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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF BID EVALUATION REPORT  
 

 

(In terms of Section 55 (4)(b) of the Public Procurement Act, 2015 (Act No. 15 of 2015) as amended) 

REFURBISHMENT OF 6M STORAGE CONTAINER - NEUDAMM CAMPUS 

PROCUREMENT REFERENCE NO:  W/RFQ/UNAM- 13/2026 

1. Scope of contract:  

The University intends to refurbish a newly procured container at Neudamm Campus for it to be utilized 

for product development and feasibility testing of various natural plants and vegetables. Trials on the 

processing of different fruits and vegetables resulted in the successful processing of Jams and Juices 

derived from Mango, Maguni, and Hibiscus. 

The introduction of these products into the market and the need to comply with food safety standards 

have necessitated a larger processing facility. Last year (2025), CID procured an additional container 

and stationed it next to the existing container. To meet the safety demands, this new container needs to 

be refurbished   

This container will be used to store equipment, de-congest the food processing room and allow enough 

space for staff to prepare and carry out processing. 

The refurbishment of the newly procured container is of utmost importance to ensure that the products 

meet safety and quality requirements. 

 

2. Procurement method used: Request for Sealed Quotations in terms of section 32 (1)(a) of the Public 

Procurement Act, 2015 (Act No. 15 of 2015) as amended.  

 

3. Date of invitation of quotations: 27 May 2026 

4. Closing date for submission of quotations:04 June 2026 

5. Date and place of opening of quotations: 04 June 2026, Administration Building, Ground Floor Main 

Campus 

 

6. Number of bids received by closing date: 25 

7. Approved Budget: N$100,000.00 

8. Responsiveness of bids:  

 Bidder’s name Total bid price 

(Excl.VAT) N$  

Responsive or not 

responsive (yes/ no) 

Reasons why bid is not responsive 

1 HH Profile Investment Cc 87,686.49 Yes - 

2 Techmarine Investment Cc 112,016.74 Yes - 

3 Nghandiza Investment Cc 115,499.73 Yes -  
4 Egameno Investments Cc 123,488.59 Yes - 

5 Togetherness Investment Cc 127,083.99 Yes - 

6 Stage Six Investments Cc 128,614.09 Yes - 

7 Karlitos Investment Cc 140,460.30 Yes - 

8 

Pandros Trading Cc 143,374.77 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

9 

Pantherline Technical Services 146,497.03 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 
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 Bidder’s name Total bid price 

(Excl.VAT) N$  

Responsive or not 

responsive (yes/ no) 

Reasons why bid is not responsive 

10 

Quickclass Investment Cc 147,982.75 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

11 

King Doro Construction Cc 157,511.64 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

12 

Ekodhi Investment Cc 158,829.22 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

13 

Maperes Investments Cc 162,245.55 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

14 

Indisheila Trading Enterprise Cc 165,510.18 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

15 

Myriad Investments Cc 165,811.76 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

16 

Twin Prosper Investment Cc 171,629.04 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

17 

Emweno Group Investment Cc 172,700.11 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

18 

Cruzel Investments Cc 183,634.61 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

19 

Ekondjitho Engineering Group  223,998.56 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

20 

Nico’s General Investments Cc 247,290.49 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

21 

Callidus Investment Cc 258,946.10 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

22 

Pilot Investment Group Cc 260,899.93 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

23 

Mur D’enceinte Investment Cc 281,355.33 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

24 

Onghanga Energy Cc 283,196.10 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

25 

Xaves Trading Enterprises cc 495,193.69 No Not the most responsive in terms of price 

(Section 52 (12)). 

9. Price comparison for bids that are substantially responsive: 

Rank Bidder Bid Price At Opening 

(Excl.VAT)  

Bid Price At Opening 

(Incl.VAT)  

1 HH Profile Investment Cc 87,686.49 100,839.46 

2 Techmarine Investment Cc 112,016.74 141,701.18 

3 Nghandiza Investment Cc 115,499.73 132,824.69 

4 Egameno Investments Cc 123,488.59 Not VAT registered 

5 Togetherness Investment Cc 127,083.99 Not VAT registered 

6 Stage Six Investments Cc 128,614.09 147,906.20 

 

10. Best Evaluated Bids: 

Bidder Bid Price At Opening 

(Excl.VAT)  

Bid Price At Opening (Incl.VAT)  

 

HH Profile Investment Cc 87,686.49 100,839.46 

 


