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REFERENCE: TENDER BULLETIN

▪ Content presented is a direct extract from the technical criteria associated specification sheets 

posted on the tender bulletin:

- Refer to document: 240-171000554 - TECHNICAL EVALUATION CRITERIA FOR ZINC COATED 

STRANDED STEEL WIRE CONDUCTORS AND STAYS FOR DISTRIBUTION LINES

- Product requirements are supported by drawings D-DT 3124 and D-DT 7036.

- However, where necessary, some aspects have been further highlighted/emphasized in this 

presentation. 
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INTRODUCTION & TECHNICAL SCOPE

▪ The criteria governs the evaluation of manufacturers and suppliers intending to supply overhead 

zinc-coated stranded steel wire conductors.

▪ The evaluation includes a desktop assessment and a factory assessment for qualifying 

submissions.

▪ The evaluation applies per SAP number and uses product-specific schedules, test evidence, 

drawings.

▪ The technical criteria supplements, but does not replace, the zinc-coated stranded steel wire 

conductor standard 240-75883116.
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▪ Items covered by the tender evaluation:
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INTRODUCTION & TECHNICAL SCOPE

No. Drawing SAP Number Description

1. DDT7036 185944 WIRE STRAND,ST 3x4.00 1100MPA D7036

2. DDT7036 401341 WIRE STRAND,ST 7x3.35 1100MPA D7036

3. DDT7036 401339 WIRE STRAND,ST 19x2.65 1100MPA D7036

4. DDT3124 163344 WIRE STRAND,ST 3x3.35 1100MPA 100m D3124

5. DDT3124 401337 WIRE STRAND,ST 7x4.00 1100MPA 100m D3124

6. DDT3124 163343 WIRE STRAND,ST 7x4.0 1100MPA 1500m D3124

7. DDT3124 163345 WIRE STRAND,ST 3x3.35 1100MPA D3124

8. DDT7036 595551 WIRE STRAND,ST 7x3.51  1290 MPA



TECHNICAL STRATEGY

▪ The evaluation strategy and supporting criteria described in the following sections will be used to evaluate qualifying bids.

▪ The technical evaluation process will follow a chronological order which will start with Level 1, namely mandatory 

requirements.

▪ If all Level 1 requirements have been satisfied then the evaluation will proceed to Level 2, which is the evaluation of the 

predefined functional requirements.

- All functional criteria will be scored, and a threshold will be set for Level 2. 

- If the Level 2 threshold is met, then the qualifying bids will be processed further for selection.

▪ The mandatory evidence (see table 1) and the functional evidence (see table 2) must be submitted by the tender closing 

date.

▪ Level 3 will include a Factory Assessment and Verification.
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LEVEL 1: MANDATORY CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE



LEVEL 1: MANDATORY CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE

▪ Table 1 stipulates the Mandatory Criteria and required returnable to be included in the tender 
submission. 

▪ Level 1 is evaluated per SAP number.

▪ Failure to provide the stipulated evidence will result in the submission being disqualified and the 
evaluation will not proceed further. 

▪ There will be no scoring linked to these requirements. A “Yes” or “No” result will be allocated. 

▪ It is required that the tender submission achieve “Yes” allocation for all mandatory requirements 
listed on the table in order to proceed to the next part of the evaluation. 

▪ If a “No” is allocated to one or more criteria then the submission will be considered non-
responsive and will be disqualified. 

▪ Technical Schedules A and B must be completed in full. Blank spaces and non-technical 
responses such as “N/A” or “Will be submitted later” are not acceptable.

▪ Deviations must be declared in the Deviation Schedule with supporting detail and motivation.

▪ If the Mandatory requirements are met, then the evidence will be used for scoring in the 
Functional Evaluation.
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LEVEL 1: MANDATORY CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE
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The following evidence (see Table 1) must be submitted by the tender closing date. 

Failure to satisfy any gatekeeper requirement will result in 
disqualification from further technical evaluation.



LEVEL 1: MANDATORY CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE
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LEVEL 1: MANDATORY CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE
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LEVEL 2: FUNCTIONAL CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE



LEVEL 2: FUNCTIONAL CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE
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▪ The Functional Criteria and required returnable are stated in Table 2.

▪ Functional evaluation is conducted per SAP number after all Level 1 gatekeepers are passed.

▪ The returnable will be assessed and scores will be allocated accordingly. 

▪ Negative marking will apply. 

▪ Final scores shall be stated in percentage terms.

▪ The threshold for these criteria is set at 80%. 

▪ Submissions failing to meet the stipulated threshold will be deemed non-compliant; the submission will be 

disqualified and not evaluated further.
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LEVEL 2: FUNCTIONAL CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE
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LEVEL 2: FUNCTIONAL CRITERIA AND RETURNABLE



TEMPLATES TO BE USED AS RETURNABLES
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TEMPLATES TO BE USED AS RETURNABLES

▪ Annex A: Zinc-Coated Stranded Steel Wire Conductor Test Matrix for all listed SAP numbers.

▪ Annex B: Product-specific Technical Schedules A and B. Complete Schedule B fully for each offered SAP 

item.

▪ Deviation Schedule: Declare every deviation from Schedule A and motivate any requested concession.
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TEMPLATES TO BE USED AS RETURNABLES
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TEMPLATES TO BE USED AS RETURNABLES
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TEMPLATES TO BE USED AS RETURNABLES



Desktop Technical Evaluation and Results 

▪ The TET will conduct the technical evaluation on all valid bids received. 

▪ The results of the technical evaluation will be consolidated into a technical report that will be issued to 
Procurement after the evaluation has been concluded.

▪ The report will state all compliant bids that qualify for further consideration in the procurement process. 

▪ The report will also provide details related to the findings that resulted in bids being deemed non-compliant.

▪ The report will also include approved concessions or deviations that were considered during the evaluation 
process.
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Factory Assessment and Verification 

▪ A factory assessment and sample inspection shall be conducted by the Eskom Evaluation team to validate the evidence submitted 
throughout the tender process. 

▪ Assessment areas include manufacturing methods, product conformance, workshop practices, design practices, testing facilities and 
calibration. Refer to Annex C.

▪ Type tests must be performed at an accredited laboratory; sample testing evidence and capability are assessed.

▪ Hybrid drum capability, packaging, markings, handling and long-term storage requirements are reviewed.

▪ The need for a Factory Assessment and Verification shall be determined by the TET once the functional evaluation has been concluded. 

▪ If it is determined that the Factory Assessment and Verification is not required, then the Bidder’s evaluation will be concluded at this point. 

▪ Where a factory assessment is conducted, the tenderer must achieve a minimum score of 80%.

▪ If the Factory Assessment and Verification identifies a deviation from the Bidder’s tender submission that is not rectifiable within an 
acceptable timeline, then the submission will be disqualified. 
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Conclusion
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