF DEVELOPMENT MASTER PLANS FOR PACKAGE 11 OF SINDH SECONDARY CITIES

EVALUATION OF TECHNICAL PROPOSAL

Name of Firm: M/s, ESSSIAAR Planuing, Engineoring &

dees Consultants in Joint venture with CAMEOS Architeets & Consultants

S No. Criterin Allocated Score C_..:__._ﬁ_
— - Score
i [Relevant experience 10,0
A [BExperience i similar projects
01 marks for cach relevant
roject
10.0 pro) 8.0

50% if sub-consultant

Sub Total Criteria (i) 8.0

i |Adequacy of Proposed Methodelogy & Work plan 30.0

a | Technical Approach & methodology as per TOR (FORM TECH 4) 10.0 8.0

b [Work plan (FORM TECH §) 5.0 30
| ¢ |Organization & staffing (FORM TECH 7) 10.0 70

d  [Comments on TOR (FORM TECH 3-A) 5.0 4.0

Sub Total Criteria (ii 22.0

%\@bx\@/\ ¥
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Page 2 of 3

i - Key professional stafl qualifications and competence for the assignment

TOTAL 2 g c
ALLOCATED General Adcequacy for the Experience in region and|  TOTAL
POSITION NAME SCORE Qualifications assignment language SCORE
30% 60% 10% (A+B+C)
60 Allocated [Obtaine| Allocated O_w:._._ﬁ_ Allocated | Obtained
I |Team Leader (01) e & Score - d maao:w Score — Score Score Score
2 [Sr Urban Planner (01 No.) Tl = ; 7 2 4 LY 3.0
= Zhsanul Tlag 7.0 2.1 2.1 4.2 4.0 0.7 0.7
3 [Legal Expert (01 No.) Taimoor Al _ 6.8
e or Ali Khan 2.0 0.6 0.6 12 0.2 0.2 0.2 1.0
.w nJLv... ,/?wn_.u:v? (02 Nos.) Javed Alam 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 1.0 0.4 0.4 2.6
D GIS wﬁmﬁuﬁ.—w.—_mz ﬁON ZOw.v Shabbir Roza 4.0 1.2 1.2 2.4 2.0 O& O& w.@
6 Environment Specialist (01 No.) M Khalid 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.2 0.2 c“N m,o
7 |Urban & Regional Economists (01 No.) Dr Shabbir Hussain 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.5 m_o
8  |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Fazal Karim 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.5 mum
9 |Municipal Services Engineers (02 Nos.) Nisar Ahmed 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 2.0 0.5 0.5 2:5
10 |Roads and Transportation Engincers (02 Nos. Hafiz Shatjeel 5.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 3.0 0.5 0.5 5.0
11 |Roads and Transportation Engincers (02 Nos. Zubair Abdullah 5.0 1.5 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.5 0.5 0.5
12 |Electrical Engr (01 No.) Jamal Akhtar 2.0 0.6 0.0 |+ 1.2 0.2 0.2 1.4
13 |Mechanical Engr (01 No.) Ayaz Qusim 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 1.0 0.2 0.2 1.8
14 |Social Scientist (01 No.) Waijid Ali 2.0 0.6 0.6 1.2 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.8
Eligiblity Criteria
i. Average annual turnover (For the last three
years duly certified) should not be less than PKR
15 |100 million; y y
ii. Affidavit that consultants have never been
16 |black listed; y y
17 |ui. Firms’ Litigation History; y y
18 |iv. Firms’ valid NTN, GST & SRB y y
v. Firms' Incorporation Certificates and
19 |Registration certificate with PCATP and PEC Y y
vi. Experts’ registration with relevant professional
20 |bodies hi y
Sub Total Criteria (iii) 38.5

W )0 §A

_ Total Score - Criteria (i), (i) & (iii \ [ 685 |
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