
Making A Difference 

ESWATINI WATER & AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT ENTERPRISE, LTD 

TEMPLATE NO.: SPPRA /2015/02 
TEMPLATE FOR USE BY PROCURING ENTITIES, THE TECHNICAL SECRETARIAT, AND TENDER 

BOARDS 

TENDER NOTICE: INTENTION TO A WARD A CONTRACT 

(Also published in terms of section 45(3)(b) of the Public Procurement Act No. 7 of 2011 on the public 
procurement website: www.sppra.co.sz) 

DATE OF FIRST PUBLICATION OF 
02nd April, 2025 

THIS NOTICE 
TENDER NUMBER ESWADE/0714 

NAME OF TENDER SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF MAINTENANCE PIPES AND 
FITTINGS 

APPROVALS AUTHORITY EW ADE TENDER BOARD 

PROCURING ENTITY EWADE 

REQUESTING ENTITY EWADE 

In terms of section 45 of the Public Procurement Act No. 7 of 2011 (the Act), following a competitive 
bidding process, notice is hereby given that a contract award decision for the above cited tender has been 
reached by the approvals authority as follows: 

DETAILS OF BEST EVALUATED RESPONSIVE TENDERER 

NAME Heathway Investment (Pty) Ltd 

NATIONALITY Eswatini 

PROPOSED CONTRACT PRICE SZL 828,091.23 

It must be noted that, in terms of section 45(2) of the Act, the above contract award decision does not 
constitute a contract. 

Further, in terms of section 45(4), 46, and 47 of the Act, all tenderers who submitted bids are hereby 
notified that a period of ten (I 0) working days is hereby allowed for submission of any application for 
review from the above stated date of first publication of this notice. 



DETAILS OF ALL OTHER EVALUATED RESPONSIVE TENDERERS 

NAME 

Smart Group 
Construction 

Delean Investment 

ASD (Pty) Ltd 

SBU Inve~tments 
(Pty)Ltd 

Umhlala Investments 
(Pty)Ltd 

BID PRICE AS EVALUATED 
NATIONALITY READOUT AT PRICE 

OPENING 

ESWATINI E 3 972 105.59 NIA 

ESWATINI 
E 985 960.54 NIA 

ESWATINI E 714 483.41 NIA 

ESWATINI E 928 072.38 NIA 

ESWATINI E 2 549 845.44 NIA 

DR.SA&HOLE 
CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER 

REASON FOR 
DISQUALIFICATION 

The Bidder was not 
responsive to technical 
evaluation. 

The Bidder was not 
responsive to technical 
evaluation. 

The Bidder was not 
responsive to preliminary 
evaluation. 

The Bidder was not 
responsive to technical 
evaluation. 

The Bidder was not 
responsive to preliminary 
evaluation. 

NB: THE LEAST COST SELECTION CRITERIA IN · ALL TENDERS ABOVE THE 
MINIMUM QUALIFYING SCORE WAS APPLIED. 


