
RESULT OF EVALUATION REPORT OF TENDER NO. GPP-01-2015 

 
Tender No. GPP-01-2015 

Tender Description Procurement of 500 KV Transmission Line material for interconnection on Quad Bundle 

Drake Conductor for power plants at Baloki, Bhiki, Haveli Bahadur Shah and Sahiwal at 

under NTDCL own resources. (Lot I to VI). 

Tender Procedure  Single stage single envelope 

Tender Published National Newspapers/PPRA’s Website/NTDCL’s Website/ADB’s Website 

Technical and Financial 

Proposal opened on  

26/11/2015 

PPRA Ref No.(TSE) TS253654E 

Number of Participants   

Lot No. I II III IV V VI 

No. of Bidders 

Participated 

11 4 4 5 5 5 

 

 

Lot-I (500kV D/C Steel Towers) 

Sr. 

No. 

Name of Bidder 

who submitted the 

Bid 

Quoted  

Bid Price  

 

Arithmetically 

Corrected/ 

Discounted Bid 

Price  

Equivalent 

Bid Price in 

PKR 

 

 

Reasons for Rejection if 

any 

Winning 

Bidder, price 

it offered, 

duration and 

summery/ 

scope of the 

Contract 

Award 

1. M/s. Zhejiang 

Shengda Steel 

Tower Co., Ltd., 

China. 

US$  6,963,416 

(CIF) 

US$  6,963,416 

 

732,551,363 Responsive 

Accepted, being lowest 

evaluated responsive 

bidder. 

US$ 6,963,416 

(CIF) 

2. M/s. Qingdao 

Huijintong Power 

Equipment Co. Ltd., 

China. 

US$ 7,053,421.55 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,053,421.55 

 

742,019,947 Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

3. M/s. Qingdao Lutai 

Steel Structure Co., 

Ltd., China. 

US$  7,196,584 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,196,584 757,080,637 Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

4 M/s. Pakistan 

Engineering Company  

Ltd., Lahore (PECO) 

PKR 1,613,587,600 

(Ex-Works) 

PKR 1,242,462,452 1,242,462,452 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 

5 M/s. Guangdong 

Electric Line Appliance 

Co., Ltd., China. 

US$ 7,047,280.84 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,047,280.84 741,373,944 Non 

Responsive Not 

evaluated due to 

reasons as mentioned 

below 

The firm has not 

supplied tower 

material to any 

country outside China. 

Also, the firm has not 

supplied 8000 tons of 

- 



tower material – 

quantity equivalent to 

this tender – in one 

single year (12 

consecutive months) 

during last five years. 

Therefore, the 

manufacturer does 

not meet the 

qualification and 

experience criteria 

specified in the 

Bidding Documents. 
 

6 M/s. AIC Steel Co., 

Jaddah KSA. 

US$ 7,049,365.63 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,049,365.63 741,593,264 Non 

Responsive Not 

evaluated due to 

reasons as mentioned 

below  

The firm started 

manufacturing of steel 

towers in 2011 and 

therefore does not 

meet qualification 

criteria that requires 

minimum of 05 years 

of manufacturing 

experience. The 

bidder has not 

provided schedule of 

technical data without 

which conformance of 

the bid to relevant 

technical specification 

could not be 

ascertained. 

Accordingly, the bid 

has been considered 

non-responsive. 

 

 

- 

7 M/s. Shandong Qixing 

Iron Tower Co., Ltd., 

China. 

US$ 7,401,670.66 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,401,670.66 778,655,753 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 

8 M/s. AL-Hidada Ltd., 

Jaddah KSA. 

US$ 7,512,786.27 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,437,658.40 782,441,664 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 

9 M/s. Chongqing 

Suntop Iron Tower 

Manufac. Co., Ltd., 

China. 

US$ 7,614,143.88 

(CIF) 

US$ 7,614,143.88 801,007,936 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 



 

 

 

 

Lot-II (ACSR DRAKE CONDUCTOR & EHS Shield wire) 
 
Sr # Name of the 

Bidders 

Bid Price in 

Quoted 

Currency 

Corrected / 

Discounted          

Bid Price 

Bid Price in 

Equivalent 

 PKR 

Landed CIF 

Prices 

loaded  

@22.5%  

(PKR) 

Price after 

Domestic 

Preference     

@ 25%  

(PKR)  

REMARKS Winning 

Bidder, 

price it 

offered, 

duration 

and 

summery/ 

scope of 

the 

Contract 

Award 

1. M/s. 

Newage 

Cables (Pvt.) 

Ltd., Lahore. 

PKR 

1,116,620,000 

(Ex-Works) 

PKR 

941,087,336[1] 

(Ex-Works) 

941,087,336 - 705,815,502 Responsive 

Accepted, being lowest 

evaluated responsive 

bidder. 

PKR 

941,087,336 

(Ex-Works) 

2. M/s. TBEA 

Co., Ltd., 

China. 

US$  

8,167,186 

(CIF) 

US$  

8,167,186 

(CIF) 

859,187,967  1,052,505,260 
[3] 

- Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

3. M/s. Wuxi 

Jiangnan 

Cable Co., 

Ltd., China. 

US$ 

7,055,704      

(CIF) 

US$ 

7,055,704      

(CIF) 

742,260,061 -  Non-Responsive  

Not evaluated in detail due 

to the reasons as 

mentioned below: 

Following discrepancies 

have been found in the bid: 

i)The format of submitted 

bid security is not as 

specified in the bidding 

documents and thus, the 

bid has been considered 

liable to be rejected as per 

Bidding Documents. 

ii)The bidder has not 

attached any qualification 

documents related to EHS 

Shield Wire. Hence, the 

qualification capability of 

the bidder has not been 

ascertained and the bid has 

been rejected as per 

provisions of Bidding 

Documents.  

-  

10 M/s. Guangdong 

Disheng Power Steel 

Co., Ltd., China. 

US$ 8,422,579.14 

(CIF) 

US$ 8,254,127.56 868,334,219 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 

11 M/s. Nanjing Daji 

Steel Tower 

manufacturing Co., 

Ltd., China. 

US$ 8,397,311.42 

(CIF) 

US$ 8,397,311.42 883,397,161 Not Evaluated due to 

higher price 

- 



 

In view of above, the bid 

has been considered as 

non-responsive. 

 

4. M/s. Steel 

Complex 

(Pvt.) Ltd., 

Lahore. 

PKR 

1,100,303,628 

(FCS) 

PKR 

1,099,285,600 [2] 

(Ex-Works) 

1,099,285,600 -  Non-Responsive  

Not evaluated in detail due 

to the reasons as 

mentioned below:  
i)The validity of submitted 

bid security is 127 days 

which is less than the 

required validity period by 

21 days as mentioned in 

BDS. 

ii)The bidder does not meet 

the required manufacturing 

/ operational experience 

criteria as during the last 5 

years, the bidder has 

supplied only 300 km of 

ACSR Conductor to LESCO 

in 2011 which is only 12% 

of the total quantity of the 

respective lot. Accordingly, 

the bidder does not meet 

the qualification criteria. 

iii)The bidder has not 

mentioned quoted bid 

price in the “Form of Bid”. 

iv)The bidder has not 

submitted any qualification 

documents and technical 

data of EHS Shield wire. 

Hence, the Qualification & 

Technical competence of 

bidder was not ascertained. 

v)Bidder has submitted the 

Audit report of year 2014 

only. Audit reports duly 

audited by Chartered 

Accountant for the last 3 

years were to be submitted 

pursuant to bidding 

documents. Accordingly, 

the financial capability of 

the bidder was not 

ascertained. 

vi)The bidder has not 

submitted Power of 

Attorney, QF – 4 

(Manufacturing 

experience), QF – 5 

(Performance Certificates), 

QF – 6 (Current Contract 

Commitments), QF – 7 

-  



(Financial Data), QF – 8 

(Annual Turnover Data), QF 

– 9 (Financial Resources), 

QF – 10 (Bank Certificate), 

QF – 11 (Pending Litigation 

Form), “List of Quality 

Control / Laboratory 

equipment”, 

“Implementation 

Schedule”, “Schedule of 

Shipping Weight & 

Dimensions of Packages”, 

“Deviations from Technical 

Provisions and Contractual 

Conditions” and All 

Appendices to the bid. 

 

 

LOT-III (OPGW alongwith Accessories) 

 

Sr. # Name of the Bidders Quoted Bid 

Price in US$ 

(CIF Karachi) 

Corrected / 

Discounted 

Bid Price in 

US$ 

REMARKS Winning Bidder, 

price it offered, 

duration and 

summery/ 

scope of the 

Contract Award 

1. M/s. Shandong Pacific 

Optics Fiber & Cable Co., 

Ltd., P.R China. 

126,594.11       

 

126,594.11      

 

Non-Responsive 
The bidder do not fulfill the 

manufacturing criteria for 

supply of minimum of 100% 

of material covered in the Lot 

in any one (1) year 

(continuous period of 12 

months) within the last 5 

years. Further, the criteria of 

providing the 25% of the 

offered quantity supply either 

to NTDCL/DISCO in Pakistan 

or any entity outside the 

country is also not met with. 

  

- 

2. M/s. Fujikura Hengtong 

Aerial Cable System Co., 

Ltd., China. 

152,350 

 

152,350 

 

Responsive 

Accepted, being lowest 

evaluated responsive 

bidder. 

US$ 152,350 

(CIF) 

 

3. M/s. ZTT International 

Ltd., China. 

221,903       

 

160,394 [1] Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

4. M/s. Toyota Tsusho 

Corp. Japan. 

204,813.04       

 

193,482.3 [1 & 

2] 

Non-Responsive 
Following discrepancies / 

deviations have been found in 

the bid: 

i)The bid security has been 

submitted by M/s. Associated 

- 



Commercial Agencies, Lahore 

instead of the bidder i.e. M/s. 

Toyota Tsusho Corporation 

Japan, so the bid has been 

considered without 

acceptable bid security and 

liable to be rejected as per 

clause ITB IB-19.3 Section-I of 

the Bidding Documents 

ii)The bidder submitted the 

financial report for year 2015 

only, whereas Audited 

financial “Standalone” 

statement (Balance Sheet, 

profit & loss A/C and Fund 

Flow statement) audited by 

Chartered Accountant for the 

last three years was to be 

submitted pursuant to clause 

5(1) BDS. Accordingly, the 

financial capability of the 

bidder  has not been 

ascertained. 

iii)The bidder has not 

submitted the optical 

characteristics of Fiber Optic 

Approach Cable 

  

 
LOT-IV (T/Line Hardware) 

 

Sr. # Name of the 

Bidders 

Quoted           

Bid Price                      

(CIF Karachi) 

Corrected / 

Discounted            

Bid Price 

(CIF Karachi) 

Evaluated Bid 

Price in Eqv. PKR 

REMARKS Winning 

Bidder, price it 

offered, 

duration and 

summery/ 

scope of the 

Contract Award 

1. M/s. ALDA 

Manufacturing 

Co., Iran. 

US$ 567,011 US$ 555,542.4 
[1] 

58,443,060 Non-Responsive 

 i)The bidder has not attached 

the tender purchase slip with 

the bid. 

ii)The signatures of authorized 

representative to sign the bid 

and the signatures appearing 

on the bid don’t match with 

each other. 

iii)The submitted qualification 

documents are vague. They 

supply record submitted with 

- 



the bid does not indicate the 

type and quantity of material 

provided. No supply record 

and end-user certificates of 

the supplied material have 

been attached with the bid. 

Thus, the qualification of the 

bidder was not ascertained. 

iv)The bidder has not 

submitted any audited 

balance sheets with the bid. 

Accordingly, the financial 

standing of the bidder was not 

established. In addition to 

above, bidder has not 

submitted different 

forms,accordingly the bid has 

been considered as in-

complete/non-responsive and 

has not been evaluated in 

detail. 

 

2. M/s. ISELFA 

Morsetteria S.R.I 

Italy. 

US$ 593,300 US$ 593,300 62,415,160 Responsive 

Accepted, being lowest 

evaluated responsive 

bidder. 

US$ 593,300 

(CIF) 

3. M/s. 

YaraghAvaranPo

oya Engineering 

Co., Iran. 

US$ 

777,980.9       

US$ 777,980.9       81,843,591 Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

4. M/s. A. SALVI 

&C.s.p.A, Italy. 

US$ 

786,805.5      

US$ 786,805.5      82,771,939 Non-Responsive 
Following discrepancies / 

deviations have been found in 

the bid: 

i)In the letter of offer, Mr. 

Aldo Tufari has been 

authorized to sign the bid on 

behalf of M/s. SALVI whose 

specimen signature have also 

been provided. However, no 

notarized power of attorney 

as required has been provided 

in the bid. Moreover, four 

different signatures were 

found on different forms / 

pages of the bid. The 

complete signatures of the 

authorized representative 

only appear on few schedules 

including schedule of prices 

and some financial schedules 

etc. Complete signatures of 

another person have 

appeared on some other 

qualification forms. The rest of 

the bid seems to be initiated 

by two other different 

- 



persons. Accordingly, the bid 

has not been considered 

authenticated. 

ii)The bidder has submitted 

implementation schedule 

which exceeds the desired No. 

of days of the delivery period. 

  

5. M/s. A. SALVI 

&C.s.p.A, Italy. 

M/s. Mosdorfer 

GmbH, Austria 

Euro  817,964  

 

Euro 

793,425.08  [2] 

91,600,916 Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

 
LOT-V (Fog Type Disc Insulators) 

 

Re-Bidding 
 

LOT-VI (Spacer & Stock Bridge Vibration Dampers) 

 

Sr. # Name of the 

Bidders 

Quoted Bid 

Price                      

(CIF Karachi) 

Corrected / 

Discounted            

Bid Price 

Evaluated        

Bid Price in 

Eqv.  PKR 

REMARKS Winning 

Bidder, price it 

offered, 

duration and 

summery/ 

scope of the 

Contract 

Award 

1. M/s. ALDA 

Manufacturing 

Co., Iran. 

US$ 395,438 US$ 387,529.24 
[1] 

40,768,076 Non-Responsive 
Same, as has been mentioned at 

Para 2.4.2.1 above. Further, the 

bidder has not submitted any 

qualification documents, supply 

record for dampers and end user 

certificate of the offered material 

with the bid. Therefore, the bid has 

been considered as in-complete and 

non-responsive. 

  

- 

2. M/s. ZTT 

International 

Ltd., China. 

US$ 580,710.6 US$ 531,353.8 
[2] 

55,898,420 Non-Responsive 
i)No qualification documents, 

company profile and manufacturing 

capability of M/s. Jiangdong 

Hardware Fitting, the manufacturer 

of the dampers have been 

submitted with the bid. In the 

absence of which the qualification 

of manufacturer was not 

ascertained.ii)The bidder has 

submitted supply record, technical 

data and end-user certificates of 

M/s. ZTT instead of M/s. Jiangdong 

Hardware Fittings, whereas, the 

- 



company profile and business 

license of the bidder does not show 

the manufacturing of any such item. 

3. M/s. DAMP 

S.R.I Italy. 

Euro 530,729.8 Euro 530,729.8 61,272,755 Responsive 

Accepted, being lowest 

evaluated responsive 

Euro 530,729.8 

4. M/s. A. SALVI 

&C.s.p.A, Italy. 

US$ 595,373 US$ 595,373.00 62,633,240 Non-Responsive  

Same, as have been mentioned at Para 

2.4.2.2 above. Further, the bidder 

has submitted the drawings of stock 

bridge vibration dampers for OPGW 

in which the range for cable 

diameter of the clamp was 

observed different from the 

required one. Resultantly, the 

clamp may not accommodate the 

OPGW even alongwith armor rods. 

No data / drawings of armor rods 

have been submitted with the bid. 

 

- 

5. M/s. 

YaraghAvaranP

ooya 

Engineering Co., 

Iran. 

US$ 658,191.6 US$ 658,191.6 69,241,756 Responsive 

Higher in price 

- 

 


