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EMERGENCY EVACUATION PROCEDURE 
 
•  Ensure that you are aware of the evacuation routes as depicted by plans 

mounted on the walls  

•  When an emergency alarm is sounded, be calm and evacuate the building in an 

orderly fashion  

•  Obey the instructions of the evacuation leader identified by a yellow jacket/hard-

hat  

•  Take your personal belongings, if possible  

•  Do not use the lifts or escalators, only use the stairs  

•  Do not run but move fast and quietly  

•  The Emergency Assembly Point is the Open Parking at Head Office 

•  If you are not at the Head Office, familiarise yourself with Emergency Assembly 

Point of the building/facility you are in.  

 
 
IF YOU ARE IN AN ELEVATOR WHEN THE EMERGENCY SIREN SOUNDS:  
 

• Do not panic 

• Wait for the lift to open the doors at the first available floor 

• Get off and follow the evacuation routes out of the building 
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MINUTES OF AN ORDINARY MEETING OF THE   
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE HELD IN THE MAIN BOARDROOM 65 
NTEMI PILISO STREET,TURBINEHALL ON MONDAY, 07 SEPTEMBER 2026 
AT 09:00 
 

 
THESE MINUTES COMPRISE: 
 
 
1 WELCOME      
   
2 APOLOGIES 
  
3 CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM  

 
4 EVACUATION PROCEDURE 

 
5 CONFIRMATION OF AGENDA 

 
6 STATUTORY DUTY OF DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST 

 
7 SAFETY MOMENTS 

 
8 CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 

 
9 RESOLUTION TRACKER 

 
10.     REPORTS 

 
11.     GENERAL  
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PRESENT 
 
Chairperson (Nominated by the committee)  
 
Mr. M Selesho  Senior Manager : Bulk Wastewater  

       
 
Members: 
 

Mr. M Manaka  General Manager: SCM 

 
Mr. K Mahlaba       CFO 
 
Ms. F Chakana Senior Manager : Engineering Services 
 
 
ATTENDEES  
 
Mesdames 
 
N Mahomed Legal Advisor to BAC 

 

S Mathula Secretariat 

 

N Thabethe Governance & Legal Services (Intern) 

 
M Malatji Technical Expert 

 

M Maluleke BEC 

 

B Baloyi BEC 

 

L Musimanyana BEC 

 

M Maffa BEC 

 

Messieurs 
 
R da Silva Technical Expert 
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E Mudau Technical Expert 

K Musa BEC 

M Matsepe BEC 

R Chauke BEC 

O Mukhtar BEC 

 

1. WELCOME 
 

The Chairperson welcomed all attendees to the meeting. 
 

 2. APOLOGIES 
 
Apologies from Ms. K Mabe, and Ms. G Phakathi were noted. 
 

NOTED 
 

3.        CONFIRMATION OF QUORUM  
 
The Secretariat confirmed that the meeting had a quorum. 

 
NOTED 

 
4. EVACUATION PROCEDURE 
  

NOTED 
 

5. CONFIRMATION OF AGENDA 
 

The agenda was confirmed by the members. 
 

NOTED 
 
6. STATUTORY DISCLOSURE OF INTEREST  
 
No conflicts of interest were declared by the attendees. 
 

NOTED 
 
7. SAFETY MOMENTS 
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NOTED 
 

8.      CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES 
 
Minutes for 27 July 2026, 11,17,25& 31 August 2026 and 01 September 2026 were read and 
approved. 
 
9.      RESOLUTION TRACKER 
 
Reference should be made to the resolution tracker. 
 
10. REPORTS 

 
11. GENERAL 
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ITEM 1     AWARD OF TENDER JW IT 024/25 - TO PROVIDE MAINTENANCE AND 
SUPPORT FOR A CORPORATE INTERNET WEBSITE AND INTRANET FOR A PERIOD 
OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS 
 
A quorum was formed for the report by the members Ms F Chakana, Mr M Mahlaba, Mr. M 
Manaka, Mr M Selesho and the technical expert Mr. R da Silva. 
 
Ms. B Baloyi presented the report and was supported by Mr. R Chauke 
 

Mr da Silva  indicated that his only concern related to Item 8, specifically the reference to the 
WordPress platform. He stated that he was satisfied that the matter had been investigated 
and addressed. However, he noted that the wording in the report was not entirely accurate, 
as the matter did not concern a specific WordPress version. The Chairperson asked Mr Da 
Silva how he would recommend that the matter be articulated. Mr da Silva explained that 
WordPress.org was an organisation that developed open-source software called WordPress, 
which was the platform proposed for use.  

He indicated that referring to a "WordPress version" could incorrectly imply that the matter 
was limited to a particular version. He therefore recommended that the report clearly state that 
WordPress.org was the organisation responsible for developing the open-source WordPress 
software that would be used. The Chairperson thanked Mr Da Silva and indicated that the 
members would take note of the proposed amendment. Mr Mahlaba indicated that he was 
satisfied with the report and had no further comments. 

Mr Manaka indicated that, following the clarification provided by the Technical Expert and the 
proposed amendment to the reference to WordPress, he was satisfied that the matter was in 
order. Ms Chakana indicated that she was satisfied with the amendments that had been made. 
She stated that she had not previously been sufficiently familiar with the WordPress engine 
and platform and that the clarification provided had assisted in distinguishing between the 
relevant components. 

She then raised a few proposed enhancements to the report. Regarding the background 
section on page 1.2.06 of the PDF, Ms Chakana indicated that the report should provide an 
indication of the status of the previous or current contract, including whether it was still in 
effect, when it was due to expire, or whether it had already expired. She explained that this 
information would assist in linking the existing contractual position to the motivation for the 
new contract. 

Ms Chakana further referred to page 1.6 of the report, relating to the tender evaluation 
process. She noted that the evaluation process had been finalised in June, whereas the matter 
had only been submitted to the Bid Adjudication Committee in August or September. She 
requested that the report provide an explanation for the delay in submitting the matter to the 
Committee. 

She also identified a minor spelling error on page 1.7 under the mandatory evaluation section. 
The word "compliance" had been incorrectly written as "complaint". She requested that the 
error be corrected and that the report be checked for similar errors throughout. The 
Chairperson confirmed that the same spelling error appeared elsewhere in the report, 
including in the table on the same page. He requested that the report be checked throughout 
for similar semantic and typographical errors. 
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Mr Chauke requested clarification regarding where the explanation for the delay in submitting 
the matter to the Committee should be included in the report. Ms Chakana indicated that the 
explanation should be inserted on page 1.6, under the section dealing with the evaluation 
timeline. Mr Chauke acknowledged the clarification and indicated that the explanation would 
be included in that section. He explained that there had been delays during the quality 
assessment process, which had taken longer than anticipated and had resulted in some back-
and-forth communication. He confirmed that the reasons for the delay would be incorporated 
into the report. 

The Chairperson thanked the officials for their direct responses to the issues raised and 
indicated that the matters had been adequately addressed. He raised a few additional matters 
relating to the report. Firstly, he noted that the page references in the history section did not 
correspond with the actual pages to which they referred. He requested that the page 
numbering and cross-references be checked and aligned throughout the report. 

Secondly, the Chairperson referred to the section relating to the bidders and noted an 
apparent inconsistency regarding the bidder's name, which was reflected as "Gabella 
Holdings, P2LTD", followed by wording that appeared to indicate otherwise. He requested 
clarification and correction of the information, if necessary. The Chairperson also raised a 
query regarding the municipal account, which had reportedly been submitted in July. The 
matter was discussed and it was confirmed that the account was still within the applicable 
requirements. 

The Chairperson further referred to the recommendation under Item 18.5. He indicated that, 
given the nature of the contract, he would be more comfortable if the recommendation 
expressly stated that the CIO, or his nominee, would be authorised to sign and manage the 
contract relating to the approval. He requested that the recommendation be amended 
accordingly and emphasised the importance of ensuring that the wording was properly 
reflected in the minutes. 

The Chairperson requested clarification regarding the reference to the tender document being 
"not bound". Mr Chauke explained that, when the tender document had been submitted, it had 
consisted of a set of papers that had not been formally bound. He stated that the reference 
had been included to ensure that the record accurately reflected the condition in which the 
document had been received and to avoid any future misunderstanding. He added that the 
Tender Office had secured the papers using string. 

The Chairperson acknowledged the explanation and confirmed his understanding that the 
tender document had not been formally bound. The Chairperson thanked the officials and the 
Technical Expert for their responses and indicated that the Committee's views and inputs had 
been provided. 

Mr da Silva indicated that he supported the recommendation, subject to the incorporation of 
the minor corrections and amendments that had been discussed. Mr Mahlaba also supported 
the recommendation, subject to the proposed changes. Mr Manaka supported the 
recommendation with the minor amendments discussed. Ms Chakana indicated that she also 
supported the recommendation, subject to the incorporation of the outstanding amendments. 

The Chairperson confirmed that he also supported the recommendation, subject to the minor 
amendments and corrections being incorporated and verified by the Technical Expert.
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RESOLVED TO RECOMMEND  

 
10.1 That the Bid Adjudication Committee approve that Tender JW IT 024/25 to provide maintenance and support for a corporate 

internet website and intranet for a period of thirty-six (36) months Be awarded to Rathe Technologies 
 
10.2 That Rathe Technologies be appointed based on their tendered rates: 

 
 

RATHE TECHNOLOGIES 
  
Pricing Schedule 

NO.  DESCRIPTION  
Year 1 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 1 
Annual 
 Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 2 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 2 
Annual  
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 3 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT 
Excl.) 

Year 3 
Annual  
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Total annual  
price for year 
1, year 2, year 
3 
(VAT Excl.) 

1 Website enhancement (annual)  R60 000.00  R61 200.00 
 R62 424.00 R183 624.00 

2 Intranet enhancement (annual)  R45 000.00  R45 900.00 
 R46 818.00 R137 718.00 

3 Content & page management R9 500.00 R114 000.00 R9 690.00  R116 280.00 
R9 883.80 118 605.60 R348 885.60 

4 Website maintenance & support  R12 500.00 R150 000.00 R12 750.00 R153 000.00 
R13 005.00 156 060.00 R459 060.00  
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RATHE TECHNOLOGIES 
  
Pricing Schedule 

NO.  DESCRIPTION  
Year 1 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 1 
Annual 
 Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 2 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 2 
Annual  
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Year 3 
Monthly 
Price 
(VAT 
Excl.) 

Year 3 
Annual  
Price 
(VAT Excl.) 

Total annual  
price for year 
1, year 2, year 
3 
(VAT Excl.) 

5 Intranet maintenance & support R10 000.00 R120 000.00 R10 200.00 R122 400.00  
R10 404.00 R124 848.00 R367 248.00 

 
 
 

10.3 That the contract funds be approved as follows:  

ITEM AMOUNT 
Contract Funds Excl. of VAT R1 496 535.60 
VAT @ 15% R224 480.34 
Contract Funds Incl. of VAT R1 721 015.94 

 
18.4 That the Chief Financial Officer or his nominee be authorised to sign the letter of appointment relating to this tender behalf of 
Johannesburg Water. 

 
18.5 That the Chief Information Officer: Information Technology or his nominee be authorized to sign and manage the contract 
relating to this approval on behalf of Johannesburg Wat
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ITEM 2      CANCELLATION OF TENDER JW IT 014/25: SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF  
                  DESKTOP COMPUTERS, LAPTOPS, IT TABLETS AND ICT PERIPHERALS  
                  ON AN AS AND WHEN BASIS FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS. 
 
A quorum was formed for the report by the members Ms F Chakana, Mr K Mahlaba, Mr. M 
Manaka, Mr M Selesho and the technical expert Mr. R da Silva. 
 
Mr O Mukhtar presented the report and was supported by Ms L Musimanyana and Ms M 
Maffa. 
 

Mr Da Silva indicated that, as the Chairperson had correctly observed, the cancellation was 
disappointing, particularly considering the significant number of hours that had been invested 
in the process. He indicated that he had some comments regarding the technical 
specifications, which he would discuss separately with Mr Mukhtar, as he believed that the 
specifications required improvement. 

His main concern related to the recommendation on page 4.00 of the PDF. He noted that the 
recommendation proposed that the Committee approve the cancellation of the tender in terms 
of Clause 9.7.14 of the Supply Chain Management Policy. Mr Da Silva further noted that the 
report contained a legal opinion on the matter. He referred specifically to page 4.07 of the 
PDF, where the section on the "appropriate corrective course" outlined a number of proposed 
corrective measures. 

He questioned whether the BEC had considered the legal opinion merely as advice or whether 
it was expected to implement the corrective measures recommended by Legal. He explained 
that the legal opinion appeared to recommend that the BEC revisit the bids and determine 
whether certain bidders should have been disqualified for failing to complete the relevant MBD 
4.2/3.2 requirements. 

Mr da Silva therefore sought clarity on the apparent difference between the recommendation 
to cancel the tender and the corrective measures proposed in the legal opinion. He questioned 
whether the Committee was expected to consider the legal recommendations before 
proceeding with the cancellation. The Chairperson indicated that his question had been clearly 
understood. He invited the BEC to explain what action had been taken following receipt of the 
legal opinion and to provide the necessary context. 

Ms Maffa explained that the matter had been regarded as an irregularity because of conflicting 
requirements contained in the tender documentation. She explained that the tender had been 
advertised with a requirement for bidders to provide certain indices under the relevant MBD 
provision. However, another provision in the tender document stated that the indices would 
be supplied to the bidders so that they could calculate their costs on a comparable basis. 

Ms Maffa explained that Legal had recommended that the BEC revisit the mandatory 
evaluation and consider disqualifying bidders who had failed to complete the relevant indices. 
However, the BEC had identified a contradiction in the tender requirements because the 
tender documentation had also indicated that the indices would be provided to bidders. She 
explained that, in the BEC's view, proceeding with the disqualification of bidders in those 
circumstances could create a risk and potentially compromise the principle of fairness. The 
BEC had therefore considered the cancellation of the tender to be the appropriate course of 
action. 
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The Chairperson noted that the Technical Expert's question related specifically to whether the 
legal opinion and its proposed corrective measures had been considered by the BEC. Mr da 
Silva confirmed that this was indeed his question. He explained that a request had been made 
to Legal to provide an opinion on the matter and that the legal document contained a section 
dealing with corrective action. His concern was whether the legal opinion was merely advisory 
or whether the BEC was expected to implement the corrective action recommended by Legal. 

He reiterated that the report recommended cancellation of the tender, whereas the legal 
opinion proposed corrective measures. He therefore sought clarity on which approach the 
Committee was expected to consider. Ms Maffa indicated that the BEC had considered the 
advice provided by Legal but had also assessed the risks associated with implementing the 
proposed corrective measures. 

She explained that one of the proposed corrective measures was to revisit the bids and 
consider disqualifying bidders. However, the tender documentation contained conflicting 
requirements regarding the submission and provision of the indices. In the circumstances, the 
BEC was concerned that disqualifying bidders on the basis of the conflicting requirement could 
compromise fairness. 

Ms Maffa further indicated that the BEC had therefore concluded that the specification should 
be corrected and that the tender should subsequently be re-advertised. The revised tender 
would need to ensure that the requirements were clear and did not contain contradictory 
provisions. The Chairperson thanked Ms Maffa for the explanation and indicated that the 
Technical Expert had raised an important matter. 

He noted that, based on the explanation provided, the BEC had considered the legal opinion 
but had decided not to implement the proposed corrective measures because of the 
contradictions identified in the tender requirements. The Chairperson stated that there was 
nothing procedurally inappropriate about the BEC deciding not to implement a legal opinion, 
as the Committee remained responsible for making the procurement decision. He explained 
that a legal opinion provided an assessment of the legal position, after which the relevant 
Committee was required to assess the circumstances and make its decision. 

However, the Chairperson emphasised that the BEC should clearly record its reasoning in the 
report. He requested that the report include a brief explanation indicating why the corrective 
measures proposed in the legal opinion had not been implemented. He stated that this was 
important because the report currently presented the corrective measures as 
recommendations from Legal without adequately explaining why they had not been followed. 
The report should therefore clearly indicate that the BEC had considered the legal advice but 
had identified contradictions between the proposed corrective measures and the tender 
conditions, which had informed its decision to proceed with cancellation. 

Mr Mukhtar agreed with the explanation provided by Ms Maffa and indicated that there had 
been several irregularities in the procurement process. He stated that proceeding with the 
process merely to finalise it could expose the organisation to unnecessary risks. He therefore 
supported the view that the process should be corrected from the beginning to ensure that it 
could be concluded properly. Ms Mahomed indicated that the BEC could have started its 
consideration with Clause 34 of the legal opinion, which she regarded as providing relevant 
direction. 

She explained that, if the ambiguity in the tender requirements had been sufficiently material 
to prevent a fair, competitive and cost-effective evaluation, particularly where the ambiguity 
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had resulted from information not being provided by the organisation, this could form the basis 
for the decision to cancel the tender. However, she indicated that if the information provided 
by the organisation had nevertheless allowed the bids to be evaluated fairly and cost-
effectively, the BEC would have needed to consider whether the evaluation could proceed.. 

Mr  Mahlaba indicated that, given the critical nature of the service, the BEC should investigate 
whether participation in RFP 740 could provide an alternative procurement mechanism that 
would allow the requirement to be addressed while the current tender was being cancelled 
and re-advertised. He requested that the BEC provide feedback on whether participation in 
RFP 740 was feasible and whether the process could be concluded within approximately one 
month. 

The Chairperson asked the BEC to consider the risks and determine whether the critical 
service could be procured through another appropriate procurement instrument. Ms Maffa 
indicated that the matter would be investigated. She stated that the BEC would assess 
whether the specifications contained in RFP 740 were aligned with the organisation's 
requirements. She noted that, based on an earlier assessment, the specifications appeared 
to be more extensive than those currently being used. 

Mr Mukhtar indicated that he had previously reviewed RFP 740 and had discussed it with the 
Chief Financial Officer. At that time, he had found that the specifications were largely aligned 
with the organisation's requirements. He indicated that the specifications would, however, 
need to be checked again because the relevant tender process had since been under review. 
He stated that, if the specifications remained suitable, using RFP 740 could provide an 
advantage in terms of timing. If the specifications were no longer suitable, the organisation 
would need to consider an alternative procurement process, such as an RFQ, to ensure that 
an interim arrangement could be put in place. 

The Chairperson noted the feedback and indicated that the matter would be considered by 
the relevant team. He further noted that the Technical Expert would assist where necessary. 
Mr Mahlaba reiterated that, although the specifications under RFP 740 might be more 
comprehensive than required, the BEC should nevertheless investigate the option to 
determine whether it could be used to address the critical requirement. The Chairperson 
agreed and requested that the BEC investigate the option while ensuring that all applicable 
procurement procedures were followed. 

Mr Manaka indicated that, considering the cancellation and the uncertainty regarding the 
economic benefit of the transaction, particularly in relation to firm and non-firm pricing, it would 
not have been appropriate to proceed with the procurement process while the matter remained 
unclear. He stated that, notwithstanding any further advice that might be provided, the pricing 
structure and related requirements needed to be sufficiently clear before the procurement 
process could proceed. The Chairperson indicated that the matter would provide an 
opportunity to improve the tender specifications, particularly in relation to firm and non-firm 
pricing. 

Ms Chakana indicated that she had several additional comments relating primarily to the report 
and specifications. She first requested that the user department clarify the status of the 
previous contract, including whether it was still active. She explained that this information was 
normally included in the background or motivation section to provide a clear link between the 
existing contract and the need for the new procurement. She also queried the reference to 
desktop computers in the scope of works. 
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 She asked whether desktop computers were still being issued or whether the organisation 
had moved towards issuing laptops following the changes implemented during the COVID-19 
period. Ms Chakana further raised questions regarding the technical specifications for the IT 
equipment to be procured under the contract. She requested confirmation from the IT 
department as to whether provision had been made for specialised requirements. She 
explained that certain personnel, including engineers and employees involved in technical 
drafting, required larger screens and higher-capacity equipment because of the specialised 
software used for engineering drawings and related work.  

She also noted that some employees required additional screens as part of their workstations. 
She requested that these requirements be considered in the specifications so that the needs 
of specialised users would be adequately accommodated in the next tender.Ms Chakana also 
referred to page 2.8, where the report stated that it was not practical to publish the prices. She 
suggested that the wording be amended to indicate that the procurement constituted a rate-
based contract and that, as a result, it was not practical to publish the offers. 

She further referred to page 2.1 under mandatory evaluation and noted that only three 
mandatory requirements had been listed. However, the subsequent table contained five 
requirements. She noted that several bidders had been eliminated for failing to provide 
documents such as the reseller authorisation letter and the mandatory compliance declaration. 
She requested clarification on whether these constituted additional mandatory requirements 
and why the two additional requirements had not been reflected in the earlier table. 

Ms Chakana also raised a concern regarding the purpose of the MBD 3.2 requirement and 
how bidders' prices were intended to be compared where some bidders had submitted firm 
prices and others had submitted non-firm prices. She suggested that this issue be considered 
as a lesson learned for the next tender. She noted that requiring bidders to submit prices for 
Year 1, Year 2 and Year 3 could potentially address escalation considerations more effectively 
than requiring bidders to indicate whether their prices were firm or non-firm. 

She concluded that the pricing methodology required further consideration to ensure that bids 
could be compared on a consistent and equitable basis. The BEC responded that not all 
employees were currently using laptops and that the organisation was expected to transition 
further towards laptops in the future. Regarding the specialised specifications, Mr Mukhtar 
confirmed that provision had been made for different categories of users. He explained that 
the tender contained four different laptop specifications designed to accommodate different 
user requirements, including standard users, managers, senior managers and executives. 

He further confirmed that a specialised specification had been included for engineering users, 
which addressed the requirements raised by Ms Chakana. He indicated that the specialised 
specification included the necessary screen and peripheral requirements.Mr Mukhtar 
concluded by indicating that the technical requirements raised by Ms Chakana had therefore 
been accommodated in the tender specifications. He indicated that his colleague would 
address the outstanding Supply Chain Management-related questions. 

Ms Maffa said that the mandatory requirements had been advertised as separate items, with 
the first requirement incorporating several sub-requirements because the bids were evaluated 
according to the categories for which bidders had tendered. The first requirement related to 
the selection of categories. Bidders were required to indicate the categories for which they 
were submitting bids. They were also required to complete a declaration form and, where they 
had tendered for laptops and desktops, to provide an authorisation letter. 
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Ms Maffa explained that the report had presented these requirements separately to provide 
greater clarity. For example, where a bidder had failed to submit an authorisation letter but 
had tendered for other commodities, the breakdown enabled the evaluation outcome to be 
clearly reflected. She stated that combining all the requirements into one item would have 
made the report more difficult to interpret. 

Regarding MBD 3.2, Ms Maffa explained that the tender had included a pricing schedule that 
bidders were required to complete. The purpose of the pricing schedule was to enable the 
BEC to compare the bids and subsequently apply the applicable escalation mechanism after 
award.She explained that, due to the nature of the commodities being procured, market 
conditions could change and bidders might not be able to provide fixed prices for the second 
and third years of the contract. The pricing mechanism had therefore been included to 
accommodate potential changes in market conditions. 

She further explained that prices could potentially decrease during the second year. Where 
bidders had provided the applicable indices used to calculate their prices, those indices could 
be used during the agreed review periods to calculate the applicable pricing. Ms Chakana 
returned to the issue of the mandatory evaluation criteria. She acknowledged the explanation 
provided by Ms Maffa regarding the first mandatory requirement containing several sub-
requirements. 

She suggested that, because the tender document was not available for immediate reference, 
the report should clearly indicate where the sub-requirements fell within the main mandatory 
criteria. She noted that Tables 7.1 and 7.11 appeared to reflect five requirements, whereas 
the earlier section reflected only three mandatory criteria. Ms Chakana specifically requested 
clarification regarding the reseller authorisation letter and the mandatory compliance 
declaration. She asked under which of the three main mandatory criteria these two 
requirements fell. 

She explained that the relationship between the main mandatory criteria and the additional 
requirements needed to be clearly reflected in the report, particularly because the 
requirements had been used as a basis for eliminating certain tenderers. The Chairperson 
sought to clarify the matter and asked whether the first mandatory criterion contained two sub-
items, namely the reseller authorisation requirement and the mandatory compliance 
declaration. Ms Maffa confirmed that this was correct. 

The Chairperson noted that this clarification addressed Ms Chakana's question. He stated that 
the two additional sub-requirements should be included under the relevant main mandatory 
criterion in the report so that there was consistency between the mandatory evaluation section 
and the subsequent table. He emphasised that the presentation needed to be aligned to avoid 
the impression that the two sub-requirements constituted additional standalone mandatory 
criteria. 

Ms Chakana requested clarification regarding the status of the previous contract and whether 
it was still active or had expired. The BEC provided the relevant clarification and confirmed 
the status of the previous contract. Mr Manaka commented on the time taken to communicate 
the outcome of the procurement process. He indicated that the lengthy period taken to 
communicate the matter had highlighted the need for improved efficiency. 

He emphasised that consultations and engagements should be undertaken as early as 
possible, particularly where technical matters and dependencies were involved. He explained 
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that earlier engagement would assist the relevant teams in progressing the procurement 
process and addressing issues before existing contracts expired. 

Mr Manaka further noted that the organisation depended on outsourced services and that the 
required capacity was particularly important to the Engineering function. He emphasised that 
maintaining the required capacity was also important for the cost-effectiveness of the 
organisation. 

Ms Maffa acknowledged that the matter presented important lessons for the BEC. She 
indicated that, going forward, the team would consider the timelines at an earlier stage and 
monitor them more closely to avoid unnecessary delays. The Chairperson thanked Ms Maffa 
and reiterated that the Technical Expert had previously highlighted the significant resources 
invested in the procurement process, including the time spent by the various participants. 

He encouraged the BEC to use the matter as a lesson learned and to improve the efficiency 
of future procurement processes. The Chairperson indicated that he had no further substantive 
comments but raised two matters requiring attention. He referred to page 2.58 of the report 
and specifically to Item 24 under the client names for the supply and delivery of laptops, 
desktops, printers and monitors. He queried the spelling of the client name reflected as 
"Mokgopa Logistics" and requested that it be verified. 

Ms Maffa confirmed that the spelling would be corrected where necessary. The Chairperson 
then raised a more substantive concern regarding the information contained on page 2.6 of 
the report. He referred to an allegation that John Back Solutions had submitted a fraudulent 
letter. The Chairperson emphasised that allegations of fraudulent documentation were serious 
and required appropriate attention. He asked whether the matter had been referred to the 
relevant organisational function for further investigation and action. 

He requested that the BEC engage the appropriate officials regarding the matter, particularly 
in light of the broader concern regarding bidders submitting potentially fraudulent or 
questionable documentation during procurement processes. The BEC confirmed that the 
matter would be considered and appropriately referred. The Chairperson indicated that, apart 
from the matters raised, he was satisfied with the report. 

Mr Mahlaba indicated that he supported the recommendation, subject to the amendments and 
corrections raised during the discussion. The recommendation was therefore supported, 
subject to the incorporation of the agreed amendments, corrections, clarification of the 
mandatory evaluation criteria, appropriate reference to the legal opinion in the report and 
motivation, and the necessary consideration of the alleged fraudulent documentation. 

RESOLVED TO RECOMMEND  

 

3.1. That the Bid Adjudication Committee recommend that tender JW IT  014/25: 
supply and delivery of desktop computers, laptops, IT tablets and ICT 
peripherals on an as and when basis for a period of thirty-six (36) months be 
cancelled in line with clause 9.7.1.4 of the JW Supply Chain Management 
Policy version 16 - “there is a material irregularity in the tender process.”  

 



JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED  
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE  2026-09-07 

   (Minutes) 
 
 

16 

3.2. That the tenderers be informed accordingly. 
 

ITEM 3    AWARD OF WORK PACKAGE NUMBER 12 – JW14404Q: RENEWAL OF  
RESERVOIR: POWER PARK RESERVOIR PHASE ONE (WITH ASSOCIATED   
PIPEWORK WITHIN THE RESERVOIR COMPLEX)–UNDER: JW14404 PANEL  
A AND B OF CONTRACTORS - UPGRADES AND REFURBISHMENTS WITHIN  
EXISTING RESERVOIR AND PUMP STATION COMPLEXES AS AND WHEN  
BASIS FOR 36 MONTHS UNDER A FRAMEWORK CONTRACT 

 
A quorum was formed for the report by the members Ms F Chakana, Mr K Mahlaba, Mr. M 
Manaka, Mr M Selesho and the technical expert Mr. E Mudau 
 
Ms. M Maluleke presented the report and was supported by Mr. M Matsepe. 
 

Mr Mudau referred to page 4.8 of the PDF and page 3.35 of the report, specifically the section 
dealing with the price comparison. He requested clarification regarding the Professional 
Service Provider (PSP) estimate and whether the amount reflected in the report represented 
the estimate that had been submitted at the Bid Specification Committee (BSC) stage or 
whether it was the current estimate used during the evaluation. 

He requested that, if the amount reflected was not the estimate applicable at the BSC stage, 
the report should indicate the original estimate submitted at that stage. He explained that the 
comparison was important because the report acknowledged that prices had increased from 
December to the current period, while the bidder had indicated that its submitted price was 
valid at the time of submission. Mr Mudau therefore requested that the BEC provide a 
comparison between the PSP estimate at the BSC stage and the current estimate, together 
with the bidder's price, to provide a clear understanding of the impact of the price increases. 

He also referred to page 4.50 of the report, where the bidder had indicated that its prices had 
increased by approximately 15% due to escalation. He requested clarification on how the 
bidder had calculated the escalation and how this compared with the 8% escalation reflected 
in the report. Mr Mudau questioned whether the 8% escalation had been correctly determined 
and whether it was comparable with the bidder's calculation of approximately 16%. He 
requested that the BEC assess the difference between the two calculations and explain the 
basis for the applicable escalation. 

He further referred to correspondence from the bidder relating to the implementation of the 
project and the impact of increased costs and market conditions. He specifically raised the 
issue of rate rebalancing. Mr Mudau indicated that his understanding was that the bidder had 
requested an opportunity to rebalance rates during contract implementation. He referred to 
page 4.81, which contained Annexure 2.2, and noted that the bidder appeared to be 
requesting permission to rebalance the rates and spread the risk across the Bill of Quantities 
(BOQ) items. 

He requested clarification as to whether the BEC had formally responded to this request.Mr 
Mudau expressed concern that, if the tender were awarded without the request being clearly 
addressed, the bidder might later argue that the request had been submitted during the bidding 
process and had not been rejected. He therefore requested that the BEC clearly indicate its 
position on the proposed rate rebalancing before the award was made. 
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He further referred to Annexure 2.3 and noted that the bidder had requested further 
engagement with the BEC regarding the assessment of certain sections. He requested 
clarification as to whether those engagements had taken place and whether a conclusion had 
been reached. Mr Mudau also referred to Item 3 on page 4.83, where the bidder had referred 
to the application of the contractual terms. He noted that the correspondence appeared to 
raise issues relating to late payments and the bidder's potential rights arising from such 
circumstances. 

He expressed concern that the bidder's correspondence contained a number of conditions 
and qualifications that could potentially create risks during contract implementation if they were 
not addressed before the award. The Chairperson thanked Mr Mudau for highlighting the 
potential risks and invited the BEC to respond. Ms Maluleke addressed the issue of the price 
comparison. She explained that the PSP amount reflected in the report was based on the 
revised BOQ received during the evaluation stage. 

She explained that the BEC had determined that the BOQ submitted at the BSC stage was 
no longer relevant because of the increase in prices. At the BSC stage, the PSP had submitted 
a BOQ with a total estimated value of approximately R38,975,706.07. She indicated that, when 
the bidder's price was compared against the original PSP estimate submitted at the BSC stage 
in 2025, the variance was approximately 0%, with a difference of approximately R77,000. The 
recommended bidder's price was therefore approximately R77,000 lower than the original 
PSP estimate. 

She further explained that the current amount reflected in the report resulted in a variance of 
approximately 19%. Regarding the bidder's calculation of the 16% escalation, Ms Maluleke 
explained that the bidder had used the Contract Price Adjustment (CPA) methodology and 
had provided calculations based on published indices. These calculations had resulted in an 
overall escalation of approximately 16%. She explained that the BEC had used an 8% 
escalation in its report because 8% had been approved at the BSC stage. The BEC had 
understood that the applicable methodology would be based on the Consumer Price Index 
(CPI). 

Ms Maluleke indicated, however, that the contract contained references to both CPI and CPA, 
which created uncertainty regarding which methodology should ultimately be applied. She 
confirmed that the matter had been raised with the user department and was being addressed. 
She indicated that the matter would be referred to the Contract Management Committee for 
resolution. Ms Maluleke further addressed the bidder's request relating to rate rebalancing. 

She explained that, following receipt of the bidder's correspondence, the BEC had held a 
meeting with the bidder. During the meeting, the BEC had informed the bidder that it would 
not be permitted to rebalance the rates. She explained that, even if the bidder had been 
afforded the opportunity to rebalance the rates, the bidder's prices were lower than the 
applicable comparison prices for most of the BOQ items. The higher-priced items did not 
provide sufficient value to offset the negative variances identified elsewhere in the BOQ. 

The bidder had therefore been informed that the requested rate rebalancing would not be 
considered. Ms Maluleke indicated that the bidder had subsequently submitted further 
correspondence dated 12 August 2026 following the engagement with the BEC. 
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Regarding Annexure 2.3, she explained that the bidder had referred to price increases based 
on information received from its suppliers. The bidder had initially not provided sufficient detail 
regarding the actual price variances. The BEC had therefore instructed the bidder to obtain 
updated information and quotations from its suppliers and to confirm whether it would still be 
able to execute the works at the tendered price. 

Ms Maluleke indicated that the letter dated 27 July 2026 formed part of the correspondence 
considered by the BEC, but that the bidder had subsequently submitted another letter dated 
12 August 2026, which took into account the discussions held during the meeting. Mr Matsepe 
provided further clarification regarding the rate rebalancing issue. He indicated that the BEC 
had held approximately two meetings with the bidder and had thoroughly explained that the 
requested rebalancing of the BOQ would not be accepted. 

He recommended that the relevant email correspondence be attached to the report because 
the emails recorded the discussions and the BEC's position regarding the rate rebalancing 
request. Mr Matsepe further indicated that the bidder had submitted several letters, including 
correspondence dated 27 July, 12 August and 19 August 2026. He explained that the bidder 
had raised various concerns in its correspondence, including requests for clarification and 
potential negotiations on certain items. 

The BEC had clarified that it was not authorised to negotiate the tendered rates after the 
submission of bids. The engagements with the bidder had therefore been limited to clarifying 
the risks, price variances and the bidder's ability to execute the works at its tendered price. Mr 
Matsepe explained that the bidder had initially indicated that insufficient time had been 
available to obtain updated market quotations. The BEC had therefore provided additional 
time for the bidder to obtain quotations from the market. 

Following this process, the bidder had provided further information regarding the price 
increases and had explained that the variance was attributable to significant changes in 
market conditions rather than an intentional under-quotation. He confirmed that the BEC had 
engaged with the bidder regarding the identified variances and had ultimately received 
confirmation that the bidder would be able to execute the works at the tendered price. 

The Chairperson thanked the Technical Expert and the BEC for the explanations provided. 
He indicated that the Technical Expert had raised an important concern regarding the 
conditions contained in the bidder's correspondence. The Chairperson explained that, 
although the BEC had engaged with the bidder, it was important that each issue raised by the 
bidder be clearly responded to and formally closed before the award was made. 

He noted that the bidder had raised matters relating to the contract, including payment delays 
and contractual rights that could potentially arise from such delays. The Chairperson 
expressed concern that, if the tender were awarded without clearly addressing the bidder's 
stated conditions, the bidder could potentially rely on its earlier correspondence during 
contract implementation and argue that the matters had been raised before the award and 
had not been rejected by the organisation. 

He therefore emphasised the need for the BEC to ensure that all conditions, qualifications and 
requests raised by the bidder had been clearly addressed and concluded before the award. 

Mr Mudau returned to the issue of the 16% escalation compared with the 8% escalation 
reflected in the report. He indicated that the response provided by the BEC had not fully 
clarified the difference between the two figures. He explained that the bidder had submitted 
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its own calculation indicating an escalation of approximately 16%, whereas the BEC had used 
8%. He further noted that the contract period was 12 months. 

Mr Mudau explained that, if the project were completed within the initial 12-month period, the 
application of CPI after the first 12 months would not necessarily address the price increase 
reflected in the bidder's 16% calculation. He noted that, should the contract continue beyond 
12 months, the applicable price adjustment might only become relevant after the prescribed 
period had elapsed. Consequently, the application of CPI might not fully address the 16% 
increase identified by the bidder. 

He therefore suggested that the BEC undertake its own assessment of the potential impact of 
the 16% increase. He cautioned that simply comparing the bidder's 16% figure with the overall 
19% variance could create an inaccurate impression of the actual pricing risk. Ms Maluleke 
referred to the bidder's letter dated 19 August 2026 and indicated that the letter dated 12 
August 2026 had not been the bidder's final response. She explained that, following the 12 
August correspondence, a further meeting had been held with the bidder. The final letter dated 
19 August 2026 had subsequently been submitted. 

Ms Maluleke explained that, in the final letter, the bidder had confirmed that it was satisfied to 
proceed with and execute the works at the price originally quoted in its tender submission. 
She indicated that the bidder had confirmed that it would execute the works in accordance 
with the BOQ, specifications and conditions of contract contained in the tender documentation. 
Ms Maluleke explained that the bidder's final confirmation had addressed the Chairperson's 
concern regarding whether the bidder could later rely on the conditions contained in its earlier 
correspondence. 

She stated that the BEC had made it clear to the bidder that the requested rate rebalancing 
would not be accepted and that the bidder's escalation calculation would be dealt with in 
accordance with the applicable contractual provisions during implementation. She further 
explained that the bidder's calculation indicating a 16% increase had been considered as 
information regarding prevailing market conditions. Any applicable escalation would be 
determined in accordance with the relevant contractual provisions and the applicable indices 
at the time that an escalation became due. 

Ms Maluleke indicated that the bidder's final letter had therefore confirmed its commitment to 
execute the works at the tendered price and in accordance with the contract conditions. She 
acknowledged, however, that there appeared to be discrepancies between the different pricing 
calculations and requested guidance from the Committee on how the matter should be 
addressed. 

Ms Chakana indicated that the key issue requiring clarification was the applicable Contract 
Price Adjustment formula. She noted that the contract appeared to contain two different 
methodologies, namely CPI and CPA, and that it was important to establish which 
methodology applied to the contract. She explained that CPI appeared to become applicable 
only after the initial 12-month period. This created a potential concern where the contract 
period was shorter than 12 months or where significant price increases occurred before the 
adjustment mechanism became applicable. 

Ms Chakana questioned how the organisation would address the bidder's identified 16% 
variance if the applicable adjustment mechanism could only be applied after 12 months.She 
further explained that CPA operated differently, as it considered the relevant indices at the 
time of the applicable reference date and compared them with the published indices applicable 
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when the adjustment became due. These indices could include labour, materials, equipment 
and other relevant cost components. 

She therefore requested confirmation of which price adjustment methodology was applicable 
to the contract. Ms Chakana further raised concerns regarding the bidder's correspondence 
and the conditions contained therein. She noted that the bidder had effectively acknowledged 
the 16% variance while indicating that the matter could be addressed during contract 
implementation. She emphasised that it was important to establish how the escalation would 
be calculated under the applicable contractual formula, particularly given the potential risk to 
the organisation. 

Regarding the rate rebalancing issue, Ms Chakana referred to page 4.48 and page 3.35 of the 
report. She noted that the comparison between the PSP and bidder prices showed that most 
of the BOQ items reflected negative variances, with only one item showing a positive variance. 
She therefore questioned where the bidder would practically be able to rebalance the rates if 
most of the BOQ items were already priced below the PSP estimate. 

Ms Chakana also raised concerns regarding the length of the procurement process. She noted 
that the tender had been advertised in November and closed around February, while the 
matter was only being considered in September. She indicated that the significant delay could 
have contributed to the changes in market prices and increased the overall procurement risk. 
She further noted that the revised PSP estimate had already incorporated some level of price 
escalation, whereas the bidder's price appeared to have been based on an earlier market 
position.  

She therefore cautioned that comparing the two figures without aligning the respective 
reference dates and escalation assumptions could result in a misleading comparison. Ms 
Chakana concluded that the pricing risk remained significant and that clarity was required 
regarding the applicable Contract Price Adjustment methodology before the Committee could 
fully assess the risk associated with the bidder's price. Ms Maluleke acknowledged that 
clarification was required regarding whether CPI or CPA would apply. 

She explained that the contract contained inconsistencies in this regard. She referred to the 
relevant contractual clause, which provided that there would be no price adjustment during 
the first 12 months following submission of the work allocation proposal. She further explained 
that the clause provided for an adjustment on the 12-month anniversary of the signing of the 
agreement, based on the year-on-year CPI index published in the relevant monthly bulletin. 
The clause also provided for subsequent 12-month periods to be treated in a similar manner. 

Ms Maluleke noted that another provision of the contract referred to proportions used to 
calculate the price adjustment factor and appeared to relate to CPA. She therefore confirmed 
that the contract contained references to both CPI and CPA, creating uncertainty regarding 
the applicable methodology. She further highlighted a potential inconsistency regarding the 
base month. One provision appeared to refer to the month following submission of the 
proposal, which related to the closing date of the RFP, while another provision referred to the 
12-month anniversary of the signing of the agreement. 

Ms Chakana explained that her concern regarding the applicable price adjustment formula 
arose because the bidder could potentially have interpreted the contractual provisions as 
allowing price escalation. She noted that the bidder had already submitted correspondence 
indicating that the contract made provision for price escalation. She cautioned that, depending 
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on the interpretation of the applicable formula, this could create a financial risk for the 
organisation. 

Ms Chakana therefore emphasised that the apparent inconsistency in the contract needed to 
be resolved before the procurement proceeded, particularly in light of the pricing and 
escalation risks already identified. Ms Mahomed indicated that, if the contractual provisions 
appeared to be contradictory, the matter would require a detailed review of the complete 
contract documentation before an informed legal opinion could be provided. 

She noted that the relevant provisions could not be considered in isolation and that the entire 
contractual document would need to be examined to determine the correct interpretation and 
provide an appropriate opinion. The Chairperson asked the BEC members to confirm when 
the bid had closed. It was confirmed that the bid had closed in December. The Chairperson 
sought clarity on whether the bidder would have been justified in applying a price adjustment 
in January, based on the explanations provided during the meeting. 

Ms Maluleke explained that the bidder would not have been incorrect in raising the issue of 
price adjustment. She indicated that the matter had therefore been escalated to the User 
Department to ensure that the applicable provisions were properly resolved. The Chairperson 
then invited the Technical Expert to provide any further observations or comments on the 
matter. Mr Mudau indicated that his concern related to the contractor's calculation of the CPA, 
as reflected in the attachment to the submission. He stated that the matter remained a risk 
that needed to be addressed. He recommended that the relevant officials be given an 
opportunity to assist in resolving the issue before the matter proceeded further. 

The Chairperson asked whether the BEC agreed with the proposed approach. Ms Maluleke 
confirmed that the BEC had also engaged with the User Department regarding the matter. 
The Chairperson thanked the BEC and indicated that the discussion would move to the Chief 
Financial Officer. Mr Mahlaba stated that the Committee had already considered the service 
provider's ability to perform the required services. He referred to the financial analysis, 
particularly the reference to a cash cover ratio of two days. He indicated that the wording 
should be reconsidered because a service provider could not appropriately be described as 
having cash cover while its cash and cash equivalents reflected a negative balance. 

He further requested that the ranking of the service providers on page 3.31 be reviewed. He 
noted that the ranking appeared inconsistent because the service provider ranked second had 
a higher amount than the service provider ranked third, despite the latter having a lower 
amount. He requested that the ranking be amended to reflect the appropriate sequence based 
on the relevant amounts and evaluation criteria. 

Mr Mahlaba also queried whether the municipal rates information reflected in the report was 
current. He specifically referred to the municipal account dated 25 July 2025 and requested 
that more recent information be obtained to confirm that the recommended service provider 
and its directors were not in arrears for more than 90 days at the time of award. 

He further raised concerns regarding the service provider's financial capacity to execute the 
project. He noted the significant underpricing in the service provider's tender and its weak 
financial position. The financial statements reportedly reflected negative results over the 
preceding financial periods, together with declining revenue. He questioned how the service 
provider would be able to execute the project successfully under those circumstances. 
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Mr Mahlaba acknowledged that the service provider had submitted guarantees and other 
financial information. However, he noted that guarantees constituted liabilities and did not 
necessarily resolve the underlying financial constraints. He therefore requested clarity from 
the Technical Expert regarding the service provider's ability to complete the project, 
particularly in light of the identified financial risks. He also requested clarification regarding the 
project's budget and funding. He noted that the budget had reportedly been increased to 
approximately R877 million, while the available IFC loan funding was approximately R750 
million. He requested clarification on how the difference would be funded. 

Mr Matsepe responded that the issue relating to the cash cover would be reviewed and 
corrected in the report. He also indicated that the ranking on page 3.31 had been based on 
the total evaluation points, including the relevant price and specific evaluation criteria. 
Nevertheless, the BEC agreed to review the presentation to ensure that the ranking was 
clearly reflected. 

Regarding the municipal rates information, Mr Matsepe confirmed that the relevant wording 
would be corrected to reflect that the municipal account did not show arrears exceeding 90 
days. He further explained that the service provider had submitted a letter confirming that it 
owned property in only one municipality and that it had no outstanding municipal obligations 
with other municipalities. The supporting documentation had been attached as an annexure 
to the report. 

With regard to the concerns about underpricing and the service provider's financial position, 
Mr Matsepe explained that the BEC had conducted a financial analysis and had identified 
concerns regarding the bidder's financial capacity. The BEC had therefore requested 
additional information from the bidder, including bank statements, guarantees and details of 
available financial facilities. The bidder had also confirmed that it would be able to execute the 
project based on the information submitted. In addition, the BEC had requested a detailed 
Project Implementation Plan setting out the proposed milestones and timeframes for 
completing the various stages of the project. 

Mr Matsepe explained that the BEC had followed a similar process in previous evaluations 
involving significant underpricing. The BEC had therefore requested additional information in 
order to determine whether the bidder had sufficient capacity to execute the project.He further 
indicated that the BEC had considered the negative variances across the various BOQ line 
items. Even after offsetting the positive and negative variances, certain risks remained. The 
BEC had therefore assessed and analysed the available information and had reflected the 
identified risks in the report. 

The Chairperson thanked the BEC and indicated that, before allowing the Technical Expert to 
respond to the funding issue, there was another important matter that needed to be addressed. 
He referred to the BEC's conclusion following its assessment of the service provider's capacity 
and noted that the conclusion appeared to be missing from the report. 

Ms Maluleke confirmed that the relevant conclusion had been omitted from the report and 
acknowledged the omission. She indicated that the BEC would include the conclusion in the 
revised report. The Chairperson requested Mr Mahlaba to restate the concern regarding the 
project budget and funding. Mr Mahlaba stated that, from a financial perspective, the concerns 
raised by the BEC required further consideration. He emphasised that due diligence should 
be undertaken before a service provider was appointed and that the entity should have a clear 
set of minimum criteria or a checklist against which the service provider's ability to perform 
could be assessed. 
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He noted that Treasury requirements did not necessarily prescribe every aspect of a due 
diligence exercise and that the entity therefore needed to consider the specific operating 
environment, the nature of the work and the risks associated with the particular service 
provider. Mr Mahlaba emphasised that the risks identified during the evaluation should be 
assessed to determine whether the service provider had sufficient capacity to mitigate those 
risks. He stated that information submitted by a service provider should be thoroughly 
scrutinised to ensure that the entity was satisfied that the identified risks had been adequately 
addressed. 

He further emphasised that public funds were involved and that the Committee had a 
responsibility to ensure that its decisions did not result in fruitless and wasteful expenditure 
and that value for money was achieved. He stated that the entity should be able to justify its 
decision if it were subsequently subjected to an independent review or scrutiny. The evaluation 
therefore needed to demonstrate that all material risks had been identified, interrogated and 
adequately considered before a final decision was taken. 

Mr Mahlaba further emphasised that the decision should not be based solely on what the 
service provider had stated it could do. Rather, the entity had to satisfy itself independently 
that the service provider had the capacity to perform the work and that the decision adequately 
protected both the entity and the service provider while ensuring accountability for the use of 
public funds. The Chairperson acknowledged that the matter presented a difficult decision for 
the Committee. He stated that, in light of the concerns raised by Mr Mahlaba, Mr Mudau should 
ensure that the recommendation clearly reflected the outcome of the assessment undertaken 
by the BEC. 

He indicated that the recommendation should state that the BEC had assessed and analysed 
the information submitted, considered the identified risks and reached a clear conclusion 
regarding the service provider's ability to perform the work. The Chairperson noted that the 
Committee might need to deliberate further on the appropriate process to be followed before 
making a final determination. He emphasised the importance of establishing a clearly defined 
process that would enable the Committee to make a defensible decision and withstand 
possible future scrutiny. 

He further observed that the Committee had encountered similar situations in which bidders 
had submitted prices significantly below the PSP estimates. He therefore encouraged the BEC 
to consider all relevant factors, including the bidder's pricing, financial capacity, project 
implementation capability and the risks arising from significant deviations from the 
estimates.The Chairperson thanked Mr Mahlaba for his contribution and indicated that the 
discussion would proceed to Mr Mabu. 

 

Mr Manaka noted that the ranking appeared to have been influenced by the 20 points allocated 
under the relevant criterion. He indicated that this appeared to have resulted in the service 
provider being ranked second despite the concerns identified. He supported the correction of 
the cash cover information so that it accurately reflected the position presented in the financial 
statements. 

Mr Manaka also raised concerns regarding the reliability of the PSP estimate used as a 
benchmark. He noted that approximately half of the service providers had submitted prices 
within a similar range, whereas the PSP estimate was significantly higher. He questioned 
whether the PSP rates were sufficiently market-related and whether they had been 
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independently tested to provide assurance that the service providers had genuinely 
underquoted. 

He stated that, given the number of independent bidders whose prices were within a similar 
range, it was necessary to establish whether the PSP estimate accurately reflected the 
prevailing market conditions. Ms Chakana emphasised that the applicable contract price 
adjustment formula was a critical issue. She noted that the PSP estimate had been updated 
to reflect current market conditions, while the bidders' prices had been submitted at the time 
of tender closing. She stated that the comparison therefore appeared to involve figures that 
were not aligned to the same point in time. She explained that the applicable contract price 
adjustment mechanism would be important in determining the extent of the risk. 

Ms Chakana further noted that, under a CPI-based mechanism, price adjustments would only 
occur after the applicable period had elapsed following commencement of the contract. In 
contrast, a CPA mechanism would take account of applicable indices at the relevant stages 
of contract implementation. She therefore requested clarity on which contract price adjustment 
formula applied to the contract. She stated that this clarification was necessary to enable the 
BEC to properly assess the risk associated with the difference between the bidder's tender 
price and the revised PSP estimate. 

Ms Chakana further observed that the evaluation had taken a significant period to complete. 
She noted that the tender had been advertised in November, closed in February and was still 
being evaluated in September. She indicated that the significant passage of time had affected 
market prices and therefore needed to be considered in the evaluation. She questioned 
whether the current PSP estimate, which incorporated price escalation, could fairly be 
compared with the bidder's original tender price, which was based on prices prevailing at the 
time of tender submission. 

Ms Maluleke clarified that the PSP estimate reflected in the current comparison was based on 
the revised estimate. She explained that, at the time of tender closing, the PSP estimate had 
been approximately R38,975,706.07. This amount was aligned more closely with the prices 
submitted by most of the bidders. However, because the BEC only finalised its evaluation in 
August, it considered it necessary to assess the current market risk rather than rely solely on 
the historical PSP estimate. 

Ms Maluleke further indicated that documentation relating to the contract price adjustment 
issue had been forwarded to the relevant legal representative for review. Mr Manaka stated 
that the evaluation should primarily consider the information available at the time the tender 
closed. He explained that the subsequent assessment of the impact of the passage of time 
should then be dealt with separately. 

He noted that the lengthy evaluation period had created a risk because current market prices 
had changed significantly from the prices prevailing at tender closing. He further stated that 
the assessment should distinguish between the original tender price and the current market 
conditions. If the current PSP rates were used to establish underpricing without taking the time 
difference into account, the conclusion regarding underpricing could be affected. 

Mr Manaka emphasised that the issue was not intended to penalise the bidder, but rather to 
ensure that the evaluation methodology was credible and that the entity understood the 
financial implications of proceeding with the tender at the original quoted price. Ms Mahomed 
raised a question regarding the alleged contradiction between clauses A and B on page 106 
of the PDF and the relevant provision on page 107C of the Request for Proposal. 



JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED  
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE  2026-09-07 

   (Minutes) 
 
 

25 

She indicated that, upon reading the clauses, she did not initially identify a contradiction. She 
explained that clause A appeared to state that there would be no price adjustment during the 
first 12 months following submission of the work allocation proposal. She further explained 
that clause B appeared to deal with the adjustment applicable on the 12-month anniversary of 
the signing of the agreement. According to her interpretation, the two provisions dealt with 
different periods and therefore were not necessarily contradictory. 

The Chairperson acknowledged the distinction but noted that the entity had nevertheless 
adjusted the PSP estimate during the evaluation period, even though the original PSP rates 
had been established at BSC stage. He questioned whether it was appropriate to adjust the 
PSP estimate to current rates nine months after tender closing while continuing to evaluate 
the bidder's tender price based on the rates prevailing at the time of submission. 

Ms Mahomed stated that, from an evaluation fairness perspective, the bidder's tender price 
should generally be assessed based on the circumstances applicable at the time of 
advertisement and submission. She indicated that the difference between the historical bidder 
price and the current PSP estimate should therefore be treated as a risk to be managed rather 
than as a direct basis for concluding that the bidder had underquoted. 

Ms Chakana reiterated that the applicable contract price adjustment formula needed to be 
clearly established. She explained that the distinction between CPI and CPA was material 
because the two mechanisms could produce different outcomes during the contract period. 
She requested that Legal provide clarity on the applicable formula, particularly because the 
outcome would assist the BEC in assessing the risk associated with the bidder's tender price. 
Ms Mahomed clarified that, based on the contract provisions, the contract price adjustment 
mechanism appeared to be based on indices linked to various cost components, including 
labour, equipment, materials and other components. 

She referred specifically to the provision dealing with the labour index, which referred to the 
Consumer Price Index for Gauteng as published by Statistics South Africa. She 
acknowledged, however, that the terminology used in the contract could cause confusion and 
that the relevant provisions required detailed consideration. Ms Chakana noted that the 
references to indices appeared throughout the provisions dealing with labour, equipment, 
materials and fuel and questioned how those provisions should be interpreted in relation to 
CPI and CPA. 

 

 

The Chairperson concluded that the Committee needed to obtain further clarity on the 
interpretation of the contract price adjustment provisions. He observed that the discussion 
suggested that CPI and CPA might not have been interpreted consistently and that the 
relevant contractual provisions should therefore be reviewed in detail before the Committee 
proceeded. Ms Maluleke indicated that her concern related to the base month for the 
calculation of escalation. She noted that clause A appeared to refer to the tender closing date 
as the relevant base, while clause B appeared to refer to the 12-month anniversary of the 
signing of the agreement. 

Ms Mahomed explained that, in her interpretation, the two provisions were separate. She 
stated that the adjustment mechanism would become operative when the contractual 
requirements for invoking the price adjustment were met, with the relevant adjustment being 
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calculated from the applicable 12-month anniversary of the signing of the agreement. She 
therefore maintained that the two provisions were not necessarily contradictory, although the 
Committee recognised that the contractual wording required careful interpretation to ensure 
that the correct price adjustment mechanism and base indices were applied. 

Mr Manaka explained that emphasis had been placed on the published data and the applicable 
price index. He indicated that the relevant index covered a 12-month period and applied to 
contracts that would be executed for a period of 12 months or longer. He noted that, by its 
nature, the application of the index could not be interpreted as applying on a daily basis, as 
the relevant Consumer Price Index (CPI) measurement was based on a 12-month period. 

He further explained that where a contract period was 12 months or less, the matter would fall 
outside the CPI analysis. He stated that the applicable Consumer Price Adjustment (CPA) or 
other index would need to be clearly specified in the contract and applied when progress 
payments were made, based on the actual contractual provisions. 

Mr Manaka indicated that clarity regarding the application of the relevant indices was critical, 
as the contractor's ability to perform the contract would be assessed against the applicable 
escalation provisions. If the provisions were not clear, there was a risk that the contractor 
would be unable to complete the contract because its pricing would remain fixed and could 
only be adjusted after 12 months from the date of contract signature. 

He explained that this was relevant to the concern raised by Ms Mahomed regarding 
underpricing. The assessment of underpricing had been based on revised rates, taking into 
account purchasing power and the real value of money and updating the rates to current 
values. He therefore indicated that the key consideration was whether the contract, as 
currently drafted and taking into account the date on which the decision was being made, was 
valid and manageable for the contractor going forward. 

Mr Manaka further noted that, if the contractual provisions were not sufficiently clear, this 
should form part of the conclusion and recommendation. He agreed with the concern that 
assessing the bidders using revised rates while not allowing them sufficient contractual 
protection for price adjustments could be unfair. He indicated that the contractor's position was 
that its underpricing would be contractually covered if it could adjust its rates to current market 
conditions. He recommended that this issue be clearly captured so that the final conclusion 
addressed the concerns raised. 

 

The Chairperson asked whether the explanation had addressed Ms Maluleke's concern and 
emphasised that CPI and CPA should be considered as separate mechanisms. Ms Maluleke 
indicated that she understood the difference between CPI and CPA. However, she maintained 
that the issue remained that the contract data did not clearly specify which mechanism was 
applicable. 

She further stated that her question regarding the base month had not been fully addressed. 
She explained that, under one provision, the base month appeared to be 12 months after the 
submission of the bidder's offer. For example, if an offer had been submitted in December 
2025, escalation would commence in December 2026. However, another provision appeared 
to state that escalation could only be applied one year after the contract had been signed. 
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Ms Maluleke explained that, if the contract were awarded and signed in September 2026, the 
latter provision would mean that escalation could only be applied in September 2027, which 
would be two years after the submission of the original offer. She therefore identified a 
potential inconsistency regarding both the base month and the applicable CPI or CPA 
mechanism. The Chairperson asked whether the matter constituted a contractual confusion 
or whether it represented a contractual position that had to be accepted. 

Ms Maluleke maintained that the contract data created the confusion because it did not clearly 
specify which provision was applicable. Ms Chakana supported the concern and indicated 
that, from her perspective, it was also not sufficiently clear which index was applicable. She 
suggested that, because the matter had been referred to Legal, the BEC should consult Legal 
again to obtain a clear interpretation of the applicable formula. 

Ms Chakana emphasised that the formula was critical because the contractors had considered 
the contractual provisions and might have identified a potential loophole. She noted that the 
BEC should not proceed with an award recommendation while there remained uncertainty 
regarding the applicable price-adjustment mechanism and the associated risks. She 
recommended that the matter be clarified before the BEC finalised its recommendation. 

The Chairperson thanked the members and stated that the proposed way forward was to 
obtain a formal legal opinion. No objection was raised. The Chairperson confirmed that Ms 
Maluleke's concern would be formally referred to Legal for clarification and interpretation of 
the relevant contractual provisions. Ms Maluleke confirmed her agreement. 

Mr Manaka raised a further concern regarding other contracts that had already been awarded 
and might have been subject to the same contractual provisions. He noted that the matter was 
broader than the current BEC process and should be considered at an organisational level, 
particularly where the contracts had been issued under the same framework or panel 
arrangement. 

He indicated that some contractors might already have benefited from the existing provisions 
or might be required to complete their contracts before clarity was obtained. From a Supply 
Chain Management perspective, he stated that it would be difficult to consider price 
adjustments where the contractual provisions had not been sufficiently clear. 

He recommended that the affected contracts be reviewed before any further contractual 
adjustments were implemented. This would enable the organisation to establish whether the 
proposed adjustments were permissible within the relevant contractual provisions and to 
address any potential issues before they became substantive contractual disputes. 

Ms Mahomed asked whether the main issue was when the price adjustment would commence. 
The Chairperson clarified that the immediate question was whether CPI or CPA was applicable 
to the specific project. Ms Mahomed further requested clarification because there appeared to 
be two possible interpretations of CPI. She referred to the CPI published annually by Statistics 
South Africa, which was based on household expenditure categories such as fuel and other 
goods, and questioned whether the contract intended to refer to that index or to an index 
relating specifically to labour, fuel and materials. 

She referred to the contract documentation, which stated that the index was to be based on 
the monthly bulletin P0141.1 published by Statistics South Africa. She indicated that this 
required further verification against the relevant tender documentation. The Chairperson 
requested that the discussion be concluded and that the matter be referred to Legal as 
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previously agreed. He cautioned against attempting to resolve the contractual interpretation 
during the meeting without first studying the relevant documentation. 

The Chairperson reiterated that the technical experts would need to establish whether the 
contract provided for adjustment based on CPI or CPA and determine which mechanism was 
contractually applicable. He indicated that the matter should be addressed after the relevant 
documentation had been analysed and a formal legal interpretation had been obtained. 

Ms Maluleke agreed that the matter could be clarified outside the meeting and requested that 
Ms Mahomed be included in the communication when the legal clarification was obtained. She 
indicated that all requirements relating to the request for a legal opinion would then be 
incorporated. Ms Chakana raised a concern regarding the performance record of one of the 
panel members, identified in the report as Mathelemusa. She noted that the bidder had 
reportedly received a poor performance rating on another project and that the same bidder 
had been recommended for other projects. 

She requested clarification on whether the poor performance had resulted solely from the 
contractor's non-performance or whether delayed payments or other circumstances had 
contributed. She noted that, when poor performance was reported, the organisation normally 
followed a formal process through SCM and recorded the circumstances and interventions 
undertaken. Ms Chakana indicated that the matter was important because BEC members 
could rely on the performance report when assessing the bidder for other projects. She 
requested that the basis for the poor-performance rating be clarified. 

She also requested that the reported percentage of progress be checked and aligned with the 
current position. Ms Chakana referred to another project that had previously been 
recommended for award and raised a concern regarding the description of the project scope. 
She indicated that, when reviewing the comments, she had initially been unable to identify the 
scope relating to the refurbishment of the inside of the reservoir. 

She subsequently understood from a BEC member that the project would be implemented in 
two phases. The first phase would address the leaking pipework, while the second phase 
would address the reservoir itself. She recommended that the report clearly state that the 
project would be implemented in two phases. The first phase would address the leaking pipes 
and related components in the chambers, followed by the second phase. 

 

Ms Chakana further requested that the Professional Service Provider (PSP) responsible for 
the project be identified in the report. She explained that, where refurbishment of a reservoir 
was proposed, it was important to indicate whether detailed investigations had been 
undertaken and what had informed the proposed scope of work. Ms Chakana also referred to 
the procurement panel information contained in the report. She indicated that the distinction 
between the mother contract procurement approach and the child work packages was useful 
but requested that the expiry date of the mother panel also be clearly reflected. 

She explained that this information was necessary to confirm that the work packages remained 
within the validity period of the mother contract. She recommended that the report include the 
final date for the allocation of work to ensure that no work packages were processed outside 
the applicable validity period. Ms Chakana raised a further observation concerning the venue 
of the compulsory briefing session. She noted that the project related to the Power Park 
Reservoir, while the briefing session had reportedly been held at Crown Garden. 
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She suggested that, where practical, compulsory briefing sessions should be held at the actual 
site where the work would be undertaken. This would allow bidders to familiarise themselves 
with the site conditions and better understand the scope of work. Ms Chakana emphasised 
the importance of improving procurement efficiency, particularly given the prevailing market 
conditions and the escalation of prices for materials such as valves and steel components.She 
noted that the procurement process for the project had taken a considerable amount of time. 
She referred to the tender evaluation process summary and observed that there was a period 
between April and July that had not been sufficiently explained in the report. 

She requested that the BEC provide an explanation for the overall duration of the evaluation 
process. She acknowledged that there might have been valid reasons for the delays but stated 
that these should be recorded in the report, particularly because prolonged procurement 
processes created potential risks relating to price increases. Ms Chakana referred to the 
bidders who had been eliminated during the mandatory CIDB evaluation. She asked whether 
records and supporting evidence had been retained to demonstrate the bidders' compliance 
status at the time of the original evaluation. 

She noted that CIDB compliance status could change over time and that the organisation 
might need to produce evidence of the position that existed at the time of evaluation. Ms 
Chakana identified an apparent discrepancy in the prices reflected for Pro Power and NLG on 
the relevant page of the report. She indicated that the two figures appeared to be identical and 
requested confirmation that the figures had not been duplicated. 

She also queried whether the amounts presented were inclusive of all applicable costs, 
including VAT and any contingencies or price escalations, in accordance with the applicable 
National Treasury requirements. She requested that the various tables be aligned so that the 
figures remained consistent throughout the report, particularly between the tender price table 
and the table reflecting the total price inclusive of VAT. 

Ms Chakana raised a concern regarding the elimination of Dlamini Private Limited after the 
bidder had been requested to provide a response within two working days.She noted that 
bidders were generally provided with a longer response period and expressed concern that 
the shorter period might have resulted in inconsistent treatment. She further observed that the 
overall procurement process had taken considerably longer than the response period granted 
to the bidder. 

She requested that the matter be reviewed to establish whether the response period had been 
reasonable and consistent with the applicable process. Ms Chakana also raised a concern 
regarding a bidder identified as M&S Traffic, which had reportedly been associated with an 
element of misrepresentation .She requested confirmation that the BEC had formally 
addressed the matter, particularly because the same bidders could participate in other work 
packages and tenders.  

She emphasised that any confirmed misrepresentation should be dealt with through the 
appropriate processes to prevent recurrence and to protect the integrity of the procurement 
process. Ms Chakana concluded that these comments were intended as improvements to 
assist the BEC in strengthening the report and procurement process. Ms Maluleke responded 
to the concerns regarding Mathelemusa's performance. 

 She explained that the performance rating had been obtained from the PSP and the project 
manager who had been involved in the project. She indicated that the BEC would confirm with 
the project manager whether the contractor had formally been reported as an underperforming 
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contractor. She further indicated that the PSP's assessment of the contractor's performance 
had been supported by the project manager and that the contractor had consequently been 
rated as a poor performer.  

She acknowledged that the poor performance might have been influenced by delayed 
payments or other factors and undertook to obtain further clarification. Regarding the 
implementation of the project in two phases, Ms Maluleke confirmed that the BEC had noted 
the comment and would amend the report accordingly. She also confirmed that the identity of 
the PSP would be included. She explained that the PSP was Beyond Techno JV and 
confirmed that investigations had been undertaken. However, the investigations could not be 
completed inside the reservoir because the inlet and outlet valves were not functional and the 
bypass system was also not functional. 

She further explained that the investigations would have required considerable time due to the 
size of the reservoir, which had a capacity of more than 60 megalitres. Based on these 
circumstances, the decision had been taken to implement the project in two phases. 
Regarding the mother panel, Ms Maluleke confirmed that the report would be amended to 
include the end date of the 36-month validity period. 

Regarding the briefing session, she acknowledged that the report had incorrectly reflected the 
venue. She confirmed that the briefing session had in fact been conducted at the Power Park 
Reservoir Complex and apologised for the oversight. With regard to the procurement duration, 
Ms Maluleke acknowledged the concern and apologised for the delay. She explained that the 
reasons for the extended procurement period would be included in the report. These included 
the evaluation of multiple bids, the builders' break and the involvement of members who had 
been evaluating several tenders simultaneously. 

Regarding the CIDB eliminations, Ms Maluleke confirmed that the relevant records and 
supporting evidence were available. With regard to the price discrepancy on the relevant page, 
she confirmed that the BEC had identified the error. She explained that the correct offer for 
Pro Power was approximately R40.49 million and that the calculations had been based on the 
correct amount. The error had therefore only appeared in the table and would be corrected in 
the report. She apologised for the oversight. 

 

Mr Matsepe responded to the concern regarding the response period granted to the bidder. 
He explained that the BEC had engaged with the relevant bidders and had submitted the 
required correspondence. He indicated that, in some instances, the same email had been sent 
to multiple bidders, but only one bidder had responded. Follow-up communication had also 
been made telephonically. He confirmed that the bidder had acknowledged receipt of the 
email. 

Ms Maluleke added that the BEC had also contacted the bidder to confirm receipt of the 
correspondence. Although receipt had been confirmed, no response had subsequently been 
received. She further explained that the BEC had not made the decision to exclude the bidder 
immediately after issuing the request. The bidder had been given additional time, and the final 
response date had extended to approximately six days after the initial request. 

Mr Matsepe confirmed that the BEC had engaged the bidder regarding the alleged 
misrepresentation. He stated that the relevant processes had been initiated and would be 
followed through to completion. He further indicated that the bidder had not responded to the 
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request for clarification. The matter would therefore be referred through the appropriate 
process for further consideration and action. 

The Chairperson asked whether the BEC agreed that there could potentially have been 
misrepresentation by the bidder. It was confirmed that the matter had been addressed through 
the clarification process and that the appropriate steps would be followed, subject to the 
outcome of the clarification. Ms Chakana requested that the report clearly record that the 
matter had been addressed and that action had been taken in response to the potential 
misrepresentation. 

She further highlighted procurement efficiency as an important lesson arising from the 
process. She acknowledged that the BEC had been dealing with multiple evaluations 
simultaneously but emphasised the need to assess the risks associated with prolonged 
evaluation periods. Ms Chakana suggested that consideration should be given to managing 
the number of Requests for Proposals (RFPs) being evaluated at any given time, ensuring 
that the volume remained reasonable and could be assessed within an appropriate timeframe. 
She indicated that this would assist in balancing the workload and reducing the risk of 
procurement delays. 

She further noted that prolonged evaluation periods could expose the organisation to the risk 
of escalating prices, which could create additional challenges. She also emphasised the 
importance of ensuring fairness to bidders, as contractors assumed commercial risks when 
submitting their bids and expected the procurement process to be concluded within a 
reasonable period. 

Ms Chakana concluded that the BEC had learned important lessons from the process and 
The Chairperson referred to the process of requesting information or clarification from bidders. 
He noted that bidders were generally given a specified number of days within which to 
respond, but that the report did not clearly indicate the applicable response period. He 
recommended that, where a bidder failed to respond within the prescribed period, the BEC 
should formally record that the bidder had been requested to provide the required information 
by a specified date, had failed to do so, and had consequently been disqualified. 

 

 

He indicated that this would ensure that the process was properly documented and that the 
reasons for the bidder's exclusion were clear. The Chairperson requested that the report be 
thoroughly reviewed and cleaned up. He noted that the issue concerning the site location for 
the briefing session had already been addressed. He further referred to pages 47 and 48, as 
well as the corresponding pages in the PDF, and requested that the information relating to the 
different sites be checked. 

He observed that the date information appeared to have been correctly captured, but that the 
director's name and the name reflected immediately below it were inconsistent. He requested 
that the relevant information be corrected. The Chairperson also referred to page 50 and 
requested that the wording in the opening paragraph be amended. He indicated that the report 
should clearly state that the bidder had either been the preferred bidder or the recommended 
bidder, as applicable. 
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The Chairperson raised a further concern regarding the potential outcome of the legal opinion. 
He noted that, if the legal assessment resulted in the recommended bidder being found non-
compliant, the BEC might be required to reconsider the matter and potentially restart parts of 
the process. He emphasised the importance of preparing for such a scenario to avoid further 
delays and to ensure procurement efficiency. 

 He encouraged the BEC to anticipate possible outcomes arising from the legal opinion and 
to be prepared to proceed efficiently should the recommendation need to be reconsidered. He 
indicated that the BEC would be expected to provide guidance on the appropriate approach 
should such circumstances arise. The Chairperson concluded that his comments had primarily 
related to minor corrections and requested confirmation that the BEC had taken note of the 
issues raised. 

The Chairperson thanked the members for the lengthy discussion and invited the technical 
expert to comment on whether the deliberations had provided sufficient clarity to guide the 
BEC in addressing the item. Mr Mudau thanked the Chairperson and indicated that the 
discussion had provided an opportunity to address the issues raised, particularly the confusion 
surrounding the contractual provisions and the legal opinion required regarding the evaluation 
process. 

He acknowledged the importance of considering the associated risks and indicated that the 
BEC would take these matters into account when addressing the report. The Chairperson 
stated that the most important outstanding matter was the request for a legal opinion. He 
emphasised the need to obtain clarity regarding the applicable contractual price-adjustment 
mechanism and the interpretation of the relevant provisions. 

The Chairperson indicated that the recommendation from the technical expert was supported 
and sought confirmation from Mr Mahlaba. Mr Manaka, Ms Chakana and Mr Mahlaba 
confirmed their support for the recommendation. The Chairperson thanked the BEC and 
indicated that the deliberations had provided greater clarity regarding the amendments and 
outstanding matters that needed to be addressed in the report. 

The BEC was requested to ensure that the three key areas identified during the discussion 
were adequately addressed, particularly the matter requiring a legal opinion. The Chairperson 
thanked the BEC for its efforts and acknowledged that the report had been complex and had 
required extensive deliberation. He indicated that, despite the challenges, the BEC had 
addressed the issues raised during the meeting. 

The Chairperson concluded that the report was referred back to the BEC for the necessary 
amendments and further processing. The BEC was required to address the matters raised 
during the deliberations before resubmitting the report for consideration. 

RESOLVED  

The report be referred back to the BEC for amendment and resubmission, subject to: 

• Obtaining a Legal Opinion clarifying the applicable CPI/CPA price-adjustment 
provisions. 

• Addressing the key technical, procurement, and bidder-related concerns raised 
during deliberations. 

• Correcting the identified inconsistencies and errors in the report. 
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• Documenting the action taken regarding the potential misrepresentation. 

 

ITEM 4    AWARD OF CONTRACT JW CHR 004/26: MEDICAL AID BROKERS FOR 
      JOHANNESBURG WATER FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS 
 
 
A quorum was formed for the report by the members Ms F Chakana, Mr T Tshabalala, Mr. M 
Manaka, Mr M Selesho and the technical expert Ms. M Malatji. 
 
Mr K Lekalakala presented the report and was supported by Mr. S Mhlongo and Ms P 
Shivambu. 
 

Ms Malatji indicated that she was covered by the issues raised by the Convener, Ms Patricia. 
She nevertheless wished to raise a minor issue regarding the presentation. She noted that the 
presenter had repeatedly referred to item “2.2.5” instead of “22.5”. She explained that, where 
the reference was intended to be “92.5”, it should be recorded as “92.5” and not “9.2.5”, as 
the proceedings were being recorded. 

Mr Lekalakala indicated that he had initially missed the accent in the presentation. Mr Mahlaba 
indicated that he had initially experienced difficulty unmuting his microphone. He referred to 
the explanation that there was no budget allocated for the services and questioned how the 
service provider would be paid without at least an estimation of the anticipated costs. 

He noted that the number of employees was known and that the organisation should therefore 
have been able to estimate the anticipated level of consultation. He explained that the 
organisation would ordinarily determine the number of meetings, the anticipated number of 
hours, and the scope of the services required from the service provider. He expressed concern 
that it would be difficult to approve a procurement process where the hourly rate was known, 
but the overall financial implications and the manner in which the project would be 
implemented had not been clearly established. 

Mr Mahlaba further questioned how many consultation sessions would be required for 
employees and how the number of employees, consultations, and programmes would be 
accommodated within the proposed arrangement. He referred to the requirement for a 
minimum of 2,000 employees and requested clarification on the basis for this figure and how 
the anticipated volume of services had been determined. He also raised an issue regarding 
item 17 on page 4.6, relating to the bid validity extension. He questioned whether the validity 
period had been extended on 26 October and indicated that the date reflected in the report 
appeared to be incorrect. 

Ms Shivambu acknowledged that there was an error in the report relating to the bid validity 
extension. She clarified that the validity extension had been effected before 27 October and 
undertook to correct the date in the report. She also clarified the date reflected in the report 
and indicated that the relevant information had been reported on 7 August. Ms Malatji provided 
further clarification regarding the budget issue. She explained that the services would be 
provided at no cost to Johannesburg Water because the service providers would be accredited 
by the relevant medical aid schemes and would be remunerated by those schemes. 
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She explained that Johannesburg Water's responsibility would primarily be to appoint the 
service providers and provide them with access to employees so that they could provide 
medical aid guidance, assist employees during periods of medical aid changes, provide 
relevant information to the organisation, and support wellness-related activities. She further 
clarified that the medical aid brokers would be remunerated by the medical aid schemes 
subscribed to by the organisation. Consequently, there would be no direct financial implication 
for Johannesburg Water arising from the services. 

Ms Malatji explained that the minimum requirement of 2,000 employees was intended to 
establish whether the prospective service provider had sufficient capacity to provide the 
required services. She reiterated that the services would still be provided at no cost to 
Johannesburg Water and that the appointed broker would serve the employees of 
Johannesburg Water in accordance with the scope of work, while being remunerated by the 
medical aid schemes. 

Mr Mahlaba sought further clarification on the arrangement. He asked whether the medical 
aid schemes were responsible for paying the brokers and, if so, why the medical aid schemes 
could not appoint the brokers directly and second them to Johannesburg Water. 

He questioned why Johannesburg Water was required to undertake a tender process where 
there was reportedly no direct financial implication and where the advisory services were 
largely dependent on the medical aid schemes. Ms Malatji explained that the purpose of 
appointing a broker was to ensure that employees received an impartial and standardised 
service. She indicated that medical aid schemes generally did not appoint independent 
brokers to represent employees. Instead, they preferred to send their own representatives to 
present their respective medical aid products to employees. 

She explained that an independently appointed broker would be able to present all four 
medical aid schemes and consider the individual healthcare needs of employees when making 
recommendations. This approach ensured that the information provided to employees was 
not biased towards a particular medical aid scheme. Ms Malatji further explained that the 
broker would assist employees with medical aid-related queries and follow up with the relevant 
medical aid schemes on matters such as claims or benefits that might have been declined. 

 She indicated that appointing a broker was therefore a standard practice intended to provide 
employees with centralised and independent support. Mr Mahlaba indicated that the 
explanation provided had addressed his concern. The Chairperson indicated that the report, 
as currently presented, did not provide sufficient context for the Committee to fully understand 
the procurement arrangement. 

He stated that, based on the report, it appeared unusual for a procurement process to be 
presented without a budget requirement, particularly where the procurement table reflected 
an amount exceeding R750,000. The Chairperson requested that the additional information 
provided by the Technical Expert be incorporated into the report, particularly under the 
relevant section dealing with the scope of work. He indicated that this would assist readers 
and auditors in understanding the basis of the procurement. 

He further requested that the sections dealing with the budget and confirmation of funds 
should not simply state “not applicable”. Instead, a paragraph should be included explaining 
why there was no direct financial implication for Johannesburg Water. The Chairperson 
emphasised that the additional information was important because it materially changed the 
context and interpretation of the report. 
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Ms Chakana raised a further issue concerning the background to the procurement. She asked 
whether Johannesburg Water had previously received similar services. Ms Malatji confirmed 
that Johannesburg Water had previously received the services. She explained that, over the 
years, the organisation had procured the services through different processes based on advice 
received from Supply Chain Management. 

She explained that, in some instances, the organisation had been advised that a tender 
process was not required because there was no direct financial implication. In those instances, 
the services had been advertised and an internal process had been followed through Human 
Resources, with the service provider being appointed through the Accounting Officer. 

She further explained that the previous service provider had not been appointed through a 
formal tender process, although a procurement process had been followed in accordance with 
the advice received from Supply Chain Management. 

When the current procurement process was initiated, Johannesburg Water had subsequently 
been advised that the services were required to be procured through a formal tender process. 
This explained why the current report reflected a tender process when previous arrangements 
had been procured differently. Ms Malatji indicated that the previous service provider, Evo, 
had been appointed during the previous contract period. Although the contract had expired, 
the service provider was still able to assist individual employees where employees had 
designated the provider as their broker. 

She explained that employees signed documentation designating the broker, and therefore 
the broker relationship could continue for individual employees even after the organisational 
contract had expired. However, employees could also choose another broker. She noted that 
the disadvantage of this arrangement was that employees did not receive a standardised 
service. A single broker appointed to service the organisation would provide a more consistent 
and coordinated service to all employees. 

Ms Chakana agreed that the information provided by Ms Malatji should be incorporated into 
the background section of the report. She indicated that the report should explain that similar 
services had previously been provided and that the organisation had historically used different 
procurement processes. This would provide context and demonstrate that the current 
procurement was not the first instance in which such services had been required without a 
direct financial implication. 

Ms Chakana also raised concerns regarding the management and performance of the 
proposed service provider. She noted that, although Johannesburg Water would not directly 
remunerate the broker, the broker would nevertheless be required to provide services to a 
significant number of employees. She therefore questioned whether the tender or contract 
contained sufficient mechanisms to safeguard Johannesburg Water against poor 
performance. 

 She indicated that, because the organisation did not directly determine the amount paid to 
the broker by the various medical aid schemes, there was a potential concern regarding how 
performance would be managed. Ms Chakana requested clarification on the mechanisms that 
would be incorporated into the service-level agreement to ensure that the appointed service 
provider delivered the required services. 

Mr Lekalakala explained that, once a service provider had been appointed, a service-level 
agreement would normally be concluded. The agreement would incorporate the services 
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specified in the tender as well as any other relevant contractual requirements. He indicated 
that the agreement would provide mechanisms for monitoring the service provider's 
performance and ensuring compliance with the required service levels. Regular meetings 
would also be held with the service provider to monitor performance and address any issues 
that arose. 

Ms Shivambu added that the service-level agreement would normally require the appointed 
broker to have a representative visit the various workplaces on a monthly basis to attend to 
employee queries. She explained that not all employees were able to communicate through 
email or telephone, and therefore physical visits to the various workplaces would be important. 

She further indicated that the service provider would participate in monthly employee wellness 
activities, including wellness events, and would coordinate with the medical aid schemes to 
ensure their participation in relevant organisational initiatives. 

The Chairperson thanked the participants and indicated that, based on the explanation 
provided, the management of the arrangement would be addressed through the relevant 
contractual provisions. He referred to clause 17.3, which authorised the Executive or her 
nominee to sign the agreement, and indicated that the management of the contract would 
include the establishment of a service-level agreement. 

He emphasised that the agreement should also provide for mechanisms to address non-
compliance and ensure that the service provider fulfilled its contractual obligations. Mr Manaka 
indicated that he was covered on the other issues but wished to raise a concern regarding the 
coordination and convening of the BEC meetings. He noted that the BEC had identified a 
potential challenge where one member might be on leave while another member was returning 
from leave. He suggested that the first BEC meeting should establish a coordinated schedule 
for subsequent meetings. 

He explained that, given the potentially high volume of work involved in the procurement 
process, delays in convening the BEC could negatively affect the progress of the evaluation 
process. Mr Manaka therefore suggested that the report should clearly explain how the BEC 
meetings would be coordinated, including when meetings would be held and how the schedule 
would be managed until the bid evaluation process had been finalised. 

He indicated that this would allow members to coordinate their leave arrangements and ensure 
continuity of the evaluation process, except in circumstances such as unforeseen sick leave. 
The Chairperson thanked Mr Manaka and indicated that his comments had been noted. He 
further requested that the BEC members ensure that the explanations and corrections 
provided during the meeting were accurately captured in the report. 

Ms Shivambu acknowledged the correction and confirmed that the reference in the report 
should be to Supply Chain Management (SCM). She undertook to make the necessary 
correction. Ms Chakana reiterated her earlier recommendation that the background section 
should include an explanation that Johannesburg Water had previously implemented a similar 
scope of work through another broker. 

She indicated that this would ensure that the report did not create the impression that the 
organisation was procuring this type of service for the first time. She also supported the 
Chairperson's recommendation that the report should provide sufficient context regarding the 
absence of a direct financial implication and the reasons why the procurement was being 
undertaken in this manner. 
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Ms Chakana then raised a question regarding the mandatory requirements. She noted that 
the tender required brokers to have accreditation with three of the four relevant medical aid 
schemes and asked why the requirement was not for accreditation with all four schemes, given 
that the scope of work referred to all four major medical aid schemes used by the organisation. 

She further asked about the requirement for a registration certificate or letter confirming that 
the broker was accredited with the Financial Sector Conduct Authority (FSCA). She indicated 
that, because the service provider would not be directly paid by Johannesburg Water or 
manage the organisation's financial resources, she wanted to understand the rationale for this 
requirement. 

Ms Chakana also raised a concern regarding employee awareness of the one-on-one services 
that would be provided by the broker. She questioned whether all employees were aware that 
they could obtain individual assistance from the broker.She suggested that greater awareness 
could be created among employees, particularly those based at Head Office and other 
workplaces, so that employees could make appropriate use of the service and reduce 
unnecessary pressure on Human Resources managers regarding medical aid and wellness-
related queries. 

Ms Chakana further referred to the reasons for elimination on page 4.12. She noted that, in 
relation to Bidder 1, the broker arrangement submitted did not specify the name of the broker 
.She requested consistency in the terminology used throughout the report so that the reasons 
for elimination could be clearly linked to the relevant mandatory requirement, particularly the 
requirement for a valid letter or signed agreement. She also referred to the evaluation of Bidder 
3, where the report stated that the broker agreement with Bonitas had not been signed by 
Bonitas, making it difficult for the BEC to verify the authenticity and validity of the agreement. 

Ms Chakana questioned whether similar verification should have been conducted for the 
agreements that had been signed. She suggested that, in addition to reviewing the submitted 
documentation, the BEC could have confirmed the validity of the agreements directly with the 
relevant medical aid schemes. She explained that such confirmation would provide additional 
assurance that the agreements submitted by the bidders were valid and actually existed. She 
distinguished this from reference checks, which related to the bidder's previous experience. 

Mr Lekalakala explained that Johannesburg Water had previously had five medical aid 
schemes, although one had subsequently been pre-registered, leaving four relevant schemes. 
He indicated that requiring accreditation with all four schemes could potentially restrict the 
number of eligible bidders. However, in most cases, brokers were accredited with all four of 
the relevant medical aid schemes, which meant that the requirement for accreditation with 
three schemes generally provided sufficient flexibility while still ensuring that bidders had the 
necessary accreditation. 

Regarding registration with the Financial Sector Conduct Authority, Mr Lekalakala explained 
that the requirement was based on the applicable regulatory framework and the need for 
businesses operating in the relevant financial services environment to be appropriately 
registered. With regard to employee awareness of the one-on-one services, Mr Lekalakala 
acknowledged the point raised by Ms Chakana. He explained that the service providers 
generally provided a rollout plan and that Johannesburg Water had previously attempted to 
advertise the availability of the services. 

He noted that employee participation was sometimes limited, but indicated that the 
organisation would continue to communicate the availability of the services. He suggested 
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that, when the service provider visited various workplaces and set up information tables, 
employees should be informed in advance so that they could make themselves available to 
engage with the broker. 

Regarding the verification of broker agreements, Mr Lekalakala acknowledged the 
recommendation that the validity of submitted agreements should be confirmed with the 
relevant medical aid schemes. He indicated that the BEC had noted the matter and would 
ensure that the necessary verification was undertaken where appropriate. 

Ms Malatji addressed the question regarding the requirement for accreditation with three 
medical aid schemes rather than all four. She explained that the intention was not to appoint 
a broker who was not accredited with any medical aid scheme. Requiring accreditation with at 
least three schemes ensured that the appointed broker already had the necessary experience 
and could subsequently obtain accreditation with the remaining scheme or schemes, where 
applicable. 

She indicated that, in practice, most of the bidders were accredited with more than three 
medical aid schemes, although the report only specified a minimum requirement of three. 
Regarding employee awareness, Ms Malatji acknowledged the concern raised by Ms 
Chakana. She explained that Johannesburg Water regularly communicated the availability of 
wellness and medical aid-related services to employees through general notices, posters and 
other internal communication channels. 

She noted, however, that employee participation, particularly at Head Office, remained a 
challenge. Employees did not always attend wellness-related activities even when the 
activities had been properly communicated and posters had been displayed. Ms Malatji 
explained that the organisation would continue to communicate the availability of the services 
and would provide employees with schedules indicating when the broker would visit the 
various workplaces. The broker would ordinarily visit each workplace on a monthly basis to 
attend to employee queries. 

She acknowledged that there could potentially be gaps in communication but maintained that 
the organisation had made reasonable efforts to inform employees about the availability of the 
services. She nevertheless undertook to strengthen communication once the new service 
provider had been appointed. The Chairperson agreed that employee participation in wellness 
activities appeared to be lower at Head Office and indicated that this aspect required attention. 

The Chairperson noted that, based on his reading of the report, only one of the mandatory 
requirements appeared to have been properly evaluated and reflected in the report.He 
explained that, for example, where the mandatory requirements stated that bidders were 
required to attend the compulsory tender briefing meeting, the report should clearly indicate 
whether each bidder had attended the meeting. 

He requested that the report include a table listing all the bidders and clearly indicating 
compliance with each mandatory requirement, for example, by recording “Yes” or “No” against 
each requirement. He emphasised that the evaluation criteria had been stated in the report 
and that the report should therefore provide a clear outcome against each criterion. He 
requested that the same approach be applied to all the other mandatory requirements. 

The Chairperson noted that the issue concerning the appointment letter had already been 
addressed and thanked the participants for their contributions. Ms Malatji acknowledged the 
comments and confirmed that the Technical Team accepted that the report should be returned 
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for amendment. She indicated that the report would be expanded to provide additional 
information in the background section and that the evaluation of all mandatory requirements 
would be clearly reflected. 

Ms Chakana reiterated that the verification of the submitted letters and contracts should also 
be addressed. She explained that, where a bidder submitted a certificate, accreditation letter 
or contract, the BEC should undertake appropriate due diligence to verify the information with 
the relevant medical aid scheme. 

She noted that any party could potentially sign a document, and therefore direct confirmation 
with the relevant medical aid scheme would provide additional assurance that the relationship 
or contract referred to in the document actually existed. She suggested that the BEC should 
contact the relevant medical aid scheme and confirm that the bidder was indeed accredited or 
had an existing relationship with the scheme. 

The Chairperson indicated that he regarded the proposed verification as an additional due-
diligence exercise. He noted that the issues raised by Ms Chakana were relatively minor but 
nevertheless required attention. He clarified that the recommendation was for the report to be 
returned so that the identified issues could be incorporated into the report, with particular 
attention being given to the verification of accreditation and registration certificates. 

The Chairperson asked whether the Technical Team was able to verify the relevant 
documentation. Ms Shibambu confirmed that the certificates relating to the Council for Medical 
Schemes (CMS) and (FSCA) had already been verified. She explained that the outstanding 
verification related to the contracts between the brokers and the relevant medical aid schemes. 
She confirmed that the BEC would undertake the necessary verification and would use online 
verification mechanisms where available. 

The Chairperson cautioned against duplicating work that had already been completed. He 
sought clarity on whether the verification required in relation to the mandatory requirements 
had already been conducted. Ms Chakana clarified that her recommendation was for the 
report to state explicitly that the relevant certificates had been verified online. She explained 
that her remaining concern related specifically to the contracts between the brokers and the 
medical aid schemes. 

She further distinguished this issue from the reference letters submitted by the bidders. While 
reference letters could confirm previous experience, she wanted to establish whether the 
contractual or accreditation relationship between the broker and the relevant medical aid 
scheme was still current. The Chairperson indicated that, in his understanding, where a client 
had confirmed through a reference letter that a bidder had previously provided a particular 
service, this demonstrated that a service relationship had existed. 

He nevertheless sought clarification on whether such evidence was sufficient to establish that 
the broker's current relationship with the relevant medical aid scheme remained valid.Ms 
Malatji explained that the provision of brokerage services was dependent on the broker being 
accredited by the relevant medical aid scheme. She therefore indicated that a broker could 
not provide the relevant services without the necessary accreditation. 

Ms Chakana clarified that her concern related specifically to the mandatory requirement 
concerning the existence of an agreement between the broker and the medical aid scheme. 
She explained that the accreditation demonstrated that the broker was authorised to provide 
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the relevant services, but she wanted confirmation that the current contractual relationship 
between the broker and the medical aid scheme remained in place. 

She therefore requested confirmation that the relevant medical aid scheme continued to have 
an active relationship with the recommended broker. Ms Malatji explained that the reference 
letters submitted by the bidders had confirmed that the bidders had acted as brokers for other 
organisations, including Johannesburg Water. She indicated that the brokers could not have 
provided those services without being appropriately accredited by the relevant medical aid 
schemes. 

She further noted that the reference letters had been verified for validity. However, she 
acknowledged that, if the Committee required direct confirmation of the current accreditation 
or contractual relationships, the BEC would need to undertake that additional verification. The 
Chairperson noted that brokers did not operate independently of the medical aid schemes and 
that their services were provided within the framework established by those schemes. 

Ms Chakana asked whether the contractual relationship between a broker and a medical aid 
scheme was permanent or whether it was subject to a specific validity period. She explained 
that her question arose from a need to understand whether an agreement that had previously 
been entered into remained valid indefinitely or whether it could expire or be terminated. Ms 
Mahomed clarified that she understood Ms Chakana's concern to relate to the due diligence 
performed on the reference letters and the current accreditation status of the recommended 
brokers. 

She explained that the issue was whether the brokers that had submitted reference letters 
demonstrating previous experience were still accredited with the relevant medical aid 
schemes and were still authorised to provide brokerage services. Ms Malatji acknowledged 
that the specific current-status verification had not yet been conducted. She explained that the 
existing reference letters could support an inference that the brokers had the necessary 
relationships with the relevant medical aid schemes, particularly where they were currently 
providing services to organisations using the same medical aid schemes. 

However, she acknowledged that direct confirmation would be required if the Committee 
wanted the current status to be formally verified. Ms Mahomed reiterated that the issue was 
whether the reference letters reflected current relationships or only historical relationships. 
The Chairperson referred the matter to the General Manager and emphasised that the 
verification should be considered in the context of the stated evaluation criteria. 

He noted that the evaluation criteria specifically referred to experience and that the BEC 
should therefore consider whether the evidence submitted demonstrated current and relevant 
experience. Mr Manaka explained that the risk associated with the contracts could generally 
be considered within the context of the control environment. 

He indicated that, where a client such as the City of Johannesburg had confirmed the validity 
of the services provided by a broker, and the broker had been providing services in relation to 
the same portfolio of medical aid schemes, this provided an indication that the broker was 
authorised to provide those services. He explained that a broker could not provide such 
services without the necessary accreditation or agreement with the relevant medical aid 
schemes. 

Mr Manaka indicated that the risk would be greater if the relevant medical aid schemes had 
not accredited or confirmed the broker. However, where accreditation and previous service 
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relationships had been confirmed, the risk was reduced. He nevertheless acknowledged that 
the current accreditation status of the recommended broker with the relevant medical aid 
schemes should be specifically confirmed to provide adequate assurance. 

The Chairperson returned to Ms Chakana's original question and requested that the distinction 
between experience and current accreditation be clearly understood. Ms Mahomed indicated 
that she believed Ms Chakana's question was addressed by the mandatory requirements. She 
explained that the issue was not merely whether the bidders had provided reference letters 
but whether the BEC had undertaken due diligence to confirm the authenticity of the 
agreements or relationships referred to in those documents. 

She asked whether the BEC had confirmed that the signatures and agreements submitted by 
the bidders were valid and whether the relevant relationships with the medical aid schemes 
were still in existence. Ms Chakana confirmed that this was the focus of her question. She 
explained that her concern was not primarily related to the experience evaluation but to the 
mandatory requirement concerning the existence of a valid agreement. 

She referred to the evaluation table and noted that one of the bidders had listed Johannesburg 
Water as a reference. While Johannesburg Water used the four relevant medical aid schemes, 
she questioned whether the BEC had confirmed that the broker remained accredited with 
those schemes. She further questioned whether the relationship between the broker and the 
medical aid scheme continued to exist where the broker had previously provided services to 
Johannesburg Water. 

Ms Chakana indicated that she had expected the verification process to be similar to the due 
diligence undertaken when verifying experience references. She therefore requested 
clarification on whether the BEC could directly confirm the current relationship with the relevant 
medical aid schemes. Ms Malatji suggested that the Technical Team could provide an 
example of an accreditation document submitted by one of the bidders. This would assist the 
Committee in understanding how accreditation was documented and whether the 
accreditation was indefinite or subject to a specific validity period. 

The Chairperson summarised the issue by explaining that the accreditation referred to in the 
evaluation criteria was issued by the individual medical aid schemes. He stated that the key 
question was therefore the current status of the accreditation relationship between the medical 
aid scheme and the recommended broker. Ms Shibambu explained that the agreements 
available to the BEC did not clearly specify an expiry date. 

She indicated that the agreements generally provided that the relationship would remain valid 
unless one of the parties terminated the agreement. The Chairperson indicated that the 
important issue was therefore to establish the current status of the relationships. He asked 
whether any of the medical aid schemes had terminated their agreements with the brokers or 
whether the brokers had ceased to be accredited.He explained that this was the purpose of 
the proposed verification and that the BEC needed to confirm that the relationships remained 
valid at the time of the procurement. 

Ms Shivambu confirmed that she understood the Committee's concern. She indicated that the 
BEC would contact the relevant medical aid schemes to confirm whether the agreements and 
accreditation relationships with the recommended broker remained valid. Ms Mahomed asked 
whether the verification should be conducted for all bidders or only for the bidder 
recommended for appointment. 
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Mr Manaka clarified that the verification should be conducted only for the recommended 
bidder. He noted that conducting the verification for all bidders would unnecessarily increase 
the workload where the procurement process only required confirmation of the recommended 
bidder. Ms Shibambu confirmed that the verification would be conducted for the recommended 
bidder and that the outcome would be documented in writing, including through email 
correspondence where applicable. 

The Chairperson summarised the outstanding actions and indicated that the BEC should take 
note of all the issues discussed during the meeting. He requested that the report be amended 
to include the additional background information, the evaluation of all mandatory 
requirements, and the outcome of the due-diligence verification. He further requested that a 
paragraph be included in the report setting out the verification status for the recommended 
bidder and that the relevant supporting correspondence or statements be attached to the 
report. 

Ms Mahomed asked whether the medical aid schemes had publicly accessible websites 
through which their accreditation processes or the accreditation status of brokers could be 
verified. The Chairperson indicated that the medical aid schemes did not necessarily provide 
publicly accessible online information confirming the accreditation status of individual brokers. 
He noted that the relevant verification would therefore need to be undertaken directly with the 
medical aid schemes. The Chairperson confirmed that the Technical Expert and BEC 
members understood the outstanding requirements. 

The Chairperson, taking into account the recommendations of the Technical Expert and the 
matters raised during the discussion, proposed that the report be returned to the BEC for 
amendment. He requested that the BEC complete the outstanding verification, incorporate the 
additional background information, provide a clear evaluation of all mandatory requirements, 
and update the report accordingly. 

The Chairperson indicated that the outstanding amendments and verification were considered 
straightforward and requested that the revised report be submitted for consideration at the 
following meeting.  

 
 
 
 
 
RESOLVED  
 
That the report be referred back to the BEC to: 

• Amend the background and budget/financial implications sections. 
• Provide a clear evaluation of all mandatory requirements for each bidder. 
• Complete the verification of the recommended bidder’s accreditation and 

contracts with the relevant medical aid schemes. 
• Incorporate the verification results and other outstanding amendments into the report. 
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MEETING ADJOURNED @ 15:45 

 

 

 

CONFIRMED     ……………………………………………. 

     Chairperson (Kethabile Mabe) 

 

DATE     …………………………………………… 



BAC RESOLUTION TRACKER 
 

RSOLUTIO 
N ITEM 

MEETIN 
G DATE 

ACTION TENDE 
R 
EXPIRY 
DATE 

RESPONSIB 
LE PERSON 

STATU 
S 

NOTE/ 
CHALLENG 
ES 

PROGRES 
S 

TARGE 
T DATE 

1. JW OPS 040/23 
Provision of 
cleaners, deep 
cleaning services, 
hygiene services 
and supply of 
consumables 

03/02/2025 SCM to actively 
manage and drive 
the procurement 
process and ensure 
the procurement is 
finalized on time 
and in accordance 
with agreed 
resolution 

02/01/2025 Mr Singh/Mr Selesho Partially 
implemente 
d 

The initiation of the 
contract is on hold 
due to availability of 
sufficient funding. 
Negotiating funding 
with finance. 

The Committee 
noted the update 
on the cleaning 
services 
contracts, 
including the 
progress of the 
RFQs, BSC and 
BEC processes, 
and the funding 
constraints 
affecting the 
contracts. 

24 August 
2026 

       The Committee 
resolved that 
engagements 
with Finance 
and the relevant 
departments 
continue to 
secure the 
required cash-
backed funding. 
Any 
impediments to 
the procurement 
process were to 
be reported to 
the Committee. 

 

2. Objections and 
Evaluation 

10/03/2025 SCM and Legal to 
further interrogate 

 Mr Manaka & Ms. 
Mahomed 

In progress To be discussed with 
National treasury in The Committee 

24 August 
2026 

Timelines  National Treasury's  the Bids workshop to resolved that the  

  advise and Once  be held on 24 July approved SOP  

  reviewed, to advise  2026 be implemented  

  on any business   and that the  

  process changes   required  

  that should be   awareness  

  implemented   sessions be  



 

       conducted to 
ensure that 
stakeholders 
were familiar 
with the 
objection 
process and 
evaluation 
timelines. 

 

3. Price 
comparison, 

02/06/2025 SCM to develop 
a guideline or 
framework for 
conducting price 

comparisons by 
30/06/2025 

 Mr Manaka In progress Finalising the draft. The Committee 
noted the 
progress 
regarding the 
subcontracting 
evidence and the 
engagement with 
National Treasury 
on whether the 
matter required a 
policy 
amendment. It 
was further noted 
that an interim 
guideline was 
required to 
provide 
evaluation 
committees with 
clear guidance 
pending National 
Treasury’s 
response. 
The Committee 
resolved that the 
interim guideline 
be finalised, 
vetted by Legal 
Services, and 
circulated to the 
relevant 
evaluation 
committees. The 
matter was to be 
followed up with 
National Treasury 
and an update 
provided to the 
Committee. 

31 July 
2026 



 

4. Assessment of 
Subcontracting 
Contracts 

10/06/2025 1. SCM to issue a 
guideline or 
framework on how 
subcontracting 
reference letters 
should be 
assessed , the first 
draft must be 
completed by the 
end of June 2025. 
2. Develop SOP 
regarding the 
determination of 
subcontracting 
percentages. 
blacklisting 
committee 

 Mr Manaka In Progress SCM is finalising the 
document. 

It was resolved 
that a guideline 
be developed to 
provide a 
consistent 
approach for 
evaluating 
subcontractor 
experience and 
supporting 
documents 
submitted by 
bidders during 
tender processes. 
The guideline 
would ensure that 
appropriate 
evidence is 
provided to verify 
subcontracted 
work and prevent 
abuse of 
subcontracting 
references. 

24 August 
2026 

5. Item 5: Award of 
contract JW CHR 
00/25 provision of 
physical security 
guarding and AD-
HOC services as an 
when required for a 
period of 36 months 

21/09/2026 1. Obtain and 
consider the 
relevant 
Legal 
Opinion 
regarding the 
acceptability 
of referee 
contact 
details, 
particularly 
where a 
telephone 
number had 
been 
provided but 
no email 
address was 
included, and 
determine 
whether the 
referee could 
be contacted 
telephonically 
to obtain 
written 
confirmation. 
 

2. Reassess the 
affected 
reference 
letters and 
bidder 

 Mr Manaka   Revised report be 
submitted within 
the two-week 
period. 

- 



disqualificati
ons and, 
where 
necessary, 
conduct the 
required re-
evaluation 
and 
verification 
processes. 

 
 

3. Review the 
nylon/leathe
r boot 
requirement 
and confirm 
whether the 
relevant 
bidder had 
been 
correctly 
disqualified 
based on the 
interpretation 
of the 
specification. 
 

4. Review the 
B-BBEE-
related 
disqualificati
ons raised 
during the 
BAC 
deliberations. 

 
 

5. Incorporate 
the outcomes 
of all 
additional 
verification 
and re-
evaluation 
processes 
into the 
revised 
report. 
 

6. Provide the 
revised report 
to the BAC 
within two 
weeks, 
subject to the 
outcome of 



the legal 
advice and 
the extent of 
the additional 
evaluation 
work 
required. 
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ITEM 1 AWARD OF TENDER JW OPS 042/25 – LEVEL 3 DISCONNECTION AND 
RECONNECTIONS OF WATER SUPPLY WITHIN THE CITY OF JOHANNESBURG 
DUE TO CREDIT CONTROL ACTION ON AN “AS AND WHEN” REQUIRED BASIS 
FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS. 

 

INITIATING DEPARTMENT: Operations. 

 

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION  

 
Recommendation for an award. 

  

2. PURPOSE 

 
The purpose of this report is to request the Bid Adjudication Committee (BAC) to 

recommend to the Accounting Officer to approve the award of tender JW OPS 042/25 level 

3 disconnection and reconnections of water supply within the City of Johannesburg due to 

credit control action on an “as and when” required basis for a period of thirty-six (36) 

months. 

 

3. BACKGROUND  
 

3.1 Project background  
 
The Operations Department carries Disconnections and Reconnections of Water Supply 

within the City of Johannesburg due to credit control action on accounts in arrears. These 

services rendered under this contract are vital for revenue collection on customer accounts 

that fall into arrears in order to enhance the City of Johannesburg financial sustainability.  
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3.2 Scope of work and specifications 
 
The service provider will be required to supply, provide labour, transport and certain 

materials/equipment, to perform water cut offs / disconnections and reconnections on 

mains and prepaid meter supply on an “as and when” required basis within the City of 

Johannesburg. 

 
4. PROCUREMENT APPROACH AND TENDER CLOSURE  
 

NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

1.  JW SCM Policy  Version 16 

2.  
 Bid Specification approval 
by the Accounting Officer 
(AO) 

18 September 2025 

3.  Bid Initiated By Bid Specification Committee (BSC) 

4.  BSC Members (Voting) 
Mrs. C Matabane - Acting Demand Manager 
Mr. K Manganye – Regional Manager 
Mr. G Twala – Operational Manager 

5.  BSC Attendees (Non-voting) 

Ms. A Mnisi - Demand Management Practitioner 
Mr. S Sibiya - Manager: Governance and Legal 
Services 
Dr. Z Khuzwayo - Manager: Innovation & 
Technology 

6.  Targeting Strategy The tender is open to all suppliers who satisfy the 
requirements of the tender 

7.  Award Strategy Award to the highest scoring tenderer in terms of 
price and specific goals 

8.  Sourcing Strategy Open Tender - estimated expenditure exceeds 
R750,000.00 

9.  Contract Duration Thirty-Six (36) Months on an “as and when” 
required basis. 

10.  Advert Date 18 November 2025 

11.  Number of Documents 
purchased or downloaded  

Downloaded - 26 
Purchased - 0 

12.  Compulsory Briefing 
Session date  

Date and Time: 28 November 2025 AT 10:00 AM 
Address: Turbine Hall, 65 Ntemi Piliso Street, 
Newtown, Johannesburg, 2001  
Venue:  Auditorium  
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NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 
Tenders received from Non-Attended Bidders of a 
Compulsory Briefing session will be disqualified 

13.  Addendum Issued  None 

14.  Tender Closing Date 30 January 2026 

15.  Tender Expiry Date 90 days (30 April 2026) 

16.  Tender Validity Extension 27 September 2026 

17.  Late tenders received None 

18.  Media Used for Publication JW website, E-tender portal, The Citizen and 
Sowetan newspapers 

19.  Responses received 26 

20.  Number eliminated  

Total: Twenty- Six (26) 
Mandatory: Two (2) Tenderer 
Functionality: Fifteen (15) Tenderers 
Due Diligence: One (1) Tenderer 
Validity extension: Five (05) Tenderers 

21.  Number of Bidders 
Shortlisted 1 

22.  Specific Goals identified 

• Business owned by 51% or more –Women  
• Business owned by 51% or more – Black 

Youth  
• Businesses located within the boundaries of a 

region in COJ, COJ municipality 
23.  Preference Points scoring 80/20 

24.  CIDB Grading required Not Applicable 

25.  Sub-Contracting Not Applicable 

26.  Estimated budget R 39 645 496.11 (excl. VAT) for 36 months 

27.  Tender Expiry Date  
(240th day) 27 September 2026 
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5. TENDERS RECEIVED 

 
The tender was opened publicly on which day and time at 65 Ntemi Piliso Street, Turbine Hall, 

Newtown. The following tenders were received, and prices were read out. 

 

# Tenderer Tendered Price  
1.  Manyawusi Trading Enterprise R 5 856 058.44 
2.  Masheleni Trading and projects  R 11 531 492.75 
3.  Risana Business Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  R 5 010 262.50 
4.  Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  R 5 823 941.45 
5.  Khaoli-Dzuvha JV  R 5 965 446.64 
6.  Cliff Empire  R 6 659 174.25 
7.  Swamdla Trading and Projects  R 6 659 174.24 
8.  DPL Trading and Projects  R 67 132 711.40 
9.  DLN Consultiong (Pty) Ltd  R 16 344 764.07 
10.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd  R 6 507 971.72 
11.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV R 6 380 626.65 
12.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd R 7 093 727.76 
13.  FUBU Africa (Pty) Ltd  R 31 384 645.46 
14.  Kuntwela Enzansi Ventures (Pty) Ltd  R 18 023 042.97 
15.  Uyapo Corporate Suppliers  R 7 475 421.544 
16.  Lethukuthula Develeopment Projecst and 

Richu JV 
R 8 141 252.66 

17.  Batag Trading CC R 7 438 549.92 
18.  Direct Impactors (Pty) Ltd T/A Impactors 

Group  
R 11 692 471.80 

19.  Lotlhodileng Trading and Project  R 8 458 443.81 
20.  Hatima Holding (Pty) Ltd  R 21 473 255.29 
21.  Lelepa Umdeni  R 5 727 414.00 
22.  PEV Energy (Pty) Ltd  R 6 802 754 .47 
23.  TTR Infrastructure Developers  R 19 483 367.85 
24.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd  R 9 806 734.83 
25.  Rehati Utility Services  R 31 592 253.75 
26.  Mitugu Trading and Project  No Price 
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6. TENDER EVALUATION PROCESS 
6.1. Tender Evaluation Process Summary 

 
As part of the normal procurement process the evaluation of tender consisted of the stages as 

follows: 

 

STAGES PROCESS EVALUATION DATES 
Stage 1 Mandatory Evaluation 16/03/2026 

 

Stage 2 Administrative Evaluation  16/03/2026 

Stage 3 Technical evaluation  18/03/2026 

19/03/2026 

20/03/2026 

22/04/2026 

12/05/2026 

14/05/2026 

13/07/2026 

14/07/2026 

15/07/2026 

16/07/2026 

17/07/2026 

20/07/2026 

21/07/2026 

22/07/2026 

23/07/2026 

 

Stage 4 Financial and preferential evaluation – 

80/20 and report 

23/07/2026 
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6.1.1 REASONS FOR THE DELAY 

The BEC member was on sick leave from 25 February to 02 March 2026. From 06 to 09 March 

2026, the BEC member was busy preparing the BEC report for JW14471 – Renovations at 
Northern Works and Flow Laboratory. 

From 10 to 13 March 2026, the BEC member was evaluating JW14040RR – Construction of a 
2.25ML Water Tower in Robertsville (with associated works) for a period of 16 months. The 

BEC member was again involved in preparing the BEC report for JW14471 on 20 March and 01 

April 2026. 

From 13 to 16 April 2026, the BEC member was evaluating JW14040RR. From 24 to 30 April 

2026, the BEC member was involved in JWRFP17/03/2026 – Supply, Delivery and Offloading 
of Helical Gearbox Units for Northern Wastewater. 

From 05 to 08 May 2026, the BEC member was evaluating JW14040RR. From 11 to 13 May 

2026, the BEC member was preparing the BAC report for JW14471. The BEC member was 

subsequently evaluating JW14040RR from 19 to 20 May 2026. 

The BEC member was on annual leave from 22 May to 04 June 2026. From 10 to 12 June 2026, 

the BEC member was involved in the evaluation of the Supply and Delivery of Lubricants work 
allocation. 

BEC member was on sick leave from 19 to 23 June 2026, while the BEC member was on study 

leave from 24 to 26 June 2026. From 29 June to 03 July 2026, BEC members had other work 

commitments arising from backlogs at the depots, which affected their availability for the 

evaluation process. 
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The Bid Evaluation Committee comprised of the following officials: 

 

NAME  DESIGNATION USER 
DEPARTMENT  

CAPACITY IN 
COMMITTEE 

EXPIRY DATE OF 
APPOINTMENT 

Ishmael 
Kuduza 

Supply Chain 
Specialist 

SCMU Convenor and 
Evaluator 

10/03/2027 

Kagiso 
Manganye Regional Manager Operational 

Department Evaluator 09/09/2027 

Gabugabu 
Twala 

Operational 
Manager 

Operational 
Department Evaluator 09/09/2027 

 

All officials who were involved in the evaluation process signed and completed the attendance 

register and completed the Declaration of Interest form and that none have any conflict of interest. 

 

6.2. EVALUATION PROCESS 

 
Tender evaluation process to be as follows:  
 

STAGE  DESCRIPTION  

Stage 1  Mandatory Evaluation  

Stage 2  Administrative Evaluation  

Stage 3  Functionality Evaluation  

Stage 4  Preference Evaluation 

 
 
6.2.1 Stage 1: Mandatory Evaluation Criteria: 

EVALUATION CRITERIA: (GATE KEEPERS)   

#  CRITERIA    DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE  
COMPLY 
(YES/NO)  

 1  Tender briefing meeting.  Yes  

 2  Signed and completed Pricing Schedule as per award and allocation 

strategy  

Yes  

NB: Bidders that fail to comply with the above mandatory requirement may not be 
considered further for evaluation.  
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6.2.1.1 Mandatory Requirements evaluation outcome: 
# Tenderer Criteria: Compliant  

(Yes or No)  Tender briefing meeting. 
(Yes/No) 

Signed and completed Pricing 
Schedule as per award and 
allocation strategy 
(Yes/No) 

1.  Masheleni Trading and projects  Yes  Yes  Yes  
2.  Risana Business Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
3.  Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
4.  Khaoli-Dzuvha JV  Yes  Yes  Yes  
5.  Cliff Empire  Yes  Yes  Yes  
6.  Swamdla Trading and Projects  Yes  Yes  Yes  
7.  DPL Trading and Projects  Yes  Yes  Yes  
8.  DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
9.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
10.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV Yes  Yes  Yes  
11.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
12.  FUBU Africa (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
13.  Kuntwela Enzansi Ventures (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
14.  Uyapo Corporate Suppliers  Yes  Yes  Yes  
15.  Lethukuthula Development Project and 

Richu JV 
Yes  Yes  Yes  

16.  Batag Trading cc Yes  Yes  Yes  
17.  Direct Impactors (Pty) Ltd T/A Impactors 

Group  
Yes  Yes  Yes  

18.  Lotlhodileng Trading and Project  Yes  Yes  Yes  
19.  Hatima Holding (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
20.  Lelepa Umdeni  Yes  Yes  Yes  
21.  PEV Energy (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
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# Tenderer Criteria: Compliant  
(Yes or No)  Tender briefing meeting. 

(Yes/No) 
Signed and completed Pricing 
Schedule as per award and 
allocation strategy 
(Yes/No) 

1.  Masheleni Trading and projects  Yes  Yes  Yes  
22.  TTR Infrastructure Developers  Yes  Yes  Yes  
23.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd  Yes  Yes  Yes  
24.  Rehati Utility Services  Yes  Yes  Yes  
25.  Mitugu Trading and Project  Yes  No No 
26.  Manyawusi Trading Enterprise Yes  No No 

 

Note: Out of twenty-six (26) tenderers evaluated, 24 has satisfied all Mandatory Requirements, therefore proceed to the next stage of the evaluation. 

One (1) did not meet the mandatory requirements and subsequently eliminated. 

 

6.2.1.2 The below table indicates bidders who fail to comply with the above mandatory requirement and were immediately disqualified: 
 

NO. NAME OF TENDERER REASON(S) 

1.  Mitugu Trading and Project a. Pricing schedule not signed 

2.  Manyawusi Trading Enterprise b. Pricing schedule not completed in full (Did not item number 4. 
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6.2.1.3 The following twenty-four (24) tenderers passed the mandatory 
requirements: 

 
NO. NAME OF TENDERERS 

1.  Masheleni Trading and projects  

2.  Risana Business Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  

3.  Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  

4.  Khaoli-Dzuvha JV  

5.  Cliff Empire  

6.  Swamdla Trading and Projects  

7.  DPL Trading and Projects  

8.  DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd  

9.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd  

10.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV 

11.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd  

12.  FUBU Africa (Pty) Ltd  

13.  Kuntwela Enzansi Ventures (Pty) Ltd  

14.  Uyapo Corporate Suppliers  

15.  Lethukuthula Development Project and Richu JV 

16.  Batag Trading cc 

17.  Direct Impactors (Pty) Ltd T/A Impactors Group  

18.  Lotlhodileng Trading and Project  

19.  Hatima Holding (Pty) Ltd  

20.  Lelepa Umdeni  

21.  PEV Energy (Pty) Ltd  

22.  TTR Infrastructure Developers  

23.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd  

24.  Rehati Utility Services  
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6.2.1 Stage: 2- ADMINISTRATIVE EVALUATION 
 

NO.  REFERENCE TO  
TENDER  
DOCUMENT  

DESCRIPTION  REQUIREMENT  

1.  Annexure  Certificate of Authority or Board 
Resolution Letter granting authority 
to sign  

Complete and submit  

2.  MBD 1  Invitation to Bid Form  Completed and signed 
MBD 1 Form.  

3.  CSD  Central Supplier Database 
Registration  

Provide proof of CSD 
registration. Complete 
MAAA number on 
cover page or copy of 
CSD report.  

4  MBD 3.1  Pricing  Schedule  – 
 Firm  Prices (Purchases)  

Completed  MBD  3.1  
Form.  

5.  MBD 4  Declaration of Interest  Completed and signed 
MBD 4 Form.  

6.  MBD 5  Declaration of Procurement Above 
R10m (All Applicable Taxes 
Included)  

Completed and signed 
MBD 5 Form.  

7.  MBD 6.1  Preference Points Claim in Terms 
of The Preferential Procurement  
Regulations 2022  

Completed and signed 
MBD 6.1 Form.  

8.  MBD 8  Declaration of Bidder’s Past Supply 
Chain Management Practices  

Completed and signed 
MBD 8 Form.  

9.  MBD 9.  Certificate  of  Independent 
 Bid  
Determination  

Completed and signed 
MBD 9 Form.  

10.  Annexure – Proof of 
Specific Goals  

Refer to documents listed in 4.3 
verification documents to be 
submitted with the tender 
document  

Submit applicable 
documentation with 
the tender submission 
– If not submitted with 
the tender document 
points for Specific 
Goals won’t be 
allocated.  

11.  Annexure  Municipal Rates and Taxes for the 
Tenderer - Current municipal rates 
for the entity not in arrears by more 
than 90 days. If leasing/renting, 
submitted  

Submit applicable 
documentation with 
the tender submission  
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12.  Annexure  Municipal Rates and Taxes - 
Current municipal rates for the 
directors of the entity not in 
arrears by than 90 days. If 
leasing/renting, submitted copy of 
valid lease agreement where 
premises are rented OR  
Confirmation that suitable 
arrangements are in place for 
arrear municipal obligations with 
your local municipality OR  
Current municipal rates which is 
not older than 90 days or valid 
lease agreement with affidavit 
from owner of property in cases 
stated in Proof of Good Standing 
with regards to Municipal 
Accounts document.   

Submit applicable 
documentation with 
the tender submission  

13.  Annexure  Joint Venture, Consortium, or 
equivalent agreement– if 
applicable.  

Joint Venture, 
Consortium, or 
equivalent agreement 
signed showing 
percentage ownership 
of parties – if 
applicable.  

 
 
The following twenty-four (24) tenderers passed administrative requirements:  
 

NO. NAME OF TENDERERS 

1.  Masheleni Trading and projects  

2.  Risana Business Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  

3.  Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) Ltd  

4.  Khaoli-Dzuvha JV  

5.  Cliff Empire  

6.  Swamdla Trading and Projects  

7.  DPL Trading and Projects  

8.  DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd  

9.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd  

10.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV 
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NO. NAME OF TENDERERS 

11.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd  

12.  FUBU Africa (Pty) Ltd  

13.  Kuntwela Enzansi Ventures (Pty) Ltd  

14.  Uyapo Corporate Suppliers  

15.  Lethukuthula Development Project and Richu JV 

16.  Batag Trading cc 

17.  Direct Impactors (Pty) Ltd T/A Impactors Group  

18.  Lotlhodileng Trading and Project  

19.  Hatima Holding (Pty) Ltd  

20.  Lelepa Umdeni  

21.  PEV Energy (Pty) Ltd  

22.  TTR Infrastructure Developers  

23.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd  

24.  Rehati Utility Services  
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 7. STAGE 3: TECHNICAL EVALUATION 

 
TECHNICAL EVALUATION CRITERIA 

 
The evaluation criteria as per tender document is as follows: 

 

EVALUATION CRITERIA     

CRITERIA 
NO.  

CRITERIA  EVIDENCE  SUB-CRITERIA/CLAUSE  MAX 
SCORE  

SCORE  

1  
TENDERER'S  
EXPERIENCE  

The tenderer must 
have experience where 
level 3 (water supply 
cut off from the mains 
and prepaid meter) 
disconnections and 
reconnections of water 
supply was completed 
successfully.  

The Tenderer (Company) must provide relevant reference letter(s) 
with proof that they have experience where level 3 (water supply 
cut off from the mains and prepaid meter) disconnections and 
reconnections of water supply was carried out successfully.  

This document must be completed by the referee and included in 
the tender submission. Alternatively, the client’s letterhead may be 
used for this purpose provided it complies with the functional 
criteria requirements. A separate form must be completed for each 
reference as required in the evaluation criteria. The Information 
provided will be verified and if found to be false or misrepresented, 
punitive measures will be instituted against the respective party 
including blacklisting and restriction from participating in any future 
government tender.  

Experience in level 3 (water supply cut off from 
the mains and prepaid meter) disconnections 
and reconnections of water supply  

30  

 

Tenderer (company) does not have any 
completed projects/contracts  0  

Tenderer (company) has completed 1 or 2 
projects/contracts  22.5 

Tenderer (company) has completed 3 or more 
projects/contracts  

30  
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QUALIFICATIONS OF 
KEY STAFF  

The tenderer is 
required to submit the 
required qualification 
for their key staff.  

1x Site Supervisor /Foreman  

The site supervisor/ foreman is required to have a Certificate in 
Civil Engineering (N3-N6) or a Trade Test certificate in plumbing.  

Site Supervisor /Foreman qualification  

15  

 

Tenderer failed to submit a Certificate in Civil 
Engineering (N3-N6) or a Trade Test certificate 
in plumbing for their Supervisor /Foreman as 
required.  

0  

The tenderer submitted a Certificate in Civil 
Engineering (N3-N6) or a Trade Test certificate 
in plumbing for their Supervisor /Foreman.  

11.3 

 

 

 

 

 The tenderer submitted a National Diploma in 
Civil Engineering (NQF Level 6) or a higher 
qualification than NQF 6 in Civil Engineering.  

 
15  

3 x Plumbers  

The tenderer is required to submit the stipulated qualifications for 
the minimum number of 3 plumbers who will be assigned to this 
contract for the execution of the work.  

The plumbers are required to have a SAQA or IOPSA 
accredited certificates in plumbing.  

Plumbers’ qualification  

10 

 

Tenderer failed to submit accredited plumbing 
certificates, or the tenderer submitted less 
than the minimum of 3 plumbers.  

0  

The tenderer submitted the required accredited 
plumbing certificates for 3 plumbers.  7.5 

The tenderer submitted accredited plumbing 
certificates for more than 3 plumbers.  10 

3  1xSite Supervisor/Foreman  
Site Supervisor /Foreman experience  15   
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EXPERIENCE OF KEY 
STAFF  

The tenderer is required 
to submit the required 
proof of experience for 
their key staff.  

The tenderer is required to submit a CV for their site  
supervisor/foreman clearly indicating experience in supervision of 
plumbing works  

Less than 2 years’ experience in supervision of 
plumbing work  0  

2-3 years’ experience in supervision of 
plumbing work 11.3 

More than 3 years’ experience in supervision of 
plumbing work  15  

3 x plumbers  

The tenderer is required to submit CVs for their plumbers clearly 
indicating experience in plumbing work for each plumber.   

Plumbers experience  

10 

 

No or less than 3 plumbers with less than 1 
year’ experience each in plumbing work   0  

All 3 plumbers with 1-2 years’ experience each 
in plumbing work   7.5 

All 3 plumbers have more than 2 years’ 
experience each in plumbing work   10  

4  AVAILABILITY OF 1 
TON BAKKIES  

The Tenderer is required 
to have 1 Ton  
Bakkies for the 
execution of the works 
required:  

A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies is required.  

The tenderer is required to submit the following documentation 
for all the 1 Ton Bakkies they will be availing for the contract.  

• Proof of valid Certificate of Registration (RC1) in Respect 
of Motor Vehicle (as per National Road Traffic Act) 

Availability of 1 Ton bakkies  

20 

  

Tenderer did not submit the required documents   0  

The tenderer submitted documentation of three 
1 Ton Bakkies  

 
15 
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• Proof of an actual (Not a cutout document) valid license 
disc and a Roadworthy certificate issued within12 months 
prior to tender closure (as per National Road Traffic Act). 

Note: If the tenderer will be hiring/leasing the 1 Ton bakkies from 
another service provider, the tenderer must provide a letter of 
intent to hire from the lessor, as well as all the required 
documents as stipulated above for the bakkies.  

The tenderer submitted documentation of more 
than three 1 Ton Bakkies  

 

20 

MINIMUM QUALIFYING SCORE    75  

TOTAL    100   

Tenderers must obtain a minimum of 75 points for functionality 
 Failure to meet the minimum will result in disqualification from further evaluation. 

Abbreviations  

SAQA – South African Qualifications Authority  

IOPSA – Institute of Plumbing South Africa  
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TENDER VALIDITY EXTENSION 1. 
 
The 90-day tender validity period was due to expire on Tuesday, 30 April 2026, calculated 

from the tender closing date of Friday, 30 January 2026. As the BEC had not yet 

concluded the tender evaluation process, approval was requested to extend the tender 

validity period by another 90 days expiring Wednesday, 29 July 2026. 

 

Approval was granted, and a request to extend the tender validity was sent to all bidders 

on Monday, Thursday 23 April 2026, with a response deadline of Tuesday, 30 April 2026. 

 

Following bidder did not meet tender validity extension requirements and were 

subsequently disqualified:  

 

ITEM NO. NAME OF TENDERER COMMENT 
1.  Masheleni Trading and projects Disqualified 

2.  Batag Trading cc Disqualified 

3.  Lelepa Umdeni Disqualified 

4.  PEV Energy Pty Ltd Disqualified 
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7.1 FUNCTIONALITY EVALUATION SCORING OUTCOME: 

Criteria The tenderer 
must have 
experience 
where level 3 
(water supply cut 
off from the 
mains and 
prepaid meter) 
disconnections 
and 
reconnections of 
water supply was 
completed 
successfully. 

Qualifications of Key Staff Experience of Key Staff Availability of 1 Ton 
Bakkies 

Total 
Score 

Remar
ks 

1x Site Supervisor 
/Foreman  

3 x Plumbers  
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Supervisor 
/Foreman 

3 x Plumbers 
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Points Allocation 0 22.5 30 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 11 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 10 0 15 20 100  

Weight 30 15 10 15 10 20 100  

Name of Bidder 
Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored 

  

1. NFD Lesego LA 
Masego JV 

30 15 7.5 15 10 15 92.5 Pass 

2. EUP Holdings (Pty) 
Ltd 

30 15 7.5 15 10 0 77.5 Pass 

3. Mabelt projects 
(Pty) Ltd 

30 15 7.5 15 10 0 77.5 Pass 

4. Spectrum Utility 
Management (Pty) 
Ltd 

30 11.3 10 15 10 0 76.3 Pass 

5. DLN Consulting 
(Pty) Ltd 

30 15 7.5 15 10 15 92.5 Pass 

6. Cliff Empire 22.5 15 10 15 10 0 72.5 Fail 
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 Criteria The tenderer 
must have 
experience 
where level 3 
(water supply cut 
off from the 
mains and 
prepaid meter) 
disconnections 
and 
reconnections of 
water supply was 
completed 
successfully. 

Qualifications of Key Staff Experience of Key Staff Availability of 1 Ton 
Bakkies 

Total 
Score 

Remar
ks 

1x Site Supervisor 
/Foreman  

3 x Plumbers  

 

1x Site 
Supervisor 
/Foreman 

3 x Plumbers 
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Points Allocation 0 22.5 30 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 11 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 10 0 15 20 100  

Weight 30 15 10 15 10 20 100  

Name of Bidder 
Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored 

  

7. FUBU Africa (Pty) 
Ltd 

22.5 15 10 15 10 0 72.5 Fail 

8. TTR Infrastructure 
Developers 

22.5 11.3 7.5 0 0 0 41.3 Fail 

9. Lotlhodileng 
Trading and Project 

0 11.3 7.5 15 10 0 43.8 Fail 

10. Khaoli-Dzuvha JV 0 15 7.5 0 10 0 32.5 Fail 

11. Uyapo Corporate 
Suppliers 

22.5 15 0 15 10 0 62.5 Fail 

12. Hatima Holding 
(Pty) Ltd 

0 0 7.5 0 10 0 17.5 Fail 

13. Direct Impactors 
(Pty) Ltd T/A 
Impactors Group 

22.5 15 10 15 10 0 72.5 Fail 
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 Criteria The tenderer 
must have 
experience 
where level 3 
(water supply cut 
off from the 
mains and 
prepaid meter) 
disconnections 
and 
reconnections of 
water supply was 
completed 
successfully. 

Qualifications of Key Staff Experience of Key Staff Availability of 1 Ton 
Bakkies 

Total 
Score 

Remar
ks 

1x Site Supervisor 
/Foreman  

3 x Plumbers  

 

1x Site 
Supervisor 
/Foreman 

3 x Plumbers 
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Points Allocation 0 22.5 30 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 11 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 10 0 15 20 100  

Weight 30 15 10 15 10 20 100  

Name of Bidder 
Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored 

  

14. Hetani Trading 
Enterprise (Pty) Ltd 

30 11.3 7.5 15 0 0 63.8 Fail 

15. Swamdla Trading 
and Projects 

22.5 15 10 15 10 0 72.5 Fail 

16. DPL Trading and 
Projects 

22.5 15 7.5 0 0 0 45 Fail 

17. Kuntwela Enzansi 
Ventures (Pty) Ltd 

30 11.3 7.5 0 10 0 58.8 Fail 

18. Lethukuthula 
Develeopment 
Projecst and Richu 
JV 

0 15 0 11.3 10 0 36.3 Fail 

19. Rehati Utility 
Services 

22.5 15 10 15 10 0 72.5 Fail 
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 Criteria The tenderer 
must have 
experience 
where level 3 
(water supply cut 
off from the 
mains and 
prepaid meter) 
disconnections 
and 
reconnections of 
water supply was 
completed 
successfully. 

Qualifications of Key Staff Experience of Key Staff Availability of 1 Ton 
Bakkies 

Total 
Score 

Remar
ks 

1x Site Supervisor 
/Foreman  

3 x Plumbers  

 

1x Site 
Supervisor 
/Foreman 

3 x Plumbers 

Sub-criteria 

0 
pr

oj
ec

ts
 

1-
2 

pr
oj

ec
ts

 

3 
or

 m
or

e 
pr

oj
ec

ts
 

N
o 

su
bm

is
si

on
 

(N
3-

N
6-

 C
iv

il)
 

O
r P

lu
m

bi
ng

 T
ra

de
 

te
st

  

N
at

io
na

l 
D

ip
lo

m
a-

 
C

iv
il 

or
 H

ig
he

r 

N
o 

su
bm

is
si

on
 

x3
 

Ac
cr

ed
ite

d 
pl

um
bi

ng
 

ce
rti

fic
at

es
  

M
or

e 
3 

Ac
cr

ed
ite

d 
pl

um
bi

ng
 

ce
rti

fic
at

es
  

Le
ss

 2
 y

ea
rs

  

2-
3 

ye
ar

s’
 

ex
pe

rie
nc

e 

M
or

e 
th

an
 3

 y
ea

rs
’

 

N
o 

or
 l

es
s 

th
an

 3
 

pl
um

be
rs

 w
ith

 le
ss

 
th

an
 1

 y
ea

r’
 

Al
l 3

 p
lu

m
be

rs
 w

ith
 

1-
2 

ye
ar

s’
 

ex
pe

rie
nc

e 

Al
l 

3 
pl

um
be

rs
 

ha
ve

 m
or

e 
th

an
 2

 
ye

ar
s 

N
o 

su
bm

is
si

on
 

do
cu

m
en

ta
tio

n 
of

 
th

re
e 

1 
To

n 
Ba

kk
ie

s 

do
cu

m
en

ta
tio

n 
of

 
m

or
e 

th
an

 t
hr

ee
 1

 
To

n 
Ba

kk
ie

s 

  

Points Allocation 0 22.5 30 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 11 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 10 0 15 20 100  

Weight 30 15 10 15 10 20 100  

Name of Bidder 
Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored 

  

20. Risana Business 
Enterprise (Pty) Ltd 

22.5 15 7.5 11.3 0 0 56.3 Fail 
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 7.2 List of tenderer/s who did not meet requirements and were disqualified with the following reason(s). 
 

ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

1.  Cliff Empire 72.5 

Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

 

1. City of Tshwane- Perform delivery of final demands, disconnection, 

reconnections and inspections of electricity and water services. Considered. 

2. Givenchy Trading Services- Public lighting infrastructure.  No mention of water 

disconnection and reconnection. Not Considered. 

3. Great Same Number Trading and Projects- Compilation and maintenance of 

general valuation roll 2016 and supplementary valuation rolls. (Quality control of 

meters after disconnection and/or reconnection).  No mention of water 

disconnection and reconnection. Not Considered. 

4. Sekarapi trading enterprise-Water reticulation and meter installation. No 

mention of water disconnection and reconnection. Not Considered. 

 

Bidder score 22.5 out of 30. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Criteria 4 A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required: 
Five (05) bakkies were offered. However, did not provide valid license discs and 

roadworthy certificates. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

2.  Uyapo Corporate Suppliers 

70  
Criteria 2: Plumber’s qualifications 
Three (03) plumbers were offered.  However, did not provide qualification for 1 plumber. 

Namely, Bekisisa Mahlanga. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
 

Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required 
Four (04) bakkies were offered.  However, did not provide valid license discs and 

roadworthy certificate. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

 
 

3.  Hatima Holding (Pty) Ltd 

17.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. City power- Network infrastructure works on distribution, public lighting, service 

connection, turnkey solution for electrification projects and upgrade and 

construction of substations including emergency works- distribution, public 

lighting and service connection. No mention of water disconnection and 

reconnection. Not considered. 

2.  Mastard seed technologies- illegal connections and meter audits, removal of 

illegal connection overhead and underground, meter reading and audits. No 

mention of water reconnection. Not considered. 
  
Bidder score 0 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 2: Site Supervisor’s qualifications 
Electrician certificate as opposed to Civil or plumbing certificate. Not considered. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
 

Criteria 3: Site Supervisor’s experience 
Electrician certificate and driver certificate as opposed to supervision of plumbing 

certificate. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
 
Criteria 4 A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required One (01) bakkie provided, as 

opposed to (03) required bakkies. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 

4.  
Direct Impactors (Pty) Ltd T/A 

Impactors Group 

72.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. PSJ farms group-new water connections for small scale farmers in Northwest 

and disconnection of water for non-performing farmers. Considered. 

Note- Provided four (4) copies of the same reference letter for the above-mentioned 

project. Not considered. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Bidder score 22.5 out of 30. 
 

Criteria 4 A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Five (05) bakkie were offered.  
However, did not provide roadworthy certificate. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 

5.  
Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) 

Ltd 

63.8 Criteria 3: Plumbers’ experience 
Three (03) plumbers offered.  However, did not mention plumbing duties on CV for one 

of the plumbers. Namely, Akonaho Ngwedamudzu. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
 

Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Four (04) bakkie offered.  
However, did not provide License discs. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

6.  Swamdla Trading and Projects 72.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Reference Letters: 

1. City of Tshwane-Restrict and disconnect water meters, reconnected water 

meters. Considered. 

2. City of Tshwane- disconnections, reconnections and inspections of electricity 

and water services. Considered. 

 

Bidder score 22.5 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Four (04) bakkie provided. 

No roadworthy certificate. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

7.  
Lotlhodileng Trading and 

Project 

43.8 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. Enyane Solutions – meter disconnection and reconnection services. No 

mention of water. Not considered. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

2.  Nodolo Enterprise- Water disconnection services. No mention of 

reconnection. Not considered. 
  
Bidder score 0 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required One (01) bakkie provided. 

Not considered. 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

8.  DPL Trading and Projects 

45 Criteria 3: Site Supervisor’s experience 
The CV does not indicate any experience in the supervision duties of plumbing works, 

only projects are mentioned. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
 

Plumbers’ experience 
Three (03) plumbers were offered. However, did not provide mention  plumbing 

experience  on CVs. Not considered. 



 
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271 
 

 

1.30 
 

   
   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED   
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE       
        21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
 
                                                                                                    

 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Three (03) bakkies provided. 

However, did not provide roadworthy certificates. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

9.  FUBU Africa (Pty) Ltd 

72.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. City of Ekurhuleni- Contract No (PS-WS 14-2023) Benoni, Daveyton and 

Etwatwa water supply cut off from mains, smart meter, conventional water 

meters and prepaid maters for small and bulk (Disconnection) and reconnection 

water supply. Considered. 

2. City of Ekurhuleni- Contract No (PS-WS 14-2023) Brakpan, Nigel and springs 

water supply cut off from mains, smart meter, conventional water meters and 

prepaid maters for small and bulk (Disconnection) and reconnection water 

supply. Not considered same contract as mentioned above project. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

3. City of Ekurhuleni- Contract No (PS-WS 13-2020) Kempton Park and Tembisa 

water supply cut off from mains, smart meter, conventional water meters and 

prepaid maters for small and bulk (Disconnection) and reconnection water 

supply. Considered. 

4. City of Ekurhuleni- City of Ekurhuleni- Contract No (PS-WS 13-2020) Alberton 

and Thokoza water supply cut off from mains, smart meter, conventional water 

meters and prepaid maters for small and bulk (Disconnection) and reconnection 

water supply. Not considered same contract as mentioned above project. 

 

Bidder score 22.5 out of 30. 
 

Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Three (03) bakkies offered. 

However, did not provide roadworthy certificate and valid license discs. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

10.  
Kuntwela Enzansi Ventures 

(Pty) Ltd 

58.8 Criteria 3: Site Supervisor’s experience 



 
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271 
 

 

1.32 
 

   
   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED   
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE       
        21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
 
                                                                                                    

 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

The CV does not indicate any experience in the supervision of plumbing works, rather, 

mention duties of a plumber. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required 
Four (04) bakkies provided. However, did not provide roadworthy certificate and valid 

license discs. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 
 

11.  
Lethukuthula Develeopment 

Projecst and Richu JV 

36.3 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. JOSHCO- (Appointment letter)- Disconnection meter audits.  Not reference 

letter. Not considered. 

2. Madibeng local municipality- (Appointment letter)- Disconnection and 

reconnection of water supply. No reference letter. Not considered. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 2: Plumber’s qualifications 
Three (03) plumbers offered. However, did not provide plumbing certificate for one 

plumber only a certificate of attendance. Namely, Bukhosi Mvundla. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Four (04) bakkies offered. 

However, did not provide roadworthy certificate and valid license discs. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 
 

12.  Rehati Utility Services 
72.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  

Reference Letters: 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

1. Ntiyiso Consulting- Disconnection of electricity and water. No mention of 

reconnection. Not considered. 

2. City of Ekurhuleni – Auditing of disconnections done by credit control 

contractors, meter reading done by meter readers, disconnections of electricity, 

restriction of water and disconnection on business customers and meter 

reading. No mention of reconnection. Not considered. 

3. Ntiyiso Consulting-delivery of final notices, disconnection of electricity services, 

disconnection of water and restriction, reconnection of disconnected services i.e 

electricity and water. Considered. 

4. Ntiyiso Consulting- Meter reading- No mention of disconnection and of water 

supply reconnection. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 22.5 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 4 A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Three (03) bakkies provided. 

However, did not provide roadworthy certificate and RC1 certificates. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

 

 

13.  
Risana Business Enterprise 

(Pty) Ltd 

56.3 Criteria 3: Plumbers’ experience 
Three (03) plumbers submitted. However, did not mention  plumbing experince on CV 

only projects mentioned. Not considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
 

Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Four (04) bakkies provided. 

However, did not provide License discs and Roadworthy certificates. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

14.  Khaoli-Dzuvha JV 

32.5 Criteria 1: Tenderer experience  
Reference Letters: 

1. DBSA- Repairs and renovations to summer field primary school. No mention of 

disconnection and reconnection of water supply. Not considered. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

2. DBSA –Renovations of 5 nature reserves in Limpopo. No mention of 

disconnection and reconnection of water supply. Not considered. 

3. DBSA – Repairs and rehabilitations of Mc greggor Museum. No mention of 

disconnection and reconnection of water supply. Not considered. 

4. COMU Properties – Construction of a Multistorey building and furnishing- No 

mention of disconnection and reconnection of water supply. Not considered. Not 

considered. 

5. COMU Properties- Construction of 24 houses at ERF7337 bendor. No mention 

of disconnection and reconnection of water supply. Not considered. Not 

considered. 

 

Bidder score 0 out of 30. 
 
Criteria 3: Site Supervisor’s experience 
The CV does not indicate any experience in the supervision of plumbing works rather 

mention construction projects experience. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
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 ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

 
Criteria 4:  A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Six (06) bakkies provided. 

However, did not provideRC1 , No bakkie will all three required documentation. Not 

considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
 

15.  TTR Infrastructure Developers 

41.3 Criteria 3: Site Supervisor’s experience 
The CV does not indicate any experience in the supervision of plumbing works only 

projects mentioned. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 15. 
 
Plumbers’ experience 
Three (03) plumbers were offered. No mention of plumbing duties on CVs, only projects 

mentioned. Not considered. 

Bidder score 0 out of 10. 
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ITEM 
NO, 

NAME OF TENDERER    SCORE 
ACHIEVED 

REASONS/S 

Criteria 4 A minimum of three 1 Ton Bakkies required Six (06) bakkies listed. No 

documentation provided, i.e RC1, Roadworthy  certificate  and valid license discs 

certificate. Not considered. 

 
Bidder score 0 out of 20. 
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7.3 LIST OF TENDERER/S WHO MET THE REQUIREMENTS AND QUALIFIED FOR FURTHER 
EVALUATION. 
 

ITEM 
NO. 

NAME OF TENDERER SCORE OBTAINED COMMENT 

1.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV 92.5 Evaluate further 

2.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd 77.5 Evaluate further 

3.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd 76.3 Evaluate further 

4.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd 77.5 Evaluate further 

5.  DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd 92.5 Evaluate further 

 
 
7.4 TENDER VALIDITY EXTENSION 2. 
The 90-day extended tender validity period was due to expire on Wednesday, 29 July 2026, calculated 

from the initial 90 days of Tuesday, 30 April 2026. As the BEC had not yet concluded the tender 

evaluation process, approval was requested to extend the tender validity period by another 60 days 

expiring Sunday, 27 September 2026. 

 

Approval was granted, and a request to extend the tender validity was sent to all bidders on Monday, 

20 July 2026, with a response deadline of Wednesday, 29 July 2026. 

 

Following bidder did not meet tender validity extension requirements and were subsequently 

disqualified: [ 
 

It be noted that the following bidder did not meet tender validity extension requirements and were 

subsequently disqualified: 

 

ITEM 
NO. 

NAME OF TENDERER COMMENT 

1.  NFD Lesego LA Masego JV Disqualified 

2.  DPL Trading and Projects Disqualified 

3.  Cliff Empire Disqualified 

4.  Hetani Trading Enterprise (Pty) Ltd Disqualified 

5.  Risana Business Enterprise (Pty) Ltd Disqualified 
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8. STAGE 4- PRICE AND PREFERENTION EVALUATION  
8.1: BID OFFERS 
Below are bid offers that were submitted by the bidders that passed technical evaluation: 

NO COMPANY NAME TOTAL PRICE INC VAT 
1.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd R 6 507 971.72 
2.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd R7,093,727.76 
3.  Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd R9,806,734.83 
4.  DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd R16,344,764.07 

 
Specific goals criteria: 

Part A 

The specific goals allocated points in terms of 
this tender  

Number of points allocated  
(80/20 system)  

Business owned by 51% or more –Women  6  

Business owned by 51% or more – Black  
Youth  

6  

Businesses located within the boundaries of a 
region in COJ, COJ municipality  

8  

 

Part B 

SPECIFIC GOALS – ANY ONE OR 
A COMBINATION OF ANY  

MEANS OF VERIFICATION THAT MAY BE 
SELECTED OR A COMBINATION THEREOF  

Business owned by 51% or more –  
Women  

• Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS 
accredited verification agency or DTI/CIPC 
BBBEE Certificate for Exempted Micro 
Enterprises or Affidavit sworn under oath. 

Business owned by 51% or more – 
Black Youth  

• Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS 
accredited verification agency or DTI/CIPC 
BBBEE Certificate for Exempted Micro 
Enterprises or Affidavit sworn under oath. 

Businesses located within the 
boundaries of a region in COJ, COJ 
municipality  

• Proof of municipal account / valid lease agreement, 
letter from the Ward Council / landlord 
confirming the business address. 
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8.2 Reasons for allocating and not allocating points for specific goals are as follows: 
 

NO. NAME OF THE TENDERER  POINTS 
CLAIMED 
BYTHE 
TENDERER 

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

VERIFIED 
POINTS  
ALLOCATED  

COMMENTS  

6 6 8 20 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
–Women 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
– Black Youth 

Businesses 
located within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, 
COJ municipality 

1.  

EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd 

 6 0 8 14 

Municipal 
statement and 
Valid B-BBEE 
certificate were 
used for 
verification. 
-Business located 
in Sagewood Ext 1, 
Midrand. 
- 0% Black Youth 
ownership. 
- 100% Women 
ownership. 
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 NO. NAME OF THE TENDERER  POINTS 
CLAIMED 
BYTHE 
TENDERER 

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

VERIFIED 
POINTS  
ALLOCATED  

COMMENTS  

6 6 8 20 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
–Women 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
– Black Youth 

Businesses 
located within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, 
COJ municipality 

2.  

Spectrum Utility 
Management (Pty) Ltd 

 0 0 0 0 

Valid lease 
agreement used 
for verification. 
 No submission of 
Valid B-BBEE 
certificate or Sworn 
affidavit 
-Business located 
in Leeuwfontein, 
Pretoria. 
 

3.  

Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd 

14 0 6 8 14 

Valid lease 
agreement and 
Valid Affidavit 
sworn were used 
for verification. 
-Business located 
in Riverside View 
Ext 66, Diepsloot. 
- 100% Black 
Youth ownership. 
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 NO. NAME OF THE TENDERER  POINTS 
CLAIMED 
BYTHE 
TENDERER 

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

VERIFIED 
POINTS  
ALLOCATED  

COMMENTS  

6 6 8 20 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
–Women 

Business 
owned by 
51% or more 
– Black Youth 

Businesses 
located within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, 
COJ municipality 

- 0% Women 
ownership. 
 

4.  

DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd 

14 0 6 8 14 

Municipal 
statement and 
Valid B-BBEE 
certificate were 
used for 
verification. 
-Business located 
in Bloubosrand, 
Randburg. 
- 100% Black 
Youth ownership. 
- 0% Women 
ownership. 
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7.5 (80/20) Price and preference Point Scoring Applied (Pre-reference verification) 
 

NO COMPANY NAME TOTAL PRICE 
INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS Business 

owned 
by 51% 
or more-
Women 

Business 
owned by 
51% or 
more – 
Black 
Youth 

Businesses 
located within 
the 
boundaries of 
a region in 
COJ, COJ 
municipality 

Total 
Specific 
Goals 

TOTAL 
POINTS 

Ranking 

      80 6 6 8 20 100   

1 EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd R6,507,971.72 80.00 6 0 8 14.00 94.00 1 
2 Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd R7,093,727.76 72.80 0 0 0 0.00 72.80 2 
3 Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd R9,806,734.83 39.45 0 6 8 14.00 53.45 3 
4 DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd R16,344,764.07 -40.92 0 6 8 14.00 -26.92 4 

 
 
7.6 DUE DILIGENCE: REFERENCE CHECKS CONDUCTED 
 
It should be noted that the process of conducting reference checks was carried out with the following recommended bidders as per tender conditions: 
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Part A: The outcomes of the reference confirmation are as follows: 
 

Item 
No. 

Name Of Tenderer Client Description Comment 

1.  EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd Moretele Local Municipality Disconnection and 

reconnection of water 

supply from mains and 

prepaid meter. 

No response from referee 

Moretele Local Municipality Disconnection and 

reconnection of water 

supply from mains and 

prepaid meter. 

No response from referee 

Madibeng Local Municipality  Disconnecting and 

reconnecting water supply. 

Positively confirmed. 

Madibeng Local Municipality Disconnecting and 

reconnecting water supply. 

Positively confirmed. 

2.  Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd Bitlou Municipality Disconnection and 

reconnection of electricity 

and water meters. 

Positively confirmed. 
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 Item 
No. 

Name Of Tenderer Client Description Comment 

Greater Tzaneen 

Municipality 

Meter reading for water and 

electricity, disconnection 

and reconnection of 

services, verify illegal 

connection and make 

recommendation to the 

municipality. 

Positively confirmed. 

Note* The initially contact 

reference provided by the 

bidder did not respond. 

Then the requested to 

furnish us with alternative 

contacts from the same 

client citing reasons that the 

contact details may have 

changed/ referee on leave. 

The BEC then sent the 

Request to the provided 

alternative email and was 

confirmed.  

Overstrand Municipality Disconnection/restriction 

and reconnection of 

electricity and water 

meters. 

Positively confirmed. 

Note* The initially contact 

reference provided by the 

bidder did not respond. 

Then the requested to 
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 Item 
No. 

Name Of Tenderer Client Description Comment 

furnish us with alternative 

contacts from the same 

client citing reasons that the 

contact details may have 

changed/ referee on leave. 

The BEC then sent the 

Request to the provided 

alternative email and was 

confirmed. 
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Part B: Functionality evaluation outcome post reference verification 
Revised Points allocation post reference check 

Criteria The tenderer must have 
experience where level 3 
(water supply cut off from 
the mains and prepaid 
meter) disconnections 
and reconnections of 
water supply was 
completed successfully. 

Qualifications of Key Staff Experience of Key Staff Availability of 1 Ton 
Bakkies 

Total 
Score 

Remarks 

1x Site Supervisor 
/Foreman  

3 x Plumbers  

 

1x Site 
Supervisor 
/Foreman 

3 x Plumbers 

Sub-criteria 
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Points Allocation 0 22.5 30 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 11 0 11.3 15 0 7.5 10 0 15 20 100  

Weight 30 15 10 15 10 20 100  

Name of Bidder 
Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored Points Scored 

  

1. EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd 22.5 15 7.5 15 10 0 70 Fail 

2. Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd 30 11.3 10 15 10 0 76.3 Pass 

 
 

Note* It be noted that the recommended bidder, EUP Holdings (Pty) Ltd did not pass reference verification process in depicted on Part A table above. The second 

highest scoring bidder (Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd) in terms of price and preference was recommended. Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd 

passed the reference verification and proceeded further as the recommended bidder. 
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8.3 PRICE AND PREFERENCE SCHEDULE (Post-reference verification) 
 

NO COMPANY NAME TOTAL PRICE 
INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS Business 

owned 
by 51% 
or more-
Women 

Business 
owned 
by 51% 
or more 
– Black 
Youth 

Businesses 
located 
within the 
boundaries 
of a region in 
COJ, COJ 
municipality 

Total 
Specific 
Goals 

TOTAL 
POINTS 

Ranking 

      80 6 6 8 20 100   

1 Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd R7,093,727.76 80.00 0 0 0 0.00 80.00 1 
2 Mabelt projects (Pty) Ltd R9,806,734.83 49.40 0 6 8 14.00 63.40 2 
3 DLN Consulting (Pty) Ltd R16,344,764.07 -24.33 0 6 8 14.00 -10.33 3 

 
 

 
 
  



  
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 
 

 

1.50 
 

   
   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE       
      21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
                                                                                                   

 

8.4 PRICE COMPARISON 

8.4.1 The below table indicates the price comparison using JW estimated cost: 
Note* JW estimated cost was determined using previous contract expenditure. Year 3 rates from 

the previous contract were used as baseline rates. The rates were escalated by 16.8%, which is 

CPI of 7,6% for August 2022; 4,8% for August 2023 and 4,4% for August 2024.  

 

Estimated cost (inc. 
VAT) 

Tendered amount 
Difference (R) Difference (%) 

(inc. VAT) 

R39,645,496.11 R7,093,727.76 -R32,551,768.35 -82% 

 
 
Comments: Recommended amount is -82% below the estimated cost. BEC resolved to request 

the bidder to confirm in writing whether they will be able to deliver the required service at the 

quoted price. A request was sent via email to the bidder Wednesday, 02 September 2026. The 

bidder confirmed that they will be able to deliver at the quoted price. 

 

9. FINANCIAL ANALYSIS (ABOVE R10M INCLUDING VAT) 
Not applicable 
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10. Recommended Bidder bid offer:  
 

Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

1 Disconnections                    

1.1 

Level 3 Main Water  

No  2000 R334.00 R668,000.00 R350.70 R701,400.00 R368.24 R736,470.00 

Disconnection - Normal  

Hours   

- As per item 5.5 of 
Technical  

Specifications  

1.2 

Prepaid Water 
Disconnection Level 3 - 
Normal Hours  No  1000 R240.00 R240,000.00 R252.00 R252,000.00 R264.60 R264,600.00 
- As per item 5.6 of 
Technical  
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

Specifications  

1.3 

Main Water 
Disconnection Level 3 - 
After Hours  

No  350 R513.00 R179,550.00 R538.65 R188,527.50 R565.58 R197,953.88 
- As per item 5.5 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

1.4 

Prepaid Water 
Disconnection Level 3 – 
After Hours  

No  250 R485.00 R121,250.00 R509.25 R127,312.50 R534.71 R133,678.13 
-  As per item 5.6 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

2 Reconnections                    

2.1 
Main Water 
Reconnections Level 3 - 
Normal Hours   

No  1250 R268.00 R335,000.00 R281.40 R351,750.00 R295.47 R369,337.50 
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

-  As per item 5.7.1 of  

Specifications  

2.2 

Prepaid Water  

No  450 R243.00 R109,350.00 R255.15 R114,817.50 R267.91 R120,558.38 Reconnections Level 3 - 
Normal Hours  

Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

  
- As  per  item  5.7.2  of  

                
Technical Specifications  

2.3 Main Water 
Reconnections  No  150 R268.00 R40,200.00 R281.40 R42,210.00 R295.47 R44,320.50 
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

Level 3 - After Hours   

- As  per  item  5.7.1  of  

Technical Specifications  

2.4 

Prepaid Water 
Reconnections Level 3 - 
After Hours  

No  75 R380.00 R28,500.00 R399.00 R29,925.00 R418.95 R31,421.25 
- As  per  item  5.7.2  of  

Technical Specifications  

3 Disconnections and Reconnections                  
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

3.1 

Tenderer may be required 
to provide security only for 
disconnections in areas 
deemed not safe during 
normal hours  

No  500 R240.00 R120,000.00 R252.00 R126,000.00 R264.60 R132,300.00 

3.2 

Tenderer may be required 
to provide security only for 
disconnections in areas 
deemed not safe after 
hours  

No  300 R292.00 R87,600.00 R306.60 R91,980.00 R321.93 R96,579.00 

A   

Totals Connections, 
Reconnections & 
connections and     

   
  R1,929,450.00    R2,025,922.50    R2,127,218.63 

Disconnections (Item 1, 2 
and 3)     

  Sub-Total for A    
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

R6,168,458.92 

  

4 Site Visit (Cost per call) 
Normal Hours  Each  N/A  R0.00  N/A   R0.00  N/A   R0.00  N/A   

Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

5 
Site Visit (Cost per call) 
After  Each  N/A  R0.00  N/A   R0.00  N/A   R0.00  N/A   
Hours  

  
              

6 
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

6.1 
15mm Kent Water 
Meter/Stop  No  1 R171.00 R171.00 R179.55 R179.55 R188.53 R188.53 
Cock  

6.2 
20mm Kent 
Water Met er/Stop  No  1 R257.00 R257.00 R269.85 R269.85 R283.34 R283.34 
Cock  

6.3 

20mm  
Castle  

Water  No  1 R629.00 R629.00 R660.45 R660.45 R693.47 R693.47 Meter/Stop 
Cock  

6.4 

80mm  
Sensus  

Water  No  1 R10,970.00 R10,970.00 R11,518.50 R11,518.50 R12,094.43 R12,094.43 Meter/Stop 
Cock  

6.5 

100mm  
Sensus  

Water  No  1 R12,070.00 R12,070.00 R12,673.50 R12,673.50 R13,307.18 R13,307.18 
Meter/Stop 
Cock  

6.6 15mm  
AGB  new  Water  No  1 R1,117.00 R1,117.00 R1,172.85 R1,172.85 R1,231.49 R1,231.49 
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  (Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  Unit Rate  Amount  

Meter/Stop 
Cock  

6.7 

20mm  
AGB  new  

Water  No  1 R1,396.00 R1,396.00 R1,465.80 R1,465.80 R1,539.09 R1,539.09 
Meter/Stop 
Cock  

6.8 15mm Orifice Regulators  No  1 R309.00 R309.00 R324.45 R324.45 R340.67 R340.67 

6.9 20mm Orifice Regulators  No  1 R319.00 R319.00 R334.95 R334.95 R351.70 R351.70 

B   Total: Item 4 to 6        R27,238.00   R28,599.90   R30,029.90 

  Sub-Total for B  

  

R85,867.80 
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SUMMARY SCHEDULE   
 

Description  Amount  

Sub-Total for item A  R6,082,591.13 

Sub-Total for item B  R85,867.80 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) excluding 
VAT  R6,168,458.92 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) VAT amount 
(15% VAT)  R925,268.84 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) including VAT   R7,093,727.76 

 
   
Inclusion of estimated quantities in the pricing schedule: As per the advice received from National Treasury, institutions are permitted to include estimated 
quantities in the pricing schedule, provided the tender document clearly states that these estimates are for evaluation purposes only and do not constitute a 
commitment to procure those quantities. To ensure fairness and transparency, it is essential to emphasise this in the tender terms.  
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 11. ARITHMETIC CHECK 
During arithmetic checks errors were identified on the following line-items as highlighted in orange below: 

Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Tendered Unit 

Rate  Correct Amount  Tendered Amount  Difference 

1 Disconnections              

1.1 

Level 3 Main Water  
Disconnection - Normal  
Hours   
- As per item 5.5 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  2000 R368.24 R736,480.00 R736,470.00 R10.00 

1.3 

Main Water Disconnection Level 3 
- After Hours  
- As per item 5.5 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  350 R565.58 R197,953.00 R197,953.88 -R0.88 

1.4 

Prepaid Water Disconnection 
Level 3 – After Hours  
-  As per item 5.6 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  250 R534.71 R133,677.50 R133,678.13 -R0.63 

2 Reconnections          

2.2 
Prepaid Water  
Reconnections Level 3 - Normal 
Hours  

No  450 R267.91 R120,559.50 R120,558.38 R1.12 
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 Comments: 
 
A request was sent via email on Wednesday, 02 September 2026, to the recommended bidder to highlight the arithmetic errors identified and request 

confirmation of the corrections. The bidder acknowledged the identified arithmetic errors. Further clarification was provided telephonically regarding the errors, 

and the bidder confirmed that the necessary corrections would be made. 

 

The errors were subsequently corrected as indicated below: 

 

Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Tenderer Rate Correct Rate  Tendered Amount  

1 Disconnections           

1.1 

Level 3 Main Water  
Disconnection - Normal  
Hours   
- As per item 5.5 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  2000 R368.24 R368.235 R736,470.00 

1.3 

Main Water Disconnection Level 
3 - After Hours  
- As per item 5.5 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  350 R565.58 R565.58251 R197,953.88 
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Item   Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 3  

(Excluding VAT)  

   Note: All quantities are 
estimates       Tenderer Rate Correct Rate  Tendered Amount  

1.4 

Prepaid Water Disconnection 
Level 3 – After Hours  
-  As per item 5.6 of Technical  
Specifications  

No  250 R534.71 R534.71252 R133,678.13 

2 
Reconnections  
Prepaid Water  
Reconnections Level 3 - Normal 
Hours   

      
 

2.2 No  450 R267.91 R267.9075 R120,558.38 
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12. CONTRACT FUNDING 
12.1 REQUIRED CONTRACT FUNDING 
The required Contract Funding can therefore be summarised as follows: 
 

Description  Amount  

Sub-Total for item A  R6,082,591.13 

Sub-Total for item B  R85,867.80 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and 
Sub-total for item B) excluding VAT  R6,168,458.92 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and 
Sub-total for item B) VAT amount (15% VAT)  R925,268.84 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and 
Sub-total for item B) including VAT   R7,093,727.76 

 
12.2 CONFIRMATION OF FUNDS  

The Confirmation of Funds was approved as follows: 

Select Cost type: OPEX 

Cost Center: TOTAL WDM 

Capex Project No (if applicable): N/A 

GL Account: 2121904 

 

FINANCIAL YEAR AMOUNT 

2026/27 R1,956,688.00 

2027/28 R2,054,522.40 

2027/29 R2,157,248.53 

TOTAL EXCL. OF VAT R6,168,458.93 

 
 
13. CONTRACT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 
Not applicable- Firm Price 

 

14. SPECIAL CONDITIONS 
Not applicable 
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15. IDENTIFIED RISKS:  

 
RISK  

CATEGORY  
  

DESCRIPTION OF RISK EVENT  LIKELY  
CONSEQUENCES  

IMPACT  
L/M/H  

MITIGATION ACTION  LIKELI 
HOOD   
U/N/L 

COST OF 
CORRECTIVE  

ACTION OR EXPECTED 
VALUE OF RISK  

 Over estimation of estimated 
volumes.  

Contractors requiring 
compensation to 
committed pieces of 
equipment.  

M  • Special conditions of 
contract must state 
that the volumes are 
estimated quantities, 
and that JW will not 
be liable for them.  

L Impact can’t be 
quantified at this stage.  

RISK  
CATEGORY  

  

DESCRIPTION OF RISK EVENT  LIKELY  
CONSEQUENCES  

IMPACT  
L/M/H  

 MITIGATION ACTION  LIKELI 
HOOD   
U/N/L 

COST OF 
CORRECTIVE  

ACTION OR EXPECTED 
VALUE OF RISK  

 Setting evaluation criteria which 
doesn’t correlate to the type of 
commodity and service   

High number of 
cancellations as per 
the previous 
process.  

H  •  Criteria to be aligned 
to the  requirements 
 of rendering 
the service.  

U Impact can’t be 
quantified at this stage.  

Operational  
  

Unable to conduct repairs on 
potable water reticulations  

Health hazards to 
residence as the risk 
may affect the 
potable water within 
the reticulation 
system which needs 
to be paired.   

H  •  The service provider 
to supply material with 
the stipulated  delivery 
period.  

L Impact can’t be 
quantified at this stage.  
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Performance  Poor performance   Not being able to 

supply the required 
material.  

M  •  Contract 
 management 
where  contract 
performance  is 
managed.  

N Impact can’t be 
quantified at this 
stage.  

 
 
IMPACT:      LIKELIHOOD: 
M = Medium (Moderate)      U = Unlikely 

H = High (Major)      N = Neutral 

L = Low (Minor)      L= Likely
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16. RECOMMENDED BIDDER(S) 

 
NO. INFORMATION TYPE SPECTRUM UTILITY 

MANAGEMENT (PTY) LTD 
1.  B-BBEE Level* 2 

2.  B-BBEE Expiry Date  27/02/2027 

3.  CSD Report MAAA0042400 

Tax compliant 

(Date of last verification 

17/09/2026) 

4.  Company Registration No. 2006/007694/07 

5.  VAT Number 4520259435 

6.  Supplier Size Type (Large / QSE / 

EME) 

Large 

7.  Physical Address Company 404 Leeuwfontein, 

Pretoria 

8.  Lease agreement/Municipal statement 

of the Company 

Submitted valid lease agreement 

expiring 31/01/2029 

9.  Lease agreement / Municipal 

statements for the director/s 

Director 1: Dr. Mathews Phosa 

Submitted up to date municipal 

statement dated 11/08/2026 

Director 2: Dewald Pretorius 

Submitted up to date municipal 

statement dated 11/08/2026 

Director 3: Jaco Loots 

Dewald Pretorius 

Submitted up to date municipal 

statement dated 20/08/2026 

Director 4: Michael Van Zyl 

Submitted valid lease agreement 

expiring 31/01/2030 

 

10.  Completed and signed declaration 

from (MBD 4) 

The following companies was 

declared: 

- Vuka Timbers 
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 NO. INFORMATION TYPE SPECTRUM UTILITY 
MANAGEMENT (PTY) LTD 

- MARKET DEMAND 

TRADING 773 

- EMBOTIC 

- INVOLVE SA 

- ARVOPRO 

- MERENSKY TIMBER 

- BLUECORD 

- DU TOIT SMUTS 

MATHEWS PHOSA 

ATTORNEYS 

 

 

Entity Directorship 
 

 
 
Note* CSD Verification were conducted and none of the director/s were found to be in 

Government employment. 

 

Entity Ownership 
 

                                                 SPECTRUM UTILITY MANAGEMENT (PTY) LTD 

NO. DIRECTOR NAME IDENTITY NUMBER PUBLIC SERVANT 
(YES/NO) 

1.  Dewald Pretorius 6610085218089 No 

2.  Dr. Mathews Phosa 5209015784087 No 

3.  Jaco Loots 7310305113082 No 

4.  Michael Van Zyl 7609105311089 No 

OWNERSHIP CATEGORY % OF OWNERSHIP 

Black Owned 51 

Black Women Owned 0 

Black Youth Owned 0 
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17. MOTIVATION 

 
The Operations Department carries Disconnections and Reconnections of Water Supply 

within the City of Johannesburg due to credit control action on accounts in arrears. These 

services rendered under this contract are vital for revenue collection on customer accounts 

that fall into arrears in order to enhance the City of Johannesburg financial sustainability. 

 

Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd complied in all the requirements of the tender and 

They proved through their submission that they have the capacity to execute the project 

successfully.  

 

The BEC therefore recommend that bidder, Spectrum Utility Management (Pty) Ltd, be 

declared the preferred bidder for this project.  

 

18. POLICY IMPLICATIONS 
The recommendations are in line with Johannesburg Water’s Supply Chain Policy. 

 

19. LEGISLATIVE COMPLIANCE 
Compliant. 

 

20. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 
None anticipated. 

 

 

 

 

 

OWNERSHIP CATEGORY % OF OWNERSHIP 

People Living with Disability 0 

Military Veteran 0 

Other Ownership 0 
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21. RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended: 
 
1. That that the Bid Adjudication Committee recommend that tender JW OPS 

042/25 level 3 disconnection and reconnections of water supply within the City 
of Johannesburg due to credit control action on an “as and when” required 
basis for a period of thirty-six (36) months be awarded to Spectrum Utility 
Management (Pty) Ltd. 
 
 

2. That the rates be approved as follows: 
 

Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

Note: All quantities 
are estimates       Unit Rate  Unit Rate  Unit Rate  

Disconnections              

Level 3 Main Water  
Disconnection - 
Normal  
Hours   
- As per item 5.5 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

No  2000 R334.00 R350.70 R368.235 

Prepaid Water 
Disconnection Level 
3 - Normal Hours  
- As per item 5.6 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

No  1000 R240.00 R252.00 R264.60 

Main Water 
Disconnection Level 
3 - After Hours  
- As per item 5.5 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

No  350 R513.00 R538.65 R565.58251 



 
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271 
 

 

1.70 
 

   
   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED   
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE       
        21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
 
                                                                                                    

 Prepaid Water 
Disconnection Level 
3 – After Hours  
-  As per item 5.6 of 
Technical  
Specifications  

No  250 R485.00 R509.25 R534.71252 

Reconnections              
Main Water 
Reconnections Level 
3 - Normal Hours   
-  As per item 5.7.1 of  
Specifications  

No  1250 R268.00 R281.40 R295.47 

Prepaid Water  
Reconnections Level 
3 - Normal Hours  

No  450 R243.00 R255.15 R267.9075 

Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

Note: All quantities 
are estimates       Unit Rate  Unit Rate  Unit Rate  

- As  per  item  5.7.2  
of Technical 
Specifications  

          

Main Water 
Reconnections  
Level 3 - After Hours   
- As  per  item  5.7.1  
of Technical 
Specifications  

No  150 R268.00 R281.40 R295.47 

Prepaid Water 
Reconnections Level 
3 - After Hours  
- As  per  item  5.7.2  
of Technical 
Specifications  

No  75 R380.00 R399.00 R418.95 

Disconnections and 
Reconnections            

Tenderer may be 
required to provide 
security only for 
disconnections in 
areas deemed not 
safe during normal 
hours  

No  500 R240.00 R252.00 R264.60 



 
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271 
 

 

1.71 
 

   
   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED   
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE       
        21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
 
                                                                                                    

 Tenderer may be 
required to provide 
security only for 
disconnections in 
areas deemed not 
safe after hours  

No  300 R292.00 R306.60 R321.93 

Site Visit (Cost per 
call) Normal Hours  Each  N/A  R0.00 R0.00 R0.00 

Description of Work  Unit  
Estimated 

annual 
quantities  

Year 1  Year 2  Year 3  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

(Excluding 
VAT)  

Note: All quantities 
are estimates       Unit Rate  Unit Rate  Unit Rate  

Site Visit (Cost per 
call) After Hours  Each  N/A  R0.00 R0.00 R0.00 

            
15mm Kent Water 
Meter/Stop Cock  No  1 R171.00 R179.55 R188.53 

20mm Kent Water 
Met Cocker/Stop  No  1 R257.00 R269.85 R283.34 

20mm  Castle  
Meter/Stop Cock  
Water  

No  1 R629.00 R660.45 R693.47 

80mm  Sensus  
Meter/Stop Cock  
Water  

No  1 R10,970.00 R11,518.50 R12,094.43 

100mm  Sensus  
Meter/Stop Cock  
Water  

No  1 R12,070.00 R12,673.50 R13,307.18 

15mm  AGB  new  
Meter/Stop Cock  
Water  

No  1 R1,117.00 R1,172.85 R1,231.49 

20mm  AGB  new  
Meter/Stop Cock  
Water  

No  1 R1,396.00 R1,465.80 R1,539.09 

15mm Orifice 
Regulators  No  1 R309.00 R324.45 R340.67 

20mm Orifice 
Regulators  No  1 R319.00 R334.95 R351.70 
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3. That the contract funding be approved as follows:  

 

Description  Amount  

Sub-Total for item A R6,082,591.13 
 

Sub-Total for item B R85,867.80 
 

Total excluding VAT  R6,168,458.92 

VAT amount (15% VAT)  R925,268.84 

Total including VAT   R7,093,727.76 

 
 

4. That the Chief Financial Officer or his nominee be authorized to draft, sign, and 
forward the relevant letter of acceptance to the successful tenderer on behalf of 
Johannesburg Water. 
 

5. That the General Manager Operations or his nominee be authorized to sign and 
manage the contract relating to the tender on behalf of Johannesburg Water. 

 
22. ATTACHMENTS 

 
ANNEXURE A:  CONFIRMATION OF FUNDS 

ANNEXURE B: CSD REPORT 



City of Johannesburg 
 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

 
(PART 2) 

CONFIRMATION OF THE AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 

(Prior to award of Contract, Deviation, Extension of contract and additional funding) 

Tender Number: JW OPS 042 

Department Name: Operations 
 

Project Description: Level 3 Disconnections and Reconnections of Water supply within the City of 
Johannesburg due to credit control 

 
 

Estimated Cost (excl VAT): R6,168,458.93 

Select Cost type: OPEX 

Cost Center: TOTAL WDM 

Capex Project No (if applicable): 

GL Account: 2121904 

 
Confirmation of funds available: 
Please insert Breakdown of associated costs below (excl VAT): 

Financial Year  Allocated budget 
2026/27 R1,956,688.00 
2027/28 R2,054,522.40 
2028/29 R2,157,248.53 
Total R6,168,458.93 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please upload cost breakdown in PDF format:  
 

Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


City of Johannesburg 
 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 
 

(Part 2 continued) 

Tender Number: JW OPS 042 

Department Name: Operations 

Project Description: Level 3 Disconnections and Reconnections of Water supply within the City of 
Johannesburg due to credit control 

 
Senior Manager/Manager/Portfolio Manager: 

 

Name: Mzakhe Mtshweni Signature:  Date: 05-Sep-2026 

 

Verification by Manager: Management Accounting 

Comments: 
Budget is available for the expenditure and provision to be made for the outer years. 

 
 
 
 

Name: Frans Phatlane Signature:  Date: 07-Sep-2026 

 

 
Confirmation that the Chief Financial Officer 

 
It is confirmed that the Chief Financial Officer has verified that budgetary provision exists for the 
acquisition of the goods, infrastructure projects and/or services as described above and that it is 
consistent with the Integrated Development Plan. 

Comments: 
Ensure cash backed prior to rolling out but this should be part of Rand Water initiatives since is water demand 
management 

 
 

Name: kgaugelo Mahlaba  Signature:  Date: 14-Sep-2026 

 
 
 
NB: This form must be completed and attached to the Tender Initiation Request and included in the BSC submission 

Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


 

 
Item 

 
Description of Work 

 
Unit 

 
Estimated 

annual 
quantities 

Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 

(Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) 

 Note: All quantities are 
estimates 

  
Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount 

1 Disconnections 
    

 
 

 
1.1 

Level 3 Main Water 

Disconnection - Normal 

Hours 

 
 

 
No 

 
 

 
2000 

 
 

 
R334.00 

 
 

 
R668,000.00 

 
 

 
R350.70 

 
 

 
R701,400.00 

 
 

 
R368.24 

 
 

 
R736,470.00 

- As per item 5.5 of Technical 
Specifications 

 

 
1.2 

Prepaid Water Disconnection 
Level 3 - Normal Hours 

 

 
No 

 

 
1000 

 

 
R240.00 

 

 
R240,000.00 

 

 
R252.00 

 

 
R252,000.00 

 

 
R264.60 

 

 
R264,600.00 

- As per item 5.6 of Technical 

Specifications 

 
1.3 

Main Water Disconnection 
Level 3 - After Hours  

No 
 

350 
 

R513.00 
 

R179,550.00 
 

R538.65 
 

R188,527.50 
 

R565.58 
 

R197,953.88 - As per item 5.5 of Technical 

Specifications 

1.4 Prepaid Water Disconnection 
Level 3 – After Hours No 250 R485.00 R121,250.00 R509.25 R127,312.50 R534.71 R133,678.13 



 

 - As per item 5.6 of Technical 

Specifications 

        

2 Reconnections     
 

 
2.1 

Main Water Reconnections 
Level 3 - Normal Hours 

 

 
No 

 

 
1250 

 

 
R268.00 

 

 
R335,000.00 

 

 
R281.40 

 

 
R351,750.00 

 

 
R295.47 

 

 
R369,337.50 

- As per item 5.7.1 of 

Specifications 

2.2 
Prepaid Water 
Reconnections Level 3 - 
Normal Hours 

No 450 R243.00 R109,350.00 R255.15 R114,817.50 R267.91 R120,558.38 

 
Item 

 
Description of Work 

 
Unit 

Estimated 
annual 

quantities 

 
Year 1 

 
Year 2 

 
Year 3 

(Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) 
 Note: All quantities are 

estimates 
  

Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount 

 - As per item 5.7.2 of 

Technical Specifications 

        

 

 
2.3 

Main Water Reconnections 

Level 3 - After Hours 

 

 
No 

 

 
150 

 

 
R268.00 

 

 
R40,200.00 

 

 
R281.40 

 

 
R42,210.00 

 

 
R295.47 

 

 
R44,320.50 

- As per item 5.7.1 of 

Technical Specifications 

2.4 Prepaid Water Reconnections 
Level 3 - After Hours No 75 R380.00 R28,500.00 R399.00 R29,925.00 R418.95 R31,421.25 



 

 - As per item 5.7.2 of 

Technical Specifications 

        

3 Disconnections and Reconnections     

 
3.1 

Tenderer may be required to 
provide security only for 
disconnections in areas 
deemed not safe during normal 
hours 

 
No 

 
500 

 
R240.00 

 
R120,000.00 

 
R252.00 

 
R126,000.00 

 
R264.60 

 
R132,300.00 

 
3.2 

Tenderer may be required to 
provide security only for 
disconnections in areas 
deemed not safe after hours 

 
No 

 
300 

 
R292.00 

 
R87,600.00 

 
R306.60 

 
R91,980.00 

 
R321.93 

 
R96,579.00 

 

 
A 

Totals Connections, 
Reconnections & connections 
and 

Disconnections (Item 1, 2 and 
3) 

  

 
R1,929,450.00 

  

 
R2,025,922.50 

  

 
R2,127,218.63 

 
Sub-Total for A 

 
R6,168,458.92 

4 Site Visit (Cost per call) Normal 
Hours Each N/A R0.00 N/A R0.00 N/A R0.00 N/A 

 
Item 

 
Description of Work 

 
Unit 

Estimated 
annual 

quantities 

 
Year 1 

 
Year 2 

 
Year 3 

(Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) (Excluding VAT) 
 Note: All quantities are 

estimates 
  Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount Unit Rate Amount 



 

 
5 

Site Visit (Cost per call) After 

Hours 

 
 
Each N/A 

6 
 

 
6.1 

15mm Kent Water Meter/Stop 

Cock 

 
No 

 
1 

 
R171.00 

 
R171.00 

 
R179.55 

 
R179.55 

 
R188.53 

 
R188.53 

 
6.2 

20mm Kent Water 
Met er/Stop 
Cock 

 
No 

 
1 

 
R257.00 

 
R257.00 

 
R269.85 

 
R269.85 

 
R283.34 

 
R283.34 

6.3 
20mm Castle Water 
Meter/Stop Cock No 1 R629.00 R629.00 R660.45 R660.45 R693.47 R693.47 

6.4 
80mm Sensus Water 
Meter/Stop Cock No 1 R10,970.00 R10,970.00 R11,518.50 R11,518.50 R12,094.43 R12,094.43 

 
6.5 

100mm Sensus Water 
Meter/Stop Cock 

 
No 

 
1 

 
R12,070.00 

 
R12,070.00 

 
R12,673.50 

 
R12,673.50 

 
R13,307.18 

 
R13,307.18 

 
6.6 

15mm AGB new Water 
Meter/Stop Cock 

 
No 

 
1 

 
R1,117.00 

 
R1,117.00 

 
R1,172.85 

 
R1,172.85 

 
R1,231.49 

 
R1,231.49 

 
6.7 

20mm AGB new Water 
Meter/Stop Cock 

 
No 

 
1 

 
R1,396.00 

 
R1,396.00 

 
R1,465.80 

 
R1,465.80 

 
R1,539.09 

 
R1,539.09 

6.8 15mm Orifice Regulators No 1 R309.00 R309.00 R324.45 R324.45 R340.67 R340.67 

6.9 20mm Orifice Regulators No 1 R319.00 R319.00 R334.95 R334.95 R351.70 R351.70 

B Total: Item 4 to 6 
   

R27,238.00 
 

R28,599.90 
 

R30,029.90 

 Sub-Total for B R85,867.80 

 
R0.00 

 
N/A 

 
R0.00 

 
N/A 

 
R0.00 

 
N/A 

 



 

Description Amount 

Sub-Total for item A R6,082,591.13 

Sub-Total for item B R85,867.80 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) 
excluding VAT R6,168,458.93 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) VAT 
amount (15% VAT) R925,268.84 

GRAND TOTAL (Sub-total for item A and Sub-total for item B) 
including VAT 

 
R7,093,727.77 

 
 

 

 
Financial Year 

 
Allocated budget 

2026/27 R1,956,688.00 
2027/28 R2,054,522.40 
2028/29 R2,157,248.53 
Total R6,168,458.93 

 



CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:06.981 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

SUPPLIER CONTACT INFORMATION

CONTACT 1
Contact type Finance Telephone number 0129913122

SUPPLIER IDENTIFICATION

Supplier number MAAA0042400 Have Bank Account Yes

Is supplier active? Yes Total annual turnover More than R10 million and less than 
R50 million

Supplier type CIPC Company Financial year start date 28 Feb 2021 00:00:00:000

Supplier sub-type Private Company (Pty)(Ltd) Registration date 15 Mar 2006 00:00:00:000

Legal name SPECTRUM UTILITY 
MANAGEMENT

Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Trading name Spectrum Utility Management 
(PTY) LTD

Created date 03 Mar 2016 08:21:11:000

Identification type South African Company/Close 
Corporation Registration Number

Edit by csd.datafix@treasury.gov.za

Government breakdown Private Companies (Pty) (Ltd) Edit date 27 May 2026 15:00:04:280

Business status In Business Restricted Supplier No

Country of origin South Africa Restricted Director No

South African company/CC 
registration number

2006/007694/07 Government Employee No

SUPPLIER INDUSTRY CLASSIFICATION INFORMATION

INDUSTRY 
CLASSIFICATION 1
Main group Information and communication _

Division Computer programming, 
consultancy and related activities

% share of annual turnover 45.00

INDUSTRY 
CLASSIFICATION 2
Main group Administrative and support 

activities
_

Core industry Office administrative, office support 
and other business support activities

Division Office administrative, office support 
and other business support 
activities

% share of annual turnover 55.00
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:06.996 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Is this your preferred 
Contact?

No Cellphone number 0832507821

Name(s) Dewald Fax number 0129910836

Surname Pretorius Toll free number 0129913122

Identification type South African Identification Number Website address www.spectrumutilitymanagement.co.z
a

Prefer communication via 
email 

Yes Do you want this contact to also 
be a CSD user ?

Yes

Email address dewald@sutility.co.za Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Created date 02 Mar 2016 15:50:48:000

Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Edit date 02 Mar 2016 15:50:48:000

CONTACT 2
Contact type Administration,Bid Office Do you want this contact to also 

be a CSD user ?
Yes

Is this your preferred 
Contact?

Yes Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Name(s) Charlotte Created date 01 Mar 2016 14:13:59:000

Surname van der Klooster Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Identification type South African Identification Number Edit date 01 Mar 2016 14:13:59:000

Prefer communication via 
email 

Yes

Email address charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Cellphone number 0828540384

SUPPLIER ADDRESS INFORMATION

ADDRESS 1
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0043

Address line 1 Boardwalk Office Park, Block 12 Ward Number 44

Address line 2 Haymeadow street Country South Africa

Suburb Faerie Glen Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 03 Mar 2016 08:21:19:103

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by csd.datafix@treasury.gov.za

City Pretoria Edit date 27 May 2026 15:00:04:007

ADDRESS 2
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.011 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0043

Address line 1 P.O. Box 38112 Ward Number 101 - [Removed]

Address line 2 Faerie Glen Country South Africa

Suburb Faerie Glen Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 03 Mar 2016 08:21:19:227

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

City Pretoria Edit date 02 Aug 2024 15:49:31:807

ADDRESS 3
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0186

Address line 1 404 Leeuwfontein Ward Number 2

Address line 2 Pretoria North, Pretoria Country South Africa

Suburb Pretoria North Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 08 Oct 2024 12:09:47:037

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by csd.datafix@treasury.gov.za

City Pretoria Edit date 27 May 2026 15:00:04:007

ADDRESS 4
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 2550

Address line 1 35 Goud Street Ward Number 33

Address line 2 Buffalo Ridge, Stilfontein Country South Africa

Suburb Buffalo Ridge This address S/A postal Yes

Province North West Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Municipality City of Matlosana Created date 26 Jun 2025 13:58:09:077

City Stilfontein Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Edit date 26 Jun 2025 13:58:09:077

ADDRESS 5
Is this a preferred address? Yes Postal code 0186

Address line 1 404 LEEUWFONTEIN ROAD Ward Number 2

Address line 2 LEEUWFONTEIN Country South Africa

Suburb Pretoria North Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 26 May 2026 15:55:00:260

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.011 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

SUPPLIER BANK ACCOUNT

BANK ACCOUNT 1

Account type Current Accounts Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Bank FIRST NATIONAL BANK Created date 05 Dec 2018 09:25:51:000

Branch number 252445 Edit by csd.safetynetbatchdownload@treasu
ry.gov.za

Branch name MENLYN MAINE Edit date 06 Dec 2018 07:00:00:990

Account number 62532349827 Bank Verification Status Verification Succeeded

Account holder SPECTRUM UTILITY 
MANAGEMENT (PTY)LTD

Foreign Bank Account No

Is this a preferred account? Yes Is the identifier linked at the bank Yes

Active start date 02 Mar 2016 15:43:54:000 Is this a Shared Funding Account No

City Pretoria Edit date 26 May 2026 15:55:00:260

ADDRESS 6
Is this a preferred address? No Ward Number 44

Address line 1 PO BOX 38112 Country South Africa

Address line 2 FAERIE GLEN Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Suburb Faerie Glen Created date 26 May 2026 16:03:00:563

Province Gauteng Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit date 26 May 2026 16:03:00:563

City Pretoria

Postal code 0043
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.027 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

B-BBEE INFORMATION

B-BBEE verification regulator Verification agency accredited 
by SANAS

SANAS accredited agency Allstar Biz BEE Solutions (Pty) 
Ltd

Sector charter Other % Owned by black people 51.00

Subsector charter NOT APPLICABLE % Owned by black people who are 
women

0.00

B-BBEE certificate number BizBEE280226SPE % Owned by black people who are 
youth

0.00

B-BBEE certificate isue date 28 Feb 2026 00:00:00:000 % Owned by black people with 
disabilities

0.00

B-BBEE certificate isue expiry 
date

27 Feb 2027 00:00:00:000 % Owned by black who are 
unemployed

0.00

Value adding supplier or 
empowering supplier

Yes % Owned by black people living in rural 
or underdeveloped areas

0.00

TAX INFORMATION

Income tax number 9926662140 Overall Tax Status Tax Compliant

VAT number 4520259435 Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Is this supplier a VAT 
vendor?

Yes Created date 03 Mar 2016 08:21:11:000

Are you Registered with 
SARS?

Yes Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Last validation date 17 Sep 2026 08:51:00:000 Edit date 10 Feb 2026 08:37:40:000

Would you like to receive 
notifications?

Yes

ACCREDITATION INFORMATION

ACCREDITATION 1

Accreditation body CIDB - Construction Industry 
Development Board Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Accreditation number 239748 Created date 05 Nov 2020 16:37:14:640

Assesment Date 14 Apr 2020 00:00:00:000 Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Expiry date 14 Apr 2029 00:00:00:000 Edit date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:55:047

Accreditation status Active Verification status Verified by CIDB

Potentially emerging No Last verification date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:55:047

Grading 6EP; Code for class of work EP - Electrical Engineering Works — 
Infrastructure;

Grade R20 000 000;
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.027 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

CATEGORY OF PERSONS BASED ON B-BBEE
Owned by black people 51.00%

Owned by people 2.00%

DIRECTORS /MEMBERS / OWNERS INFORMATION

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
1
Director type Director Created date 24 Jul 2018 04:12:44:000

Director status Active Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Name(s) ANDRIES DEWALD Edit date 27 May 2026 14:23:54:000

Surname PRETORIUS Restricted Director No

Country South Africa Restriction Last Verification Date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:54:263

Identification type South African Identification Number Government Employee No

South African identification 
number

6610085218089 Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:577

Work permit 0000000 SA identification number Verified Yes

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION
CSD can only verify the youth category of persons for South African citizens. It is the responsibility of an organ of state supply chain practitioner to obtain supporting 
documentation to verify the ownership information of this supplier.

Owner s name and 
surname Legal name

Owner s Identification 
number

RSA 
Citizen

Ethnic group Gender Ownership 
%

Youth Disabled Military Rural Township

CHAREL WYNAND 
LOUW

7501265055087 Yes White Male 2.00% No No No No No

DMB HOLDINGS N/A N/A 47.00% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

MNP CAPITAL N/A N/A 51.00% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Total 100.00%

Verification Status Manual Verification Required

Skills Development Score 18.98 Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Socio-Economic Development 
Score 5.00 Created date 04 Jul 2016 10:33:26:287

Management Control Score 13.45 Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Ownership Score 16.00 Edit date 10 Apr 2026 12:43:08:110

Enterprise Supplier Development 
Score 44.00 Status Active

Total Score 97.43
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.043 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Appointment date 16 Mar 2011 00:00:00:000 SA identification number 
verification date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:780

Email address DEWALD@DMBH.CO.ZA Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Cellphone number 0832507821 Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Owner No Companies involved in MAAA0042414; MAAA0042700; 

Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
2
Director type Director Created date 24 Jul 2018 04:12:44:000

Director status Active Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Name(s) MICHAEL Edit date 27 May 2026 14:23:54:000

Surname VAN ZYL Restricted Director No

Country South Africa Restriction Last Verification Date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:54:280

Identification type South African Identification Number Government Employee No

South African identification 
number

7609105311089 Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:593

Work permit 0000000 SA identification number Verified Yes

Appointment date 24 Jun 2016 00:00:00:000 SA identification number 
verification date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:827

Email address MICHAEL@DMBH.CO.ZA Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Cellphone number 0714849629 Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Owner No Companies involved in MAAA0042700; MAAA0069791; 
MAAA0193095; MAAA0378257; 

Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
3
Director type Owner Owner's ethnic group White

Director status Active Owner's gender Male

Name(s) CHAREL WYNAND Owner youth No

Surname LOUW Owner person with disabilities No

Country South Africa Owner military veteran No

Identification type South African Identification Number Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

South African identification 
number

7501265055087 Created date 19 Apr 2018 08:04:33:000

Appointment date 04 Nov 2019 00:00:00:000 Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Email address charel@dmbh.co.za Edit date 04 Nov 2019 09:02:08:000
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.043 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Cellphone number 083 463 1073 Restricted Director No

Owner Yes Restriction Last Verification Date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:54:293

Ownership % 2.00% Government Employee No

Living areas of owner City of Tshwane, Rietvalleirand Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:593

SA identification number Verified Yes

SA identification number 
verification date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:890

Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Companies involved in MAAA0042700; 

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
4
Director type Director Created date 14 Jul 2020 02:08:03:000

Director status Active Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Name(s) JACO Edit date 27 May 2026 14:23:55:000

Surname LOOTS Restricted Director No

Country South Africa Restriction Last Verification Date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:54:310

Identification type South African Identification Number Government Employee No

South African identification 
number

7310305113082 Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:607

Work permit 0000000 SA identification number Verified Yes

Appointment date 08 Jul 2020 00:00:00:000 SA identification number 
verification date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:937

Email address JACO@PHOSALOOTSATT.CO.Z
A

Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Cellphone number 0636829435 Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Owner No Companies involved in MAAA0042700; 

Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
5
Director type Director Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Director status Active Edit date 27 May 2026 14:23:55:000

Name(s) NAKEDI MATHEWS Restricted Director No

Surname PHOSA Restriction Last Verification Date 17 Sep 2026 08:50:54:310

Country South Africa Government Employee No
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.058 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Identification type South African Identification Number Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:607

South African identification 
number

5209015784087 SA identification number Verified Yes

Work permit 0000000 SA identification number 
verification date

17 Sep 2026 08:50:53:983

Appointment date 08 Jul 2020 00:00:00:000 Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Email address MPHOSA@E-GRO.CO.ZA Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Cellphone number 0825534065 Companies involved in MAAA0042700; MAAA0142324; 
MAAA0147345; MAAA0151655; 
MAAA0193095; MAAA0266355...

Owner No

Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Created date 14 Jul 2020 02:08:03:000

OTHER OWNERS 1
Legal name DMB HOLDINGS Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Ownership % 47.00% Created date 19 Apr 2018 08:09:42:350

Ownership status Active Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Edit date 04 Nov 2019 09:04:37:180

OTHER OWNERS 2
Legal name MNP CAPITAL Created date 18 Feb 2019 08:55:31:970

Ownership % 51.00% Edit by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Ownership status Active Edit date 22 Jul 2020 10:41:31:673

Created by charlotte@dmbh.co.za

Tips and Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ)
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.058 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Identifier

CSD cannot electronically verify the identity of a supplier other than a South African Individual / Sole Proprietor (through Home Affairs) or a 
company registered at the Companies and Intellectual Property Commission (CIPC). For this reason, a disclaimer is displayed for supply chain 
practitioners to obtain supporting documentation to verify the identity and legitimacy of a supplier in these cases.

Bank

For help on how to resolve bank failures click here:   I received an email stating the bank information I captured on the CSD was sent for bank 
account validation and could not be validated. The response received from the bank contains an error message.
The various possible error messages received from the bank are highSemiBolded in red.  Search for the applicable message and follow the detailed 
steps associated with that error message.

Tax

Tax Compliance Status
For help on how to deal with tax status differences between CSD and the tax clearance certificate click here:  What should a supplier do if the 
tax status on CSD difference from the tax clearance certificate?

Tax Compliance Expiry Date
For help on how to deal with tax status differences between CSD and the tax clearance certificate click here:  How does CSD determine the tax 
compliance expiry date?

CIPC

Should the director/member information reflected on the CIPC registration report differs to that reflected on CSD for help click here: The active 
Directors/Members are not being populated on the CSD Directors/Members screen as they appear at CIPC, how can I rectify this?

State Employee

For more information pertaining to government employment status click here:  Will there be verification done to identify if a supplier is a government 
employee?

BBBEE

CSD does not automatically verify all certificate information with the various accreditation bodies. Organs of State are required, where not 
automatically verified by CSD, to manually verify this information with the applicable accreditation body as per current policies and procedures. 
Expired certificate information do not reflect on the report.

RESTRICTION

Restricted Supplier - A supplier is restricted by using the identification number of the entity e.g. CIPC registration -, trust -, Social Development 
non-profit -, South African ID -, Foreign company registration number or ID number. If there is more than one CSD Supplier profile registered on 
CSD with the same entity identification number, all those related supplier profiles will be restricted.

Restricted Director – A director/owner is an individual person and is restricted by using the South African ID or Foreign ID number. If a director 
belongs to different companies and has been restricted, the director will reflect as restricted in all companies where identification number is detected.

Restricted Suppliers & Directors are listed on CSD under Help – Am I restricted?

The CSD does not automatically verify foreign company registration number, international securities identification number, foreign identification numbers, 
foreign passport numbers, work permit numbers, foreign bank accounts, B-BBEE, demographic and accreditation information.  Organs of State are required to 
manually verify this information with the applicable verification institutions as per their current policies and procedures.

Page: 10 of 11

https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/4
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/4
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#TAX1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#TAX1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#Tax2
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#Tax2
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#CIPC1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#CIPC1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#EMP1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/NewsFeed/UserNewsFeedDetails/3#EMP1
https://secure.csd.gov.za/


CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

17 Sep 2026 08:51:07.058 AM

Report Date:

maria.chirrindze@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

9/17/2026 8:51:06 AMPrint Date:

Page: 11 of 11



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
 
 
     
 
 

2.1 
 

 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 
 
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE 
      
      05 OCTOBER 2026 

21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
      

    

 

                                                                                                   

 

 
ITEM 2  REPORT FOR NOTING THE EXPIRY OF TENDER JW OPS 012/25: APPOINTMENT OF A 

SERVICE PROVIDER(S) FOR THE SUPPLY AND DELIVERY OF PVC PRESSURE PIPES, 

HEAVY-DUTY SEWER PIPES AND FITTINGS ON AN AS-AND-WHEN-REQUIRED BASIS 

FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS 

 

INITIATING DEPARTMENT: OPERATIONS 

 

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION 

 

Request for noting  

 

2. PURPOSE 

 

The purpose of this submission is to request the Bid Adjudication Committee (BAC) 

to note the cancellation of tender JW OPS 012/25 for the appointment of a service 

provider(s) for the supply and delivery of polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pressure pipes, 

heavy-duty sewer pipes and fittings on an as-and-when-required basis for a period 

of thirty-six (36) months. 

 

2. BACKGROUND 

 

The Operations Department (Networks) continuously repairs, maintains and 

constructs Johannesburg Water's water and sewer infrastructure. This work 

requires a range of suitable polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pressure pipes, heavy-duty 

sewer pipes and associated fittings on an as-and-when-required basis. A 

framework contract with suitably qualified and equipped suppliers is the most 

appropriate way to meet this requirement. It supports asset integrity, reduces 

infrastructure failures and enables reliable service delivery to customers. The 

frequency and volume of these requirements exceed the threshold for routine 

procurement processes such as requests for quotations (RFQs). A structured and 

competitive tender process is therefore necessary to promote cost-effectiveness, 
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consistent product quality and accountability in procurement. The pipes and fittings 

procured under this tender must comply with the applicable national standards and 

specifications to ensure quality, durability and operational safety. All materials must 

comply with the following: 

• South African National Standards (SANS), including but not limited to SANS 

1283, SANS 966-2, SANS 791 and SANS 815. 

• South African National Accreditation System (SANAS) certification requirements. 

• Relevant manufacturing and quality assurance standards applicable to potable 

water and sewer infrastructure. 

It is therefore essential to ensure that all PVC pipes and fittings procured meet 

the required legal, technical and quality standards to support Johannesburg 

Water’s operational requirements. For this tender, the items to be procured are 

grouped into multiple categories based on pipe type, size and fittings, as detailed 

in the pricing schedule. 

 

3.1. SCOPE OF WORKS 

 

The service provider will be required to supply, deliver and offload PVC pressure 

pipes and fittings at various Johannesburg Water stores on an as-and-when-

required basis for a period of thirty-six (36) months. The materials supplied must 

meet the following requirements: 

 

3.2. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS 

 

• All materials and components shall comply with the latest applicable South 

African National Standards (SANS). 

• Where standards are updated or replaced, the most recent version shall apply. 

• All pipes and fittings shall be suitable for potable water conveyance and free 

from toxins (per SANS 966: Clause 8.8). 
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4. PROCUREMENT APPROACH AND TENDER CLOSURE 

 

No. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

1. SCM Policy Applied Version 16 

2. 
Bid Specification approval date 

by the Accounting Officer (AO) 
27 July 2025 

3. Specification Compilation Bid Specification Committee 

4. BSC Members (Voting members) 

- Mrs.C Matabane – Acting Demand 
Manager 

- Mr. J Mutwa - Depot Manager 

- Mr. X Bonkolo – Development 
Inspector 

5. 
BSC Members (Non-voting 

members) 

- Mr. S Sibiya – Legal Adviser 

- Ms. S Hlongwane – Demand 
Management    Practitioner  

- Dr Z Khuzwayo - Manager Innovation 
& Technology Operations Support 

6. Sourcing Strategy Open Tender 

7. Award Strategy 

Award to the highest preference ranking 
tenderer in terms of price and 
preferencing point scoring system per 
category in line with the objective 
criteria as stipulated. 

8. Allocation Strategy 

Allocate all items offered by the tenderer 
to the highest preference ranking 
tenderer per category in terms of price 
and preferencing point scoring system 
for specific goals to tenderers who meet 
the requirements as outlined in the 
award strategy 
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No. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

There is no limit the number of 
categories a tenderer may be allocated. 

 Pricing strategy Fixed Rate based contract 

9. Contract Duration Thirty-six (36) months 

10. Advert Date 4th August 2025 

11. Contract duration  36 months 

12. Briefing Session date 

Compulsory Briefing Session was held 
at Date and Time: 15 August 2025 AT 
10:00 AM 

Address: Turbine Hall, 65 Ntemi Piliso 
Street, Newtown, Johannesburg, 2001 

Venue: Auditorium 

13. Addendum Issued 

The addendum issued to the tenderers 
included an amended pricing schedule 
and Local Production and Content 
Declaration MBD 6.2 Annexure C to 
align quantities with those in the scope 
of work. 

Corrected class of pipes from class 12 
to class 16 on the header on Annexure 
C 

Extension of closing date from 09 
September 2025 to 16 September 2025. 
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No. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

14. Tender Closing Date 16 September 2025 @10:30am 

15. Bid Validity expiry date 90 days  16 December 2025 

16. Bid validity extended 
  

10 September 2026 

17. Late tenders received None 

18. Media Used for Publication 

JW website, The Citizen and 
Sowetan newspapers, E-tender 

portal 

19. Responses received 55 

20. Number eliminated 

Mandatory   - (23) 

Administrative – Zero (0) 

Technical – (19) 

Tender withdrawal (2) 

Did not accept Validity extension (1) 

 Number of Tenderers Shortlisted 10 

21. Point scoring system 80/20  

22. Estimated budget R 102 882 976,13 (Excluding VAT) 

23.   Tender validity: 240th day 
14 May 2026, extended to 10 
September 2026 

 

5. TENDERS RECEIVED 

 

Public tender opening was conducted on 16 September 2025 at 10h30 at Turbine Hall, 

65 Ntemi Pilliso Street, Newtown, Johannesburg. The tender prices offered were not 

read out as it is a rate-based contract. 

 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
 
 
     
 
 

2.6 
 

 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 
 
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE 
      
      05 OCTOBER 2026 

21 SEPTEMBER 2026 
      

    

 

                                                                                                   

 

No Tenderer name 

1. Mukay Group Pty Ltd 

2. Plumbkor Pty Ltd 

3. Ele Investments Group cc 

4. Cey Investments t/a Nikkei Bolt & Engineering Suppliers cc 

5. Remako Group Holdings 

6. Goldwave Construction cc 

7. Bapedi & Associates 

8. GMK Civils 

9. Mhlaba Group & Associates 

10. Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 

11. NRB Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

12. Benze Construction 

13. Wealthy JT Brothers Pty Ltd 

14. Paradigm Projects Pty Ltd 

15. RCH Trading cc 

16. MTJ Projects Pty Ltd 

17. BDGTR Consulting & Supply Pty Ltd 

18. Sibongile Mashiya Pty Ltd 

19. SG Mabgor Networks cc 

20. Pilisaneng Pty Ltd 

21. La Mosekedile Trading Enterprise 

22. SA Water Products Polokwane Pty Ltd 
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No Tenderer name 

23. Hlonyane Mzizi Pty Ltd 

24. Treadstone Group Pty Ltd 

25. Keikantse Projects Pty Ltd 

26. LGM Consulting Pty Ltd 

27. Lizwe Phambili Construction 

28. Bionic Solutions 

29. Elezulu Construction 

30. Take Note Trading 245 cc t/a Universal Trading 

31. Ambidex Holdings Pty Ltd 

32. Malaka Suppliers cc 

33. Baithusa 

34. Sekei Management Solutions Pty Ltd 

35. Gomolemo Construction & Projects 

36. Skyshelf Contructors cc 

37. Tshambila Env Consultant 

38. Blue Star Group cc 

39. Izicwe Consulting 

40 Sibusiso Letsoalo Pty Ltd 

41. Mard Project Management Unit Pty Ltd 

42. KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

43. PR Vip Pty Ltd 

44. Swarisanang Projects Pty Ltd 

45. Dzata Property Development 

46. Sp Lenong Civils Group 8 Pty Ltd 

47. Madikwe Engineering 

48. Mathelemusa Trading & Projects 
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No Tenderer name 

49. Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty Ltd 

50. VK Distributors 

51. Amanzi Ne Gesi Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

52. Mamish Group Pty Ltd 

53. Nkasisa Group 

54. Amampembe Trading Enterprise 

55. Siyazoli 7206 General Tarding Pty Ltd 

 

 

6. TENDER EVALUATION PROCESS 

 

6.1. Tender evaluation process summary 

As part of the normal procurement process, the tender was evaluated in the 

following stages: 

 

STAGES PROCESS EVALUATION DATES 

Stage 1 Mandatory Evaluation 

18/12/2025 

14/01/2026 

15/01/2026 

Stage 2 Administrative Evaluation  

17/02/2026 

19/02/2026 

24/02/2026 

Stage 3 Technical Evaluation  
17/03/2026 

09/4/2026 
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STAGES PROCESS EVALUATION DATES 

17/04/2026 

20/04/2026 

23/04/2026 

07/05/2026 

 20/05/2026  

Stage 4 
Price and Preferential 
Evaluation 90/10 and 
report 

01/06/2026 

05/06/2026 

06/07/2026 

06/07/2026 

10/07/2026 

13/07/2026 

21/07/2026 

22/07/2026 

23/07/2026 

06/08/2026 

12/08/2026 

17/08/2026 

19/08/2026 

25/08/2026 

26/08/2026 

14/09/2026 

16/09/2026 
 

 

6.1.1. REASONS FOR THE DELAYS 
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Detailed reasons for the delays 

 

The principal reasons for the delay, their effect on the evaluation process, and the corrective measures 

undertaken are summarised below: 

• Late allocation and limited remaining validity period: The tender closed on 16 September 

2025 but was allocated to the BEC/SCM Specialist only on 2 December 2025, shortly before 

the original validity period expired. This materially reduced the time available to commence 

and conclude the evaluation. The evaluation was initiated immediately, and the validity risk 

was escalated for the necessary approvals and extensions. 

• Failure to achieve a quorum: The BEC meeting scheduled for 8 December 2025 could not 

proceed because a quorum was not achieved. A subsequent resignation by a BEC member 

between March and April 2026 again affected the Committee's ability to sit and make 

decisions. The matter was escalated to management, and the member was reinstated on 

9 April 2026. 

• Incorrect SANS references in the tender document: During the mandatory evaluation on 14 

and 15 January 2026, the BEC identified references to SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2. 

Verification was required before responsiveness could be finalised. SABS subsequently 

confirmed in writing that these standards do not exist, and legal advice was obtained 

because the mandatory criteria could not lawfully be amended after tender closure. 

• BEC member unavailability: Approved leave, family bereavement and sick leave during 

January, February and May 2026 reduced member availability and disrupted the continuity 

and scheduling of BEC meetings. Meetings were rescheduled and the constraints were 

escalated where necessary. 

• Operational disruptions and competing priorities: Power interruptions, public holidays and 

an urgent pipe-fittings matter between February and April 2026 reduced the working time 

available to the Committee and prevented some planned evaluation activities from 

proceeding. Meetings and evaluation work were rescheduled around these disruptions. 

• Validity-extension processes: Approval was required to extend the tender validity beyond 

240 days. Time was required to obtain the necessary approvals, issue extension letters, 

receive bidder responses, and reassess the remaining valid offers. Extension letters were 
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issued on 22 April 2026 and again on 29 July 2026, and the responses received were 

recorded and evaluated. 

• Reference-verification challenges: From 20 May 2026, undelivered emails and non-

responsive referees delayed completion of reference checks. Follow-up requests were 

sent, alternative verified contact details were sought and unsuccessful contact attempts 

were documented before the BEC finalised the affected scores. 

• Arithmetic corrections and bidder withdrawals: Between 10 and 29 June 2026, bidders were 

requested to clarify and correct arithmetic errors without changing their tendered totals. Two 

bidders withdrew during this process, requiring the BEC to identify and evaluate the next 

eligible bidders. Affected bidders were afforded three working days to respond, and all 

withdrawals and subsequent evaluations were recorded. 

• Outdated market research: The available price benchmark dated from 2023 and was not 

sufficiently current to support a defensible assessment of price reasonableness. Updated 

market research was therefore requested and incorporated into the comparison of bidder 

prices against the JW and market estimates. 

• Financial-statement concerns and governance guidance: A concern arose regarding the 

apparent preparation and review of a bidder's annual financial statements by the same 

accounting firm. Clarification and internal guidance were required before the financial 

assessment could be completed, and the bidder was requested to explain the arrangement. 

• Outstanding internal reviews and COF Part 2 dependencies: Finalisation of the report 

depended on completion of all category evaluations, financial analysis, internal review and 

the COF Part 2 process. COF Part 2 was initiated on 13 August 2026 and received on 14 

September 2026. These interdependent governance steps extended the process beyond 

the approved tender validity period. 

 

All officials involved in the evaluation process completed and signed the attendance 

register and Declaration of Interest form. None declared a conflict of interest. 

 

The Bid Evaluation Committee comprises the following officials: 
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NAME DESIGNATION 
USER 

DEPARTMENT 
CAPACITY IN 
COMMITTEE 

EXPIRY DATE OF 
APPOINTMENT 

 

Londiwe 
Mhlamvu 

 

SCM Specialist 
Supply Chain 
Management  

Convener and 
Evaluator 

31 October 2026 

Jaffrey 
Mutwa 

Depot Manager Operations Evaluator 22 April 2027 

Tebogo 
Sathekge  

New 
Development 
Inspector 

Operations Evaluator 15 October 2026 
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6.2. RECEIVED TENDER OFFERS: 

The following table shows the tender offers received for the different categories: 

No Tenderer 
Category 

1 
Category 

2 
Category 

3 
Category 

4 
Category 

5 
Category 

6 
Category 

7 
Category 

8 
Category 

9 
Category 

10 
Category 

11 

1. 
 

Mukay Group Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

2 Plumbkor Pty Ltd No No No No No No No No No No No 

3 Ele Investments Group cc Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

4 
Cey Investments t/a 
Nikkei Bolt & Engineering 
Suppliers cc 

Yes No Yes No No No No Yes No No Yes 

5 Remako Group Holdings Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

6 Goldwave Construction cc Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

7 Bapedi & Associates Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

8 GMK Civils Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

9 
Mhlaba Group & 
associates 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

10 Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes No No No Yes Yes 

11 
NRB Piping Systems Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes 
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No Tenderer 

Category 
1 

Category 
2 

Category 
3 

Category 
4 

Category 
5 

Category 
6 

Category 
7 

Category 
8 

Category 
9 

Category 
10 

Category 
11 

12 Benze Construction 

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

Didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

13 
Wealthy JT Brothers Pty 
Ltd 

yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes 

14 Paradigm Projects Pty Ltd yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes 

15 RCH Trading cc yes yes yes yes yes yes yes no yes yes yes 

16 MTJ Projects Pty Ltd yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes 

17 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes 

18 Sibongile Mashiya Pty Ltd 

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

19 SG Mabgor Networks cc 

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

20 Pilisaneng Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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No Tenderer 

Category 
1 

Category 
2 

Category 
3 

Category 
4 

Category 
5 

Category 
6 

Category 
7 

Category 
8 

Category 
9 

Category 
10 

Category 
11 

21 
La Mosekedile Trading 
Enterprise 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

22 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

23 Hlonyane Mzizi Pty Ltd 

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

24 Treadstone Group Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

25 Keikantse Projects Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

26 LGM Consulting Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

27 
Lizwe Phambili 
Construction 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

28 Bionic Solutions Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

29 Elezulu Construction Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

30 
Take Note Trading 245 cc 
t/a Universal Trading 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

31 Ambidex Holdings Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

32 Malaka Suppliers cc Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

33 Baithusa Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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No Tenderer 

Category 
1 

Category 
2 

Category 
3 

Category 
4 

Category 
5 

Category 
6 

Category 
7 

Category 
8 

Category 
9 

Category 
10 

Category 
11 

34 
Sekei Management 
Solutions Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

35 
Gomolemo Construction & 
Projects 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

36 Skyshelf Contructors cc Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

37 Tshambila Env Consultant Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

38 Blue Star Group cc Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

39 Izicwe Consulting Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

40 Sibusiso Letsoalo Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

41 
Mard Project 
Management Unit Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

42 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

43 PR Vip Pty Ltd 

No 
didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

No didn’t 
price as 
per 
addendu
m  

44 
Swarisanang Projects Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

45 
Dzata Property 
Development 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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No Tenderer 

Category 
1 

Category 
2 

Category 
3 

Category 
4 

Category 
5 

Category 
6 

Category 
7 

Category 
8 

Category 
9 

Category 
10 

Category 
11 

46 
Sp Lenong Civils Group 8 
Pty Ltd 

item 1.2 
unit rate 
for year 1 
incomplet
e 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

47 Madikwe Engineering Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

48 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

49 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

50 VK Distributors Yes Yes Yes Yes 

Yes 
 
 
 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

51 
Amanzi Ne Gesi Piping 
Systems Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

52 Mamish Group Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

53 Nkasisa Group Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

54 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 

55 
Siyazoli 7206 General 
Tarding Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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7. EVALUATION: 

 

7.1. STAGE 1: MANDATORY EVALUATION 

 

7.1.1. Bid Evaluation Committee (BEC) Discussion and Resolution 

During the Bid Evaluation Committee (BEC) meeting held on 14 January 2026, the Committee 

identified discrepancies in the mandatory SANS certification requirements stipulated in the bid 

documentation. Specifically, the bid referred to SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2, which were 

subsequently found to be incorrect references. The BEC noted that the intended standards were SANS 

966-1 and SANS 966-2. 

 

Following deliberations, the BEC resolved that the affected categories could not be evaluated against 

the incorrectly stated standards and should therefore be cancelled. The Committee further resolved 

that, where applicable, a partial award should be considered for categories unaffected by the error and 

for which the valid mandatory requirements had been met. 

 

The BEC agreed that the evaluation would proceed only against the valid and existing mandatory 

standards intended for the procurement, namely SANS 791 and SANS 1283. On 4 February 2026, an 

email was sent to the South African Bureau of Standards (SABS) requesting clarification regarding the 

validity of the SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2 certificates. On the same day, SABS confirmed in writing 

that SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2 do not exist. The correspondence from SABS is attached as 

Annexure G. 

 

The Committee noted that evaluating bids against incorrect or non-existent standards would be 

inconsistent with Supply Chain Management (SCM) principles and could expose Johannesburg Water 

to material irregularities, adverse audit findings, disputes, and potential legal challenges. Furthermore, 

as no addendum was issued prior to the bid closing date, the mandatory requirements could not be 

corrected or amended retrospectively without compromising the principles of fairness, transparency, 

and equal treatment of bidders. 

 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    
 

2.19 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                              21 SEPTEMBER  2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

On 16 April 2026, legal advice was obtained. Legal Services confirmed that the inclusion of SANS 996-

1 and SANS 996-2 was an error and advised that amending mandatory requirements after bid closure 

would be procedurally irregular and could prejudice bidders, thereby creating a risk of legal challenge. 

 

Notwithstanding the above, Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd reserves the right, in terms of its SCM 

Policy, to accept a tender in whole or in part, appoint more than one bidder, appoint a bidder other than 

the highest-scoring bidder on objective grounds, or decline to make an award where justifiable reasons 

exist. 

 

The BEC resolved: 

 

Not to consider the incorrectly referenced standards, namely SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2, because 

these standards do not exist. The affected categories are Categories 4, 5 and 8. 

Proceed with the evaluation based only on the valid mandatory standards, namely SANS 791 and 

SANS 1283. 

Recommend the cancellation of the affected categories that required the incorrect standards. 

Recommend a partial award per category, where applicable, based on compliance with the valid 

mandatory requirements and the outcome of the evaluation process. 

 

7.1.2. MANDATORY REQUIREMENTS 

Table 5  

NO. DESCRIPTION COMPLIANT (Y/N) 

1.  Mandatory Tender Briefing Meeting • Yes 

2.  
Signed and completed Pricing Schedule as per award and/or 
allocation strategy. 

Yes  

3.  

Legislative Compliance: Submission of required valid SANS 
certificate. 

The tenderer (Company) must submit valid SANAS 
Certificate(s) of approval from a SANAS accredited 
certification body) for items offered. 

 - Latest edition or version of SANS 1283 

Yes 
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NO. DESCRIPTION COMPLIANT (Y/N) 

- Latest edition or version of SANS 996-1 (Incorrect) 

- Latest edition or version of SANS 996-2 (Incorrect) 

- Latest edition or version of SANS 791 

Note 1: If the tenderer is a supplier, a valid certificate(s) for 
items offered must be sourced from their 
supplier/manufacturer/principal 

Note 2: The tenderer must ensure that the SANS certificate 
submitted is in line with the items offered. 
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7.1.3. STAGE 1: MANDATORY EVALUATION OUTCOME: 

No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

1.  

 
Mukay Group Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes 

2.  Plumbkor Pty Ltd Yes No No No 

3.  
Ele Investments 
Group cc 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

4.  

Cey Investments t/a 
Nikkei Bolt & 
Engineering 
Suppliers cc 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

5.  
Remako Group 
Holdings 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

6.  
Goldwave 
Construction cc 

Yes Yes No No 

7.  Bapedi & Associates Yes Yes Yes Yes 

8.  GMK Civils Yes Yes No No 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

9.  
Mhlaba Group & 
associates 

No Yes Yes No 

10.  
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

11.  
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

12.  Benze Construction Yes No Yes No 

13.  
Wealthy JT Brothers 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

14.  
Paradigm Projects 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes No No 

15.  RCH Trading cc Yes Yes Yes Yes 

16.  MTJ Projects Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes 

17.  
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

18.  
Sibongile Mashiya 
Pty Ltd 

Yes No Yes No 

19.  
SG Mabgor Networks 
cc 

Yes Yes No No 

20.  Pilisaneng Pty Ltd Yes Yes Yes Yes 

21.  
La Mosekedile 
Trading Enterprise 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

22.  
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

23.  
Hlonyane Mzizi Pty 
Ltd 

Yes No Yes No 

24.  
Treadstone Group 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes No No 

25.  
Keikantse Projects 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes No No 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

26.  
LGM Consulting Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes No No 

27.  
Lizwe Phambili 
Construction 

No Yes Yes No 

28.  Bionic Solutions Yes Yes Yes Yes 

29.  Elezulu Construction Yes Yes No No 

30.  
Take Note Trading 
245 cc t/a Universal 
Trading 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

31.  
Ambidex Holdings 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

32.  Malaka Suppliers cc Yes Yes Yes Yes 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

      
 

2.25 
 

 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                              21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

33.  Baithusa Yes Yes Yes Yes 

34.  
Sekei Management 
Solutions Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes                   No No 

35.  
Gomolemo 
Construction & 
Projects 

No Yes Yes No 

36.  
Skyshelf constructors 
cc 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

37.  
Tshambila Env 
Consultant 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

38.  Blue Star Group cc Yes Yes Yes Yes 

39.  Izicwe Consulting No Yes Yes No 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

40.  
Sibusiso Letsoalo Pty 
Ltd 

No Yes Yes No 

41.  
Mard Project 
Management Unit 
Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

42.  
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

43.  PR Vip Pty Ltd Yes No No No 

44.  
Swarisanang 
Projects Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

45.  
Dzata Property 
Development 

Yes Yes No No 

46.  
Sp Lenong Civils 
Group 8 Pty Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

47.  Madikwe Engineering Yes Yes No No 

48.  
Mathelemusa 
Trading & Projects 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

49.  
Lapeng Laka 
General Trading Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

50.  VK Distributors Yes Yes Yes Yes 

51.  
Amanzi Ne Gesi 
Piping Systems Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

52.  
Mamish Group Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

53.  Nkasisa Group Yes No No No 
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No 
NAME OF 

TENDERER 

ATTENDED 
BRIEFING 
SESSION 

SIGNED AND 
COMPLETED PRICING 

SCHEDULE  

SANS CERTIFICATES  

1283 AND 791 

EVALUATION OUTCOME 

YES/ NO 

54.  
Amampembe 
Trading Enterprise 

Yes Yes Yes Yes 

55.  
Siyazoli 7206 
General Tarding Pty 
Ltd 

Yes Yes No No 
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7.1.4. BIDDERS WHO FAILED THE ABOVE MANDATORY REQUIREMENTS 

Table 6 

NO. BIDDER(S) REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

1 Plumbkor Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit addendum pricing schedule, 

resulting in non-compliance with the tender 

requirements. 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(SANS certificates 1283 and 791) ; they 

were not attached to the submission. 

2 Goldwave Construction cc 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. The bidder submitted an 

NHBRC certificate, which is not relevant to 

the required certification. 

3 GMK Civils 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. The bidder submitted an 

NHBRC certificate, which is not relevant to 

the required certification. 

4 Mhlaba Group & Associates 
- The bidder did not attend the compulsory 

briefing session. 

5 Benze Construction 

- Did not submit the addendum pricing 

schedule, resulting in non-compliance with 

the tender requirements. 

6 Paradigm Projects Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

7 

 

 

Sibongile Mashiya Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit an addendum pricing 

schedule, resulting in non-compliance with 

the tender requirements. 
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NO. BIDDER(S) REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

8 SG Mabgor Networks cc 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

9 Hlonyane Mzizi Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit an addendum pricing 

schedule, resulting in non-compliance with 

the tender requirements. 

10 Treadstone Group Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

11 Keikantse Projects Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791) ; they were not attached to 

the submission. 

12 LGM Consulting Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791) ; they were not attached to 

the submission.  

13 Lizwe Phambili Construction 
- The bidder did not attend the compulsory 

briefing session. 

14 Elezulu Construction 

- No mandatory SANS certificates (1283 and 

791); they were not attached to the 

submission. 

15 
Sekei Management Solutions Pty 
Ltd 

- The bidder submitted an expired SANS 791 

certificate. The tender requirements 

explicitly stipulated the submission of the 

latest valid SANS certificate.  

- The submitted certificate expired on 14 

March 2025. 

16 Gomolemo Construction & Projects 
- The bidder did not attend the compulsory 

briefing session 
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NO. BIDDER(S) REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

17 Izicwe Consulting 
- The bidder did not attend the compulsory 

briefing session. 

18 Sibusiso Letsoalo Pty Ltd 
- The bidder did not attend the compulsory 

briefing session. 

19 PR Vip Pty Ltd 

- Did not submit the addendum pricing 

schedule, resulting in non-compliance with 

the tender requirements. 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

20 Dzata Property Development 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791) ; they were not attached to 

the submission. 

21 Madikwe Engineering 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

22 Nkasisa Group 

- Did not submit an addendum pricing 

schedule, resulting in non-compliance with 

the tender requirements. 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 

23 
Siyazoli 7206 General Trading Pty 
Ltd 

- Did not submit mandatory SANS certificates 

(1283 and 791); they were not attached to 

the submission. 
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7.1.5. BIDDERS WHO PASSED MANDATORY: 

 

No  

 
NAME OF TENDERER 

1.  Mukay Group Pty Ltd 

2.  Ele Investments Group cc 

3.  Cey Investments t/a Nikkei Bolt & Engineering Suppliers cc 

4.  Remako Group Holdings 

5.  Bapedi & Associates 

6.  Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 

7.  NRB Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

8.  Wealthy JT Brothers Pty Ltd 

9.  RCH Trading cc 

10.  MTJ Projects Pty Ltd 

11.  BDGTR Consulting & Supply Pty Ltd 

12.  Pilisaneng Pty Ltd 

13.  La Mosekedile Trading Enterprise 

14.  SA Water Products Polokwane Pty Ltd 

15.  Bionic Solutions 

16.  Take Note Trading 245 cc t/a Universal Trading 

17.  Ambidex Holdings Pty Ltd 

18.  Malaka Suppliers cc 

19.  Baithusa 

20.  Skyshelf constructors cc 

21.  Tshambila Env Consultant 

22.  Blue Star Group cc 

23.  Mard Project Management Unit Pty Ltd 
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No  

 
NAME OF TENDERER 

24.  KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

25.  Swarisanang Projects Pty Ltd 

26.  Sp Lenong Civils Group 8 Pty Ltd 

27.  Mathelemusa Trading & Projects 

28.  Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty Ltd 

29.  VK Distributors 

30.  Amanzi Ne Gesi Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

31.  Mamish Group Pty Ltd 

32.  Amampembe Trading Enterprise 

 

7.2. STAGE 2: ADMINISTRATIVE EVALUATION 

 

NO. 
REFERENCE TO 

TENDER 
DOCUMENT 

DESCRIPTION REQUIREMENT 

1. Annexure 

Certificate of Authority 
or Board Resolution 
Letter granting 
authority to 

sign 

Complete and submit 

2. MBD 1 Invitation to Bid Form 
Completed and signed MBD 1 
Form. 

3. CSD 
Central Supplier 
Database 
Registration 

Provide proof of CSD 
registration. Complete MAAA 
number on cover 

page or copy of CSD report. 

4 MBD 3.1 

Pricing Schedule
 –
 Firm
 Prices 
(Purchases) 

Completed MBD 3.1 
Form. 
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NO. 
REFERENCE TO 

TENDER 
DOCUMENT 

DESCRIPTION REQUIREMENT 

5. MBD 4 
Declaration of 
Interest 

Completed and signed MBD 
4 Form. 

6. MBD 5 

Declaration of 
Procurement Above 
R10m (All Applicable 
Taxes Included) 

Completed and signed MBD 
5 Form. 

7. MBD 6.1 

Preference Points 
Claim in Terms of 
The Preferential 
Procurement 

Regulations 2022 

Completed and signed MBD 
6.1 Form. 

8. MBD 6.2 
Local Production and 
Content 

Completed and signed MBD
 6.2 Form
 – 

Annexure C 

9. MBD 8 

Declaration of 
Bidder’s Past Supply 
Chain Management 
Practices 

Completed and signed MBD 
8 Form. 

10. MBD 9. 

Certificate of 
Independent Bid 

Determination 

Completed and signed 

MBD 9 Form. 

11. 
Annexure – Proof of 
Specific Goals 

Refer to documents 
listed in 4.3 
verification 
documents to be 
submitted with the 
tender document 

Submit applicable 
documentation with the 
tender submission – If not 
submitted with the tender 
document points 

for Specific Goals won’t be 
allocated. 

12. Annexure 

Municipal Rates and 
Taxes for the 
Tenderer - Current 
municipal rates for 
the entity not in 
arrears by more than 
90 days. If 
leasing/renting, 
submitted copy of 
valid lease 
agreement where 

Submit applicable 
documentation with the 
tender submission 
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NO. 
REFERENCE TO 

TENDER 
DOCUMENT 

DESCRIPTION REQUIREMENT 

premises are rented 
OR 

Confirmation that 
suitable 
arrangements are in 
place for arrear 
municipal obligations 
with your local 
municipality OR 

Current municipal 
rates which is not 
older than 90 days or 
valid lease 
agreement with 
affidavit from owner 
of property in cases 
stated in Proof of 

Good Standing with 
regards to Municipal 
Accounts document 

13. Annexure 

Municipal Rates and 
Taxes - Current 
municipal rates for 
the directors of the 
entity not in arrears 
by than 90 days. If 
leasing/renting, 
submitted copy of 
valid lease 
agreement where 
premises are rented 
OR 

Confirmation
 that
 suitable 
arrangements are in 
place for arrear 
municipal obligations 
with your local 
municipality OR 

Current municipal 
rates which is not 
older than 90 days or 
valid lease 

Submit applicable 
documentation with the 
tender submission 
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NO. 
REFERENCE TO 

TENDER 
DOCUMENT 

DESCRIPTION REQUIREMENT 

agreement with 
affidavit from owner 
of property in cases 
stated in Proof of 
Good Standing with 
regards to 

Municipal Accounts 
document. 

15. Annexure 

Joint Venture, 
Consortium, or 
equivalent 
agreement– if 
applicable. 

Joint Venture, Consortium,
 or equivalent 
agreement signed showing 
percentage ownership of 
parties – if applicable. 

 

 

 

No Bidder was disqualified on the administrative evaluation.
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7.2.1. LIST OF BIDDERS EVALUATED FURTHER ON ADMINISTRATION PER 

CATEGORY 

 

No  

 
NAME OF TENDERER 

1.  Mukay Group Pty Ltd 

2.  Ele Investments Group cc 

3.  Cey Investments t/a Nikkei Bolt & Engineering Suppliers cc 

4.  Remako Group Holdings 

5.  Bapedi & Associates 

6.  Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 

7.  NRB Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

8.  Wealthy JT Brothers Pty Ltd 

9.  RCH Trading cc 

10.  MTJ Projects Pty Ltd 

11.  BDGTR Consulting & Supply Pty Ltd 

12.  Pilisaneng Pty Ltd 

13.  La Mosekedile Trading Enterprise 

14.  SA Water Products Polokwane Pty Ltd 

15.  Bionic Solutions 

16.  Take Note Trading 245 cc t/a Universal Trading 

17.  Ambidex Holdings Pty Ltd 

18.  Malaka Suppliers cc 

19.  Baithusa 

20.  Skyshelf constructors cc 

21.  Tshambila Env Consultant 

22.  Blue Star Group cc 
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No  

 
NAME OF TENDERER 

23.  Mard Project Management Unit Pty Ltd 

24.  KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

25.  Swarisanang Projects Pty Ltd 

26.  Sp Lenong Civils Group 8 Pty Ltd 

27.  Mathelemusa Trading & Projects 

28.  Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty Ltd 

29.  VK Distributors 

30.  Amanzi Ne Gesi Piping Systems Pty Ltd 

31.  Mamish Group Pty Ltd 

32.  Amampembe Trading Enterprise 
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7.3. STAGE 3: TECHNICAL EVALUATION 

7.3.1. Technical evaluation - as per tender document 

The evaluation criteria as per tender document were as follows: 

 

PART A: TENDERER’S EXPERIENCE 

CRITER 
IA NO. 

CRITERIA EVIDENCE SUB-CRITERIA/CLAUSE 
MAX 

SCORE 
SCORE 

1 

TENDERER'S 
EXPERIENCE 

 

The Tenderer (Company) 
is required to have 
experience in the supply 
of bulk water distribution 
related material and or, 
heavy-duty sewer pipes 
and or fittings 

with work completed 
successfully. 

The Tenderer (Company) must provide (a) official 
purchase order/s of supplying bulk water 
distribution related materials and or, heavy-duty 
sewer pipes and or fittings and (b) relevant 
reference letter(s) as proof of experience in the 
supply of bulk water distribution related material 
pipes and/or fittings completed successfully. 

 

NB: The attached reference template must be 
completed by the referee and included in the 
tender submission. Alternatively, the client’s 
letterhead may be used for this purpose provided 
it 

complies with the functional criteria requirements. 

Experience in the supply of bulk 
water distribution related material 
and or, heavy-duty sewer pipes 
and or fittings 

 

 

 

 

 

 

40 

 

0 - 3 projects /contracts 0 

4 to 5 projects/contracts 24 

6 to 8 projects/contracts 32 

 

 

9 projects/contracts or more 

 

 

40 

2 

 

 

CAPACITY TO SUPPLY 

 

The Tenderer (Company) 
is required to have 

The tenderer must provide official purchase 
order/s and relevant reference letter(s) which will 
stipulate the value of projects/ contracts completed 
for the supply of bulk water distribution materials 
and or heavy-duty sewer pipes and or fittings 

Consolidated Value of the 
Contracts/Projects for supply of 
bulk water distribution related 
material 

and or, heavy-duty sewer pipes 
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PART A: TENDERER’S EXPERIENCE 

capacity in the supply of 
bulk water distribution 
materials and or, heavy-
duty sewer pipes and or 
fittings. 

 

NB: The attached reference template must be 
completed by the referee and included in the 
tender submission. Alternatively, the client’s 
letterhead may be used for this purpose provided 
it complies with the functional criteria 
requirements. 

and or fittings. 60 

Less than R 1 000 000 0 

R 1 000 000 to less than R 2 000 
000 

36 

R 2 000 000 to less than R 3 000 
000 

48 

R 3 000 000 or more 60 

(a)The tenderer is required to obtain a minimum of 60 points and (b)the tender must meet minimum score for both Tender’s experience and capacity to 
supply in order to be evaluated further. 

MINIMUM QUALIFYING 
SCORE 

60 

TOTAL 100 

 

Note: Tenderers are responsible for ensuring that the contact details provided for references are accurate and that the references are willing and available 

to respond to verification requests. Johannesburg Water reserves the right to conduct reference checks on selected tenderers who have met the minimum 

functionality threshold and are under consideration for further evaluation. Where reference checks are conducted, the nominated reference will be given 

five (5) working days to respond in writing. Non-responsiveness within the stipulated timeframe may result in the points associated with that reference not 

being awarded. 
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7.3.2. TECHNICAL EVALUATION OUTCOME 

The table below lists the bidders evaluated during the technical evaluation and their respective scores: 
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  0 24 32 40 0 36 48 60 100  

  Score Score   

1.  
Mamish Group Pty 
Ltd 

0 60 60 PASS 

2.  
Amampembe 
Trading Enterprise 

0 60 60 PASS 
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  Score Score   

3.  
Lapeng Laka 
General Trading Pty 
Ltd 

24 

 
60 84 PASS 

4.  
Mathelemusa 
Trading & Projects 

 

24 

 

 

60 84 PASS 

5.  
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

32 60 92 PASS 
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  Score Score   

6.  
Ambidex Holdings 
Pty Ltd 

32 

 
60 92 PASS 

7.  Bionic Solutions 
0 

 
60 60 PASS 

8.  
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

24 

 
60 84 PASS 

9.  
BDGTR Consulting 
& Supply Pty Ltd 

40 60 100 PASS 
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  Score Score   

10.  
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

24 60 84 PASS 

11.  
NRB Piping 
Systems Pty Ltd 

32 60 92 PASS 

12.  Bapedi & Associates 0 60 60 PASS 

13.  
Ele Investments 
Group cc 

32 60 92 PASS 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.45 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
EVALUATION CRITERIA OUTCOME 

NO. 
NAME OF 
BIDDER/S 

CRITERIA1 CRITERIA2 

T
O

T
A

L
 

P
O

IN
T

S
 A

L
L
O

C
A

T
E

D
 

E
V

A
L

U
A

T
IO

N
 O

U
T

C
O

M
E

 

(P
A

S
S

/ 
F

A
IL

) 

T
e
n

d
e

re
rs

 e
x
p
e

ri
e
n

c
e
  

0
 -

 3
 p

ro
je

c
ts

 /
c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

 

T
e
n

d
e

re
rs

 e
x
p
e

ri
e
n

c
e
 4

 

to
 5

 p
ro

je
c
ts

/c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

 

T
e
n

d
e

re
rs

 e
x
p
e

ri
e
n

c
e
 

6
 t

o
 8

 p
ro

je
c
ts

/c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

  
 

9
 p

ro
je

c
ts

/c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

 o
r 

m
o

re
 

 T
e
n

d
e

re
rs

 e
x
p
e
ri
e

n
c
e
 

9
 p

ro
je

c
ts

/c
o

n
tr

a
c
ts

 o
r 

m
o

re
  

C
a

p
a

c
it
y
 t

o
 s

u
p
p

ly
  

L
e
s
s
 t

h
a
n
 R

 1
 0

0
0

 0
0

0
 

C
a

p
a

c
it
y
 t

o
 s

u
p
p

ly
  

R
 1

 0
0

0
 0

0
0
 t
o

 l
e
s
s
 t

h
a
n
 R

 

2
 0

0
0

 0
0

0
 

C
a

p
a

c
it
y
 t

o
 s

u
p
p

ly
  

R
 2

 0
0

0
 0

0
0
 t
o

 l
e
s
s
 

th
a
n

 R
 3

 0
0
0
 0

0
0
 

C
a

p
a

c
it
y
 t

o
 s

u
p
p

ly
  

R
 3

 0
0

0
 0

0
0
 o

r 
m

o
re

 

  0 24 32 40 0 36 48 60 100  

  Score Score   

14.  
Mukay Group Pty 
Ltd 

0 0 0 FAIL 

15.  

Cey Investments t/a 
Nikkei Bolt & 
Engineering 
Suppliers cc 

 

0 
0 0 FAIL 

16.  
Remako Group 
Holdings 

0 0 0 FAIL 
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17.  
Wealthy JT Brothers 
Pty Ltd 

0 0 0 FAIL 

18.  RCH Trading cc 0 0 0 FAIL 

19.  MTJ Projects Pty Ltd 0 0 0 FAIL 

20.  Pilisaneng Pty Ltd 0 0 0 FAIL 

21.  
La Mosekedile 
Trading Enterprise 

0 0 0 FAIL 
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22.  
Take Note Trading 
245 cc t/a Universal 
Trading 

0 0 0 FAIL 

23.  Malaka Suppliers cc 0 0 0 FAIL 

24.  Baithusa 0 
 

36 
36 FAIL 

25.  
Skyshelf 
constructors cc 

0 0 0 FAIL 
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  Score Score   

26.  
Tshambila Env 
Consultant 

0 0 0 FAIL 

27.  Blue Star Group cc 0 0 0 FAIL 

28.  
Mard Project 
Management Unit 
Pty Ltd 

0 0 0 FAIL 

29.  
Swarisanang 
Projects Pty Ltd 

0 48 48 FAIL 
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EVALUATION CRITERIA OUTCOME 
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  Score Score   

30.  
Sp Lenong Civils 
Group 8 Pty Ltd 

0 0 0 FAIL 

31.  VK Distributors 32 0 32 FAIL 

32.  
Amanzi Ne Gesi 
Piping Systems Pty 
Ltd 

0 0 0 FAIL 
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Of the thirty-two (32) bids received for technical evaluation, only thirteen (13) bidders met the minimum requirement of 60 points and proceeded to further 

evaluation. Nineteen (19) bidders did not meet the requirement. 

7.3.3. LIST OF TENDERERS WHO DID NOT MEET THE TECHNICAL MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS 

 

NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

1 Mukay Group Pty Ltd 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted 4 tender experience projects, and 4 were found non-

compliant submissions for the experience requirement as follows: 

1. Harness Fields (supply and delivery :315mm MPVC pipes and 75mm MPVC 

pipes – R292 290.72)– Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase 

order not signed 

2.  Supply, delivery and the of a 1600m PVC pipes for water distribution R225 

789.67) - Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase order not signed 

3. Gauteng province (Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes and fitting R106 

917.20) - Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase order not signed 

4. JOSHCO (Supply and delivery of 1,8km PVC heavy-duty sewer pipes and 

fittings for City Deep Residential Building – R 91 731.77) - Submitted reference 

letter, but the Official purchase order not signed 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

 

1. Harness Fields (supply and delivery :315mm MPVC pipes and 75mm MPVC 

pipes – R292 290.72)– Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase 

order not signed 

2. JOSHCO Supply, delivery and the of a 1600m PVC pipes for water distribution 

R225 789.67) - Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase order not 

signed 

3. Gauteng province (Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes and fitting R106 

917.20) - Submitted reference letter, but the Official purchase order not signed 

4. JOSHCO (Supply and delivery of 1,8km PVC heavy-duty sewer pipes and 

fittings for City Deep Residential Building – R 91 731.77) - Submitted reference 

letter, but the Official purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

2 
Cey Investments t/a Nikkei Bolt & 
Engineering Suppliers cc 

0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted Ten (10)  non-compliant  submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

 

1. Artomia Architects (Supplying PVC and HDPE pipes R274 403.80) - No Official 

Purchase order. 

2. Artomia Architects (Supplying HDPE piping and related components R215 

463.77)- No Purchase order and not relating to the project 

3. Cel piping (Supply of pipes and fittings R 225 612.00) - No Purchase order and 

not relating to the project 

4. Avellini Bros (Pty)Ltd (Supplying HDPE products R250 532.10)– No Purchase 

order and not relating to the project. 

5. Cefco construction (Project Turnbull -Supplying HDPE products and 

components R118 994.00) – No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

6. Cefco construction (Project Pietrse -Supplying HDPE products and components 

R201 129.50) – No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

7. Avellini Bros (Pty) Ltd (supply and delivery of HDPE and components R222 

624.22)– No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

8. Johannesburg water (3 orders - No project name (Not PVC pipes) no total 

amount ) – No reference letters submitted and official purchase order not 

relating to the project. 

9. Umgeni -uThukela water (Supply and delivery  PVC-O press pipe R710 355.00) 

- No reference letters and not relating to the project 

10. Gubhuza 3 trading (Pty)Ltd (Supply and favrication of HDPE pipe and 

associated fittings Ixopo water works R844 514.00)- No reference letters and 

not relating to the project 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted ten (10) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. Artomia Architects (Supplying PVC and HDPE pipes R274 403.80) - No Official 

Purchase order . 

2. Artomia Architects (Supplying HDPE piping and related components R215 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

463.77)- No Purchase order and not relating to the project 

3. Cel piping (Supply of pipes and fittings R 225 612.00) - No Purchase order and 

not relating to the project 

4. Avellini Bros (Pty)Ltd (Supplying HDPE products R250 532.10)– No Purchase 

order and not relating to the project. 

5. Cefco construction (Project Turnbull -Supplying HDPE products and 

components R118 994.00) – No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

6. Cefco construction (Project Pietrse -Supplying HDPE products and components 

R201 129.50) – No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

7. Avellini Bros (Pty) Ltd (supply and delivery of HDPE and components R R222 

624.22)– No Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

8. Johannesburg water (3 orders - No project name (Not PVC pipes) no total 

amount ) – No reference letters submitted and official purchase order not 

relating to the project. 

9. Umgeni -uThukela water (Supply and delivery  PVC-O press pipe R710 355.00) 

- No reference letters and not relating to the project 

10. Gubhuza 3 trading (Pty)Ltd (Supply and fabrication of HDPE pipe and 

associated fittings Ixopo water works R844 514.00)- No reference letters and 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

not relating to the project 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

3 

Remako Group Holdings 

 

  

0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted seven (7) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. COENG (R64 128 438.21) – Purchase order doesn’t state supply and delivery 

of the project. 

2. BIC Engineering (Building works for the upgrading and extension of Warrenton 

wastewater plant and building including all the strauctural – R82 125 625.53) – 

letter of reference doesn’t relate to the project. 

3. Alliance construction (Construction of interna roads Custer, internal bulk water 

services, stormwater and top structure work at Afri village rand fontein, phase 2 

R 178 300 000.00)- No letter of reference attached and not a project 

4. Capricorn district municipality (Rietfontein maintenance of bulk water 

conveyance system and upgrades of bulk water supply R118 465 863.67) - No 

letter of reference attached 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

5. Johannesburg development agency (the construction of Auckland Park precinct 

NMT:PHASE 1 R 25 733 244.25 - No letter of reference attached or Purchase 

order 

6. Dig &Hs (Installation of internal service, mamusa local municipality, No amount) 

- No letter of reference attached or Purchase order 

7. Masututsa (Sewer remedial works on bathroom structures on 157 stands in 

DAVEYTONEXT 14, No amount ) – No Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted Seven (7) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore 

did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

 

1. COENG (R64 128 438.21) – Purchase order doesn’t state supply and delivery 

of the project. 

2. BIC Engineering (Building works for the upgrading and extension of Warrenton 

waste water plant and building including all the strauctural – R82 125 625.53) – 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

letter of reference doesn’t relate to the project. 

3. Alliance construction (Construction of interna roads custer, internal bulk water 

services, stormwater and top structure work at Afri village rand fontein, phase 2 

R 178 300 000.00)- No letter of reference attached and not a project 

4. Capricorn district municipality (Reintfontein maintenance of bulk water 

conveyance system and upgrades of bulk water supply R118 465 863.67) - No 

letter of reference attached 

5. Johannesburg development agency ( the construction of Auckland Park 

precinct NMT:PHASE 1 R 25 733 244.25 - No letter of reference attached or 

Purchase order 

6. Dig &Hs (Installation of internal service, mamusa local municipality, No amount) 

- No letter of reference attached or Purchase order 

7. Masututsa (Sewer remedial works on bathroom structures on 157 stands in 

DAVEYTONEXT 14, No amount) – No Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

 

Attached practical completion instead of official purchase order 

Score: 0 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

4 Wealthy JT Brothers Pty Ltd 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted seven (7) non-compliant submission for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: offloading of manhole covers rate 

based) not a project 

2. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Reinforcing steel R 2 168 928.75) not a 

project 

3. City of Tshwane - (Appointment letter: Offloading traffic signals rate based) not 

a project 

4. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Energy efficient lamps rate based) not a 

project 

5. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Offloading fuse links and fuse elements 

rate based) not a project 

6. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Panel of communication rate based) not 

a project 

7. City of Tshwane – (Letter of goodstanding: Electrical equipment rate based ) 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

not a project 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted seven  (7) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore 

did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: offloading of manhole covers rate 

based) not a project 

2. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Reinforcing steel R 2 168 928.75) not a 

project 

3. City of Tshwane - (Appointment letter: Offloading traffic signals rate based) not 

a project 

4. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Energy efficient lamps rate based) not a 

project 

5. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter : Offloading fuse links and fuse elements 

rate based) not a project 

6. City of Tshwane – (Appointment letter: Panel of communication rate based) not 

a project 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

7. City of Tshwane – (Letter of good standing: Electrical equipment rate-based) 

not a project No official purchase orders 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

5 RCH Trading cc 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted ten (10) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. City of Ekurhuleni (JW reference – supply of PVC Sewer pipes class34 

compression fittings, copper fittings ,galvanised fittings No amount)– No Official 

Purchase order 

2. Moqhaka municipality (Panel of service providers for supply and delivery of 

water meters and plumbing for a period of 3 years and amount is As and when) 

- No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

3. Lekwa local municipality (Supply and delivery of various p- No Official Purchase 

order and not relating to the project. 

4. Ke ba bang - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

5. Lesedi local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 
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NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

project. 

6. Emfuleni local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

7. Johannesburg water - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

8. City of Ekurhuleni - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

9. Lekwa local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

10. Govan Mbeki municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted ten  (10) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore 

did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below:  

1. City of Ekurhuleni (JW reference – supply of PVC Sewer pipes class34 

compression fittings, copper fittings, galvanised fittings No amount )– No 

Official Purchase order 

2. Moqhaka municipality (Panel of service providers for supply and delivery of 
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TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

water meters and plumbing for a period of 3 years and amount is As and when) 

- No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

3. Lekwa local municipality (Supply and delivery of various p- No Official Purchase 

order and not relating to the project. 

4. Ke ba bang - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

5. Lesedi local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

6. Emfuleni local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

7. Johannesburg water - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

8. City of Ekurhuleni - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the project. 

9. Lekwa local municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

10. Govan Mbeki municipality - No Official Purchase order and not relating to the 

project. 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 
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TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

6 MTJ Projects Pty Ltd 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. BDGTR (Supply and delivery of heavy-duty PVC pipes as-and-when-required 

for a period of 12 months – R364 765.00 and R723 240.00)-No Purchase order 

attached 

2. Makhado Municipality (Supply and delivery of underground PVC and sewer 

pipes to Makhado municipality – R630 029.00) - No Purchase order attached 

3. Polokwane Municipality (Supply and delivery of PVC pipes R 345 668.00 - no 

correspondence between the start date : 27 /02/2022 and end date 

02/03/2020(Not a required project as per technical requirements) 

4. Rembu Construction (Construction of Northern Oakmore station to civic centre 

via milkway in City of Ekurhuleni (For sub- contract of service provider for the 

supply and delivery of PVC and steel pipes R834 658.00) - No Purchase order 

attached 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 
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not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below:: 

1. BDGTR (Supply and delivery of heavy-duty PVC pipes as-and-when-required 

for a period of 12 months – R364 765.00 and R723 240.00)-No Purchase order 

attached 

2. Makhado Municipality (Supply and delivery of underground PVC and sewer 

pipes to Makhado municipality – R630 029.00) - No Purchase order attached 

3. Polokwane Municipality (Supply and delivery of PVC pipes R 345 668.00 - no 

correspondence between the start date : 27 /02/2022 and end date 

02/03/2020(Not a required project as per technical requirements) 

4. Rembu Construction (Construction of Northern Oakmore station to civic centre 

via milkway in City of Ekurhuleni (For sub- contract of service provider for the 

supply and delivery of PVC and steel pipes R834 658.00) - No Purchase order 

attached 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

7 Pilisaneng Pty Ltd 0 Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.65 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. City of Mbombela – (Supply and delivery of galvanised pipping ,copper pipping 

and fittings R4 009 984.73) No official Purchase orders attached 

2. Public works , roads and transport (supply and delivery of hdpe for the 

department of public roads and transport at ehlazemi,bohlabela ,nkangala ,gert 

sibande district and hread office of mpumalanga province for a period of three 

years – No amount) - No official Purchase orders attached 

3. Ehlanzeni District Municipality (supply and delivery of fabricated steel pipes 

,valves and fittings for the construction of main water pipelines in Nkomazi for a 

period of 36 months R4 502 940.00)- No official Purchase orders attached 

4. Chief albert Luthuli municipality( supply and delivery of sewer pipes and fittings 

for 36 months – R5 142 839.20 )- No official Purchase orders attached 

5. Msukaligwa Local Municipality ( supply and delivery of steel pipe fittings 

material for a refurbishment of the Kwazanele wastewater treatment works for 

as period of 36 months -R3 540 256.00) - No official Purchase orders attached 

6. New castle municipality (Supply, delivery and offloading of PVC sewer drain 

pipes & fittings for a period of 12 months to new castle municipality- R4 201 
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098.18) - No official Purchase orders attached 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

 

1. City of Mbombela – (Supply and delivery of galvanised pipping ,copper pipping 

and fittings R4 009 984.73) No official Purchase orders attached 

2. Public works, roads and transport (supply and delivery of hdpe for the 

department of public roads and transport at ehlazemi,bohlabela ,nkangala ,gert 

sibande district and hread office of mpumalanga province for a period of three 

years – No amount) - No official Purchase orders attached 

3. Ehlanzeni District Municipality (supply and delivery of fabricated steel pipes 

,valves and fittings for the construction of main water pipelines in Nkomazi for a 

period of 36 months R4 502 940.00)- No official Purchase orders attached 

4. Chief albert Luthuli municipality( supply and delivery of sewer pipes and fittings 

for 36 months – R5 142 839.20 )- No official Purchase orders attached 
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5. Msukaligwa Local Municipality ( supply and delivery of steel pipe fittings 

material for a refurbishment of the Kwazanele wastewater treatment works for 

as period of 36 months -R3 540 256.00) - No official Purchase orders attached 

6. New castle municipality (Supply, delivery and offloading of PVC sewer drain 

pipes & fittings for a period of 12 months to new castle municipality- R4 201 

098.18) - No official Purchase orders attached 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

8 
La Mosekedile Trading 
Enterprise 

0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Capricorn District Municipality (supply and delivery of water and wastewater 

infrastructure maintenance materials rate based)– A Johannesburg Water letter 

of reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not 

indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the 

contract amount. 

2. City of Tshwane(supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance spares for the 
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period of 3 years in the City of Tshwane -rate based ) - A Johannesburg Water 

letter of reference was submitted is incomplete. However, the official purchase 

order does not indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to 

verify the contract amount. 

3. Capricorn District Municipality (supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance 

spares for the period of 3 years -No amount) – A Johannesburg Water letter of 

reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not indicate 

the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the contract 

amount. 

4. Great Tzaneen Municipality (supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance 

spares for the period of 3 years in the -No Amount) - A Johannesburg Water 

letter of reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not 

indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the 

contract amount. 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 
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more, as detailed below: 

1. Capricorn District Municipality (supply and delivery of water and wastewater 

infrastructure maintenance materials rate-based)– A Johannesburg Water letter 

of reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not 

indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the 

contract amount. 

2. City of Tshwane (supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance spares for the 

period of 3 years in the City of Tshwane -rate based ) - A Johannesburg Water 

letter of reference was submitted is incomplete. However, the official purchase 

order does not indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to 

verify the contract amount. 

3. Capricorn District Municipality (supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance 

spares for the period of 3 years -No amount) – A Johannesburg Water letter of 

reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not indicate 

the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the contract 

amount. 

4. Great Tzaneen Municipality (supply and delivery of mechanical maintenance 

spares for the period of 3 years in the -No Amount) - A Johannesburg Water 
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letter of reference was submitted. However, the official purchase order does not 

indicate the total purchase order value, making it impossible to verify the 

contract amount. 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

9 
Take Note Trading 245 cc t/a 
Universal Trading 

0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Oudtshoorn municipality (Supply and delivery of class PVC material (R1 444 

628.51 and R 1 199 944.50 – official Purchase order not signed. 

2. Drakenstein Municipality (repair coupling to suit 250 Fibre cement COD R1 078 

47.00) – Not a project 

3. Matzikama local Municipality – Met the criteria (R189 332.00) 

Cederberg local municipality - Met the criteria (R129 782.00) 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted four (4) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 
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not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below:  

 

1. Oudtshoorn municipality (Supply and delivery of class PVC material (R1 444 

628.51 and R 1 199 944.50 – official Purchase order not signed. 

2. Drakenstein Municipality (repair coupling to suit 250 Fibre cement COD R1 078 

47.00) – Not a project 

3. Matzikama local Municipality – Met the criteria (R189 332.00) 

4. Cederberg local municipality - Met the criteria (R129 782.00) 

The capacity-to-supply requirement was not met. 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

10 Malaka Suppliers cc 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted two (2) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Thivhavumi holdings(1110mm class 16 high impact pipes R4 228 653.88) - No 

purchase orders and only attached letters of reference 
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2. Bathabhe kasetie trading and projects (Supply and delivery of water 

materials,pipes, sanitation materials and pipes R 20 000 000.00) - No purchase 

orders and only attached letters of reference 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted two  (2) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. Thivhavumi holdings(1110mm class 16 high impact pipes R4 228 653.88) - No 

purchase orders and only attached letters of reference 

2. Bathabhe kasetie trading and projects (Supply and delivery of water materials, 

pipes, sanitation materials and pipes R 20 000 000.00) - No purchase orders 

and only attached letters of reference 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

11 Baithusa 36 
Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted nine (9) non-compliant submissions for the experience 
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requirement as follows: 

1. Opevia Maintenance (Supply and delivery MPVC pipes 315mm and 50mm in 

Rosslyn - Met the criteria (R599 000.00) 

2. Ngila projects management ( 110 diameter sewer pipes and associate )– met 

the criteria (R440 999,00) 

3. BLVCK elephant Pty Ltd (High pressure UPVC pipes in Nelspruit - met the 

criteria (R437 500.00) 

4. Bogoto trading (sewage pipes, fittings and accessories R10 500 000.00) – 

Purchase order not signed 

5. Magwela holding (Pty) Ltd ( 273mm, 350mm and 406mm diameter R2590 

000.00) – Purchase order not attached 

6. C-struct projects (supply and delivery of sewage and water pipes and 

associates accessories R650 000.00) - Purchase order not signed 

7. Great Growth holdings (220mm , 350mm and 400mm diameter R1 088 000.00) 

– Purchase order not signed 

8. Grevenenfil construction & Projects ( sewage pipes and accessories – r430 

000.00) - purchase order not signed 

9. Maduludi (Supply and delivery of MPVC and UPVC pipes and fittings R 871 
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011.00). - purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted nine (9) and six  (6)were  non-compliant purchase orders 

and therefore did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of 

R1 000 000 or more, as detailed below: 

1. Opevia Maintenance (Supply and delivery MPVC pipes 315mm and 50mm in 

Rosslyn - Met the criteria (R599 000.00) 

2. Ngila projects management ( 110 diameter sewer pipes and associate )– met 

the criteria (R440 999,00) 

3. BLVCK elephant Pty Ltd (High pressure UPVC pipes in Nelspruit - met the 

criteria (R437 500.00) 

4. Bogoto trading (sewage pipes, fittings and accessories R10 500 000.00) – 

Purchase order not signed 

5. Magwela holding (Pty) Ltd ( 273mm, 350mm and 406mm diameter R2590 

000.00) – Purchase order not attached 

6. C-struct projects (supply and delivery of sewage and water pipes and 

associates accessories R650 000.00) - Purchase order not signed 
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7. Great Growth holdings (220mm , 350mm and 400mm diameter R1 088 000.00) 

– Purchase order not signed 

8. Grevenenfil construction & Projects ( sewage pipes and accessories – r430 

000.00) - purchase order not signed 

9. Maduludi (Supply and delivery of MPVC and UPVC pipes and fittings R 871 

011.00). - purchase order not signed 

Three compliant projects were accepted for the capacity-to-supply assessment. 

Score: 36 

Total score achieved: 36 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

12 Skyshelf contractors cc 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Sibanye still water ( sport facility upgrade R6 143 234.50) – Not relating to 

project requirements for technical evaluation. 

2. Sibanye still water (Marikana community health centre -R22 182 680.34) – Not 

relating to project requirements for technical evaluation. 

3. Enaex Africa (Pty) Ltd( Supply and delivery of PVC and steel pipe- R 1 888 
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616.31 , R606 616.31 and R 1 335 255.31) – attached a quotation and 

Purchase order not signed. 

4. FBO Trading and projects – (Purchase order for repairs of bulk water pipeline 

R7 297 401.24) and letter of reference Not relating to project requirements for 

technical evaluation. 

5. Kipp consulting engineers (Supply and delivery of bulk water supply repairs and 

installation of all bulks water pipes and civil works – R10 986 500.10)- Purchase 

order and letter of reference not relating to project requirements for technical 

evaluation. 

6. Axton Matrix – (Upgrading and extension of the Brits water treatment R9 450 

388.67 ) Purchase order and letter of reference not relating to project 

requirements for technical evaluation. 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted six  (6) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. Sibanye still water ( sport facility upgrade R6 143 234.50) – Not relating to 
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project requirements for technical evaluation. 

2. Sibanye still water (Marikana community health centre -R22 182 680.34) – Not 

relating to project requirements for technical evaluation. 

3. Enaex Africa (Pty) Ltd( Supply and delivery of PVC and steel pipe- R 1 888 

616.31 , R606 616.31 and R 1 335 255.31) – attached a quotation and 

Purchase order not signed. 

4. FBO Trading and projects – (Purchase order for repairs of bulk water pipeline 

R7 297 401.24) and letter of reference Not relating to project requirements for 

technical evaluation. 

5. Kipp consulting engineers (Supply and delivery of bulk water supply repairs and 

installation of all bulks water pipes and civil works – R10 986 500.10)- Purchase 

order and letter of reference not relating to project requirements for technical 

evaluation. 

6. Axton Matrix – (Upgrading and extension of the Brits water treatment R9 450 

388.67 ) Purchase order and letter of reference not relating to project 

requirements for technical evaluation 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 
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13 Tshambila Env Consultant 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted five (5) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. BICS Engineering(APPOINTMENT LETTER TECH/14/2018 : development of 

water ,sewer,roads and storm water at Regorogile R3 154 784.53 and 

completion attached ) - No official purchase order and letter of reference 

attached 

2. Thabazimbi municipality (appointment letter TECH/14/2018-19: development of 

water ,sewer,roads and storm water at Regorogile R 18 506 351.10) completion 

attached - No official purchase order and letter of reference attached 

3. T2 -TECH(Certificate of completion :Construction of 29 436m of 75 mm Upvc, 

Construction of 10 078m of 110 mm Upvc, Construction of 6 436m of 160 mm 

Upvc, Construction of 2452m of 200 mm Upvc, Construction of 1918 Erf and 

Construction of 5 pipe crossings No amount - No official purchase order and 

letter of reference attached 

4. BICS Engineering (Appoinmtent letter :supply and construction of 29 436m of 

75mm uPVC and supply and construction of 2452m of 200mm uPVC and 

Completion certificate R28 791 863.14) - No official purchase order and letter of 
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reference attached 

5. (Dr JS Moroka local municipality) Rembu (Upgrading of Siyabiswa d sewer 

reticulation R3 229 804.19)- No official purchase order and letter of reference 

attached 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted five (5) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. BICS Engineering(appointment letter TECH/14/2018 : development of water 

,sewer,roads and storm water at Regorogile R3 154 784.53 and completion 

attached ) - No official purchase order and letter of reference attached 

2. Thabazimbi municipality (APPOINTMENT LETTER TECH/14/2018-19: 

development of water ,sewer, roads and storm water at Regorogile R 18 506 

351.10) completion attached - No official purchase order and letter of reference 

attached 

3. T2 -TECH (Certificate of completion :Construction of 29 436m of 75 mm Upvc, 

Construction of 10 078m of 110 mm Upvc, Construction of 6 436m of 160 mm 
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Upvc, Construction of 2452m of 200 mm Upvc, Construction of 1918 Erf and 

Construction of 5 pipe crossings No amount - No official purchase order and 

letter of reference attached 

4. BICS Engineering (Appoinmtent letter: supply and construction of 29 436m of 

75mm uPVC and supply and construction of 2452m of 200mm uPVC and 

Completion certificate R28 791 863.14) - No official purchase order and letter of 

reference attached 

5. (Dr JS Moroka local municipality) Rembu (Upgrading of Siyabiswa d sewer 

reticulation R3 229 804.19)- No official purchase order and letter of reference 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

14 Sp Lenong Civils Group 8 Pty Ltd 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted eight (8) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Joe Gqabi district municipality (supply, delivery of bulk water (pipes ,fittings and 

mandholes R6 636 767.10)- No Purchase order attached 

2. Rand Water (Supply and delivery :120 concrete pipe and 70 manholes R 3 660 
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225.75)– No letter of reference attached 

3. City of cape town (supply and delivery of bulk water, precast concrete pipe 

2340mm R5 433 750.00)- No letter of reference attached 

4. Anglo American (Official purchase order - Supply ,delivery :type – pipes & 

fittings R 3 222 563.00- No letter of reference attached 

5. DBSA (Official purchase order - Supply, delivery of Rooiwal WWTW Bulk water 

hundred R3 594 420.00)- No letter of reference attached 

6. Mtubatuba municipality (Letter of appointment for provision of storm water and 

bulk water supply construction materials for period of 22 months in ntabantaba 

under mtubatuba local municipality tender no: MTU16/2018/13 R16 897 

745.20) - No Purchase order attached 

7. eThekwini Municipality (supply and deliver bulk water system construction 

material (pipes,fittings,manholes, etc R3 201 187.79) – No Purchase order 

attached 

8. eThekwini Municipality (supply and deliver bulk water system construction 

material (pipes, fittings, manholes, etc R3 698 321.13)– No Purchase order 

attached 

Score: 0 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.82 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted eight  (8) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore 

did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. Joe Gqabi district municipality (supply, delivery of bulk water (pipes ,fittings and 

mandholes R6 636 767.10)- No Purchase order attached 

2. Rand Water (Supply and delivery :120 concrete pipe and 70 manholes R 3 660 

225.75)– No letter of reference attached 

3. City of cape town (supply and delivery of bulk water ,precast concrete pipe 

2340mm R5 433 750.00)- No letter of reference attached 

4. Anglo American(Official purchase order - Supply ,delivery :type – pipes & 

fittings R 3 222 563.00- No letter of reference attached 

5. DBSA (Official purchase order - Supply ,delivery of Rooiwal WWTW Bulk water 

hundred R3 594 420.00)- No letter of reference attached 

6. Mtubatuba municipality (Letter of appointment for provision of storm water and 

bulk water supply construction materials for period of 22 months in ntabantaba 

under mtubatuba local municipality tender no: MTU16/2018/13 R16 897 

745.20) - No Purchase order attached 
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7. eThekwini Municipality ( supply and deliver bulk water system construction 

material (pipes, fittings,manholes, etc R3 201 187.79) – No Purchase order 

attached 

8. eThekwini Municipality (supply and deliver bulk water system construction 

material (pipes, fittings, manholes, etc R3 698 321.13)– No Purchase order 

attached 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

15 VK Distributors 32 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted eight (8) and four (4) were non- compliant submissions 

for the experience requirement as follows: 

1. iLembe district municipality (supply and delivery of water and sewer stores 

material over a 3-year period (SCM01/2009) - met the criteria (R28 000) 

2. Amajuba District Municipality (T2015/08: supply and delivery of plumbing pipes 

fittings and tools order no 007195 No amount)- Official purchase order 

incomplete. 

3. Ugu District Municipality (supply and delivery of water and sanitation pipes and 
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pipe fitting for a period 3 years)– met the criteria (R7854.00) 

4. Harry Gwala District municipality (supply and delivery of plumbing material)- 

met the criteria (R16 339.00)) 

5. Msunduzi Municipality (supply service: pressure pipes, flexible couplings, steel 

flanges, saddles and miscellaneous water works provisions) - met the criteria 

(R17 595.00) 

6. Msunduzi Municipality (supply service :water and sanitation supplies) - met the 

criteria (R310 365.00) 

7. Umhlathuze Municipality(supplying of plumbing materials R630.42 ) – not a 

required project as per the technical requirements 

8. Msunduzi Municipality (supply and delivery: water and sanitation supplies )- met 

the criteria (R243 675.00) 

Score: 32 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted eight  (8) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore 

did not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below:  

1. iLembe district municipality (supply and delivery of water and sewer stores 
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material over a 3 year period (SCM01/2009) - met the criteria (R28 000) 

2. Amajuba District Municipality( T2015/08:supply and delivery of plumbing pipes 

fittings and tools order no 007195 No amount )- Official purchase order 

incomplete. 

3. Ugu District Municipality (supply and delivery of water and sanitation pipes and 

pipe fitting for a period 3 years)– met the criteria (R7854.00) 

4. Harry Gwala District municipality (supply and delivery of plumbing material)- 

met the criteria (R16 339.00)) 

5. Msunduzi Municipality (supply service: pressure pipes, flexible couplings, steel 

flanges , saddles and miscellaneous water works provisions) - met the criteria 

(R17 595.00) 

6. Msunduzi Municipality (supply service: water and sanitation supplies) - met the 

criteria (R310 365.00) 

7. Umhlathuze Municipality(supplying of plumbing materials R630.42) – not a 

required project as per the technical requirements 

8. Msunduzi Municipality (supply and delivery: water and sanitation supplies )- met 

the criteria (R243 675.00) 

The capacity-to-supply requirement was not met. 
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Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 32 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

16 
Amanzi Ne Gesi Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted one (1) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. OLalveo water (supply and delivery of pipes and fittings R3 000 000.00) - Only 

one letter of reference attached, and Purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted one  (1) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R3 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. OLalveo water (supply and delivery of pipes and fittings R3 000 000.00) - Only 

one letter of reference attached, and Purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 
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17 Swarisanang  Projects Pty Ltd 48 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted four (4) and two(2) non-compliant submissions for the 

experience requirement as follows: 

1. City of Tshwane (Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes R1 450 000.00) – 

Purchase order not signed. 

2. Moretele local municipality( Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes 

materials R 5 567 884.00) – date of the reference letter (start date 

September15,2025 ) doesn’t correspond with the start date with purchase order 

(September 15 ,2019) (letter raise red flags). 

3. Mopani district Municipality – met the criteria (R95 133.75) 

4. Madibeng local Municipality - met the criteria (2 564 471.00) 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted nine (9) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. City of Tshwane (Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes R1 450 000.00) – 
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ACHIEVED 
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Purchase order not signed. 

2. Moretele local municipality (Supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes 

materials R 5 567 884.00) – date of the reference letter (start date 

September15,2025 ) doesn’t correspond with the start date with purchase order 

(September 15 ,2019) (letter raise red flags). 

3. Mopani district Municipality – met the criteria (R95 133.75) 

4. Madibeng local Municipality - met the criteria (2 564 471.00) 

Two compliant projects were accepted for the capacity-to-supply assessment. 

Score: 48 

Total score achieved: 48 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

18 Blue Star Group cc 0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 

pipes on a as-and-when-required – R2 990 655.01)– Official purchase order not 

signed. 

2. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 
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pipes on a as-and-when-required – R3 222 650.00)– - Official purchase order 

not signed. 

3. Sedibeng District Municipality(Supply and delivery of 300m diameter heavy-

duty sewer pipes on a as-and-when-required – R3 778 215.11)– - Official 

purchase order not signed. 

4. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 

pipes on a as-and-when-required – R2 670 515.99) - Official purchase order not 

signed 

5. Fetakgomo greater tubutse Municipality (supply and delivery and offloading of 

class 12 sewer pipes in burgersfort on an as-and-when-required basis for a 

period of 24 months -R3 959 898.02) - Official purchase order not signed 

6. Fetakgomo greater tubutse Municipality (supply and delivery and offloading of 

class 12 sewer pipes in burgersfort on an as-and-when-required basis for a 

period of 24 months -R4 442 666.11) - Official purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 
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more, as detailed below: 

1. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 

pipes on a as-and-when-required – R2 990 655.01)– Official purchase order not 

signed. 

2. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 

pipes on a as-and-when-required – R3 222 650.00)– - Official purchase order 

not signed. 

3. Sedibeng District Municipality(Supply and delivery of 300m diameter heavy-

duty sewer pipes on a as-and-when-required – R3 778 215.11)– - Official 

purchase order not signed. 

4. Vhembe District Municipality (Supply and delivery of class r PVC pressure 

pipes on a as-and-when-required – R2 670 515.99) - Official purchase order not 

signed 

5. Fetakgomo greater tubutse Municipality (supply and delivery and offloading of 

class 12 sewer pipes in burgersfort on an as-and-when-required basis for a 

period of 24 months -R3 959 898.02) - Official purchase order not signed 

6. Fetakgomo greater tubutse Municipality (supply and delivery and offloading of 

class 12 sewer pipes in burgersfort on an as-and-when-required basis for a 
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period of 24 months -R4 442 666.11) - Official purchase order not signed 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 

19 

Mard Project Management Unit 
Pty Ltd 

 
0 

Criteria 1 - Tenderer's Experience 

The bidder submitted six (6) non-compliant  submissions for the experience 

requirement as follows: 

1. Elias Motsoaledi local municipality (Appointment letter supply and delivery of 

water pipe material R 3 626 400.00) - No official purchase order and Letter of 

reference 

2. Fetakgomo tubatse local municipality(Supplying, delivering and offloading of 

110mm,160mm sewer pipe and fittings for Fetakgomo local municipality as-

and-when-required for 1 year R1 450 700.12) - No official purchase order 

3. Midvaal local municipality(supply and delivery of 63mm Class 9 PVC pipes 

R904 000.00) - No official purchase order 

4. Mafube Municipality (Supply and delivery of water and electrical materials for a 

period of 24 months No amount) - No official purchase order 

5. Vhembe District Municipality - No official Letter of reference attached(Not 
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relating to the required project as per technical evaluation requirement). 

6. Thulamela Municipality( 75mm UPVC pipes and 90mm, 110mm and 200mm 

high pressure sewer pipes and fittings R698 900.00) - No official Letter of 

reference attached (Not relating to the required project as per technical 

evaluation requirement). 

Score: 0 

Criteria 2 - Capacity to Supply 

The bidder submitted six  (6) non-compliant purchase orders and therefore did 

not demonstrate the required capacity-to-supply threshold of R1 000 000 or 

more, as detailed below: 

1. Elias Motsoaledi local municipality (Appointment letter supply and delivery of 

water pipe meterial R 3 626 400.00) - No official purchase order and Letter of 

reference 

2. Fetakgomo tubatse local municipality(Supplying, delivering and offloading of 

110mm,160mm sewer pipe and fittings for Fetakgomo local municipality as-

and-when-required for 1 year R1 450 700.12) - No official purchase order 

3. Midvaal local municipality (supply and delivery of 63mm Class 9 PVC pipes 

R904 000.00) - No official purchase order 
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7.3.4. LIST OF TENDERERS WHO MET REQUIREMENTS AND QUALIFIED FOR FURTHER EVALUATION. 

 

NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE ACHIEVED 

1.  Bionic Solutions  60 

2.  Bapedi & Associates 60 

NO TENDERERS 
TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 
REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

4. Mafube Municipality (Supply and delivery of water and electrical materials for a 

period of 24 months No amount) - No official purchase order 

5. Vhembe District Municipality - No official Letter of reference attached (Not 

relating to the required project as per technical evaluation requirement). 

6. Thulamela Municipality( 75mm UPVC pipes and 90mm, 110mm and 200mm 

high pressure sewer pipes and fittings R698 900.00) - No official Letter of 

reference attached (Not relating to the required project as per technical 

evaluation requirement). 

Score: 0 

Total score achieved: 0 points (minimum required: 60 points). 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE ACHIEVED 

3.  
SA Water Products Polokwane Pty 
Ltd 

84 

4.  Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 84 

5.  AMBIDEX Holdings Pty Ltd 92 

6.  Amampembe Trading Enterprise 60 

7.  Ele Investments Group cc 92 

8.  Mathelemusa Trading & Projects 84 

9.  Mamish Group Pty Ltd 60 

10.  NRB Piping Systems Pty Ltd 92 

11.  
Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty 
Ltd 

84 

12.  
BDGTR Consulting & Supply Pty 
Ltd 

100 

13.  

KFC Engineering & Industrial 
Supplies 

 

92 

 

7.3.5. SUMMARY OF CATEGORIES FOR BIDDERS WHO PASSED TECHNICAL EVALUATION 
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NO BIDDER(S) CATEGORIES 

1.  Bionic Solutions  
Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

2.  Bapedi & Associates 
Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

3.  
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

4.  Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 
Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 No offer No offer No offer No offer 

5.  
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

6.  
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

7.  
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

8.  
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

9.  Mamish Group Pty Ltd 
Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

10.  
NRB Piping Systems Pty 
Ltd 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 
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7.3.6. OFFERED RATES BY SHORTLISTED BIDDERS PER CATEGORY 

CATEGORY 1  

 LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  

Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 365.00 R 73,000.00 R 410.00 R 82,000.00 R 450.00 R 90,000.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 1,450.00 R 1,450,000.00 R 1,750.00 R 1,750,000.00 R 2,000.00 R 2,000,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated R 1,523,000.00  R 1,832,000.00  R 2,090,000.00 

NO BIDDER(S) CATEGORIES 

11.  
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

12.  
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 

13.  

KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

 

Category 

 1 
Category 2 Category 3 Category 6 Category 7 Category 9 Category 10 Category 11 
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Qtys) 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,445,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 816,750.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,261,750.00 

 
 
KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,002.15 R 200,430.00 R 1,089.30 R 217,860.00 R 1,184.05 R 236,810.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 2,189.35 R 2,189,350.00 R 2,379.75 R 2,379,750.00 R 2,586.65 R 2,586,650.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,389,780.00  R 2,597,610.00  R 2,823,460.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 7,810,850.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,171,627.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 8,982,477.50 

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO.   Annual Unit Rate Year 1 Unit Rate Unit Rate Year 2 Unit Unit Rate Year 3 Unit 
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DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Year 1 x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Year 2 Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Year 3 Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,254.50 R 250,900.00 R 1,292.00 R 258,400.00 R 1,331.00 R 266,200.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 3,208.40 R 3,208,400.00 R 3,300.00 R 3,300,000.00 R 3,399.00 R 3,399,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,459,300.00  R 3,558,400.00  R 3,665,200.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 10,682,900.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,602,435.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 12,285,335.00 

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES 

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,100.00 R 220,000.00 R 1,200.00 R 240,000.00 R 1,300.00 R 260,000.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 3,500.00 R 3,500,000.00 R 3,800.00 R 3,800,000.00 R 4,000.00 R 4,000,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,720,000.00 . R 4,040,000.00  R 4,260,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,020,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,803,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 13,823,000.00 
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SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 935.00 R 187,000.00 R 1,075.00 R 215,000.00 R 1,237.00 R 247,400.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 2,565.00 R 2,565,000.00 R 2,950.00 R 2,950,000.00 R 3,392.00 R 3,392,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,752,000.00  R 3,165,000.00  R 3,639,400.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 9,556,400.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,433,460.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,989,860.00 

 
 
LE INVESTMENT 

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,393.96 R 278,792.00 R 1,533.36 R 306,672.00 R 1,686.69 R 337,338.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 3,132.05 R 3,132,050.00 R 3,445.26 R 3,445,260.00 R 3,789.78 R 3,789,780.00 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.100 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,410,842.00  R 3,751,932.00  R 4,127,118.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 11,289,892.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,693,483.80 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 12,983,375.80 

 
 
AMBIDEX  

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,210.95 R 242,190.00 R 1,332.05 R 266,410.00 R 1,465.25 R 293,050.00 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 4,319.41 R 4,319,410.00 R 4,751.36 R 4,751,360.00 R 5,226.49 R 5,226,490.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 4,561,600.00  R 5,017,770.00  R 5,519,540.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 15,098,910.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,264,836.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 17,363,746.50 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.101 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Category 1 

1 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 75mm & 160mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTI
ON 

UOM 

1.1 75mm 6m length 200 R 1,212.14 R 242,427.60 R 1,260.623 R 252,124.60 R 1,309.109 R 261,821.80 

1.2 160mm 6m length 1000 R 2,723.53 R 2,723,525.00 R 2,832.466 R 2,832,466.00 R 2,941.407 R 2,941,407.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 1 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,965,952.60  R 3,084,590.60  R 3,203,228.80 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Exclusive) R 9,253,772.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,388,065.80 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 1 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,641,837.80 
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CATEGORY 2 

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 2 

2 Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies 
(Pipe size 110mm & 200mm) 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,133.55 R 2,267,100.00 R 1,232.15 R 2,464,300.00 R 1,339.30 R 2,678,600.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 3,051.05 R 610,210.00 R 3,316.35 R 663,270.00 R 3,064.75 R 612,950.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

2,877,310.00 
 

R 

3,127,570.00 
 R 3,291,550.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 9,404,430.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,394,464.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,690894.50 
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LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,133.55 R 2,267,100.00 R 1,232.15 R 2,464,300.00 R 1,339.30 R 2,678,600.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 3,051.05 R 610,210.00 R 3,316.35 R 663,270.00 R 3,604.75 R 720,950.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

2,877,310.00 
 

R 

3,127,570.00 
 R 3,399,550.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 9,404,430.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,410,664.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,815,094.50 

          

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.104 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,563.90 R 3,127,800.00 R 1,611.00 R 3,222,000.00 R 1,660.00 R 3,320,000.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 4,210.70 R 842,140.00 R 4,337.00 R 867,400.00 R 4,467.00 R 893,400.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

3,969,940.00 
 

R 

4,089,400.00 
 R 4,213,400.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,272,740.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,840,911.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 14,113,651.00 

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,800.00 R 3,600,000.00 R 1,900.00 R 3,800,000.00 R 2,100.00 R 4,200,000.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 4,700.00 R 940,000.00 R 4,900.00 R 980,000.00 R 5,100.00 R 1,020,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

4,540,000.00 
 

R 

4,780,000.00 
 R 5,220,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 14,540,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,181,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 16,721,000.00 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.105 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,330.00 R 2,660,000.00 R 1,530.00 R 3,060,000.00 R 1,760.00 R 3,520,000.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 3,575.00 R 715,000.00 R 4,110.00 R 822,000.00 R 4,728.00 R 945,600.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

3,375,000.00 
 

R 

3,882,000.00 
 R 4,465,600.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 11,722,600.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,758,390.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 13,480,990.00 

 
 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.106 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 1,621.85 R 3,243,700.00 R 1,784.04 R 3,568,080.00 R 1,962.44 R 3,924,880.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 4,364.93 R 872,986.00 R 4,801.42 R 960,284.00 R 5,281.57 R 1,056,314.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

4,116,686.00 
 

R 

4,528,364.00 
 R 4,981,194.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 13,626,244.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,043,936.60 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 15,670,180.60 

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.10 110mm 6m length 2,000.00 R 2,072.13 R 4,144,260.00 R 2,279.34 R 4,558,680.00 R 2,507.28 R 5,014,560.00 

2.20 200mm 6m length 200.00 R 6,727.50 R 1,345,500.00 R 7,400.25 R 1,480,050.00 R 8,140.28 R 1,628,056.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

5,489,760.00 
 

R 

6,038,730.00 
 R 6,642,616.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 18,171,106.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,725,665.90 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 20,896,771.90 

 
 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.107 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Category 2 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

2. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 
110mm & 200mm) 

2.1 110mm 6m length 2000 R 603.525 R 1,207,050.00 R 627.666 R 1,255,332.00 R 651.807 R 1,303,614.00 

2.2 200mm 6m length 200 R 2,020.15 R 404,030.00 
R 

2,100.956 
R 420,191.20 

R 

2,181.762 
R 436,352.40 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 2 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

1,611,080.00 
 

R 

1,675,523.20 
 R 1,739,966.40 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,026,569.59 

VAT @ 15% R 753,985.44 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 2 (VAT Inclusive) R 5,780,555.04 

 

 

CATEGORY 3 

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 

250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 1,002.15 R 400,860.00 R 1,089.30 R 435,720.00 R 1,184.00 R 473,600.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 4,944.70 R 494,470.00 R 5,374.65 R 537,465.00 R 5,842.05 R 584,205.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 6,969.15 R 348,457.50 R 7,575.15 R 378,757.50 R 8,233.85 R 411,692.50 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,243,787.50  R 1,351,942.50  R 1,469,497.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 4,065,227.00 

VAT @ 15% R 609,784.05 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 4,675,011.05 

 
 
LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 1,002.15 R 400,860.00 R 1,089.30 R 435,720.00 R 1,184.00 R 473,600.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 4,944.70 R 494,470.00 R 5,374.65 R 537,465.00 R 5,842.05 R 584,205.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 6,969.15 R 348,457.50 R 7,575.15 R 378,757.50 R 8,233.85 R 411,692.50 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,243,787.50  R 1,351,942.50  R 1,469,497.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 4,065,227.50 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
VAT @ 15% R 609,784.12 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 4,675,011.62 

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 657.80 R 263,120.00 R 678.00 R 271,200.00 R 698.00 R 279,200.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 6,825.00 R 682,500.00 R 7,030.00 R 703,000.00 R 7,240.00 R 724,000.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 9,625.20 R 481,260.00 R 9,914.00 R 495,700.00 R 10,211.00 R 510,550.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,426,880.00  R 1,469,900.00  R 1,513,750.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 4,410,530.00 

VAT @ 15% R 661,579.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 5,072,109.50 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 950.00 R 380,000.00 R 1,000.00 R 400,000.00 R 1,050.00 R 420,000.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 7,000.00 R 700,000.00 R 7,500.00 R 750,000.00 R 8,000.00 R 800,000.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 11,000.00 R 550,000.00 R 11,500.00 R 575,000.00 R 12,000.00 R 600,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,630,000.00  R 1,725,000.00  R 1,820,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,175,000.00 

0VAT @ 15% R 776,250.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 5,951,250.00 

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 1,100.00 R 440,000.00 R 1,265.00 R 506,000.00 R 1,455.00 R 582,000.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 5,800.00 R 580,000.00 R 6,670.00 R 667,000.00 R 7,670.00 R 767,000.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 8,160.00 R 408,000.00 R 9,384.00 R 469,200.00 R 10,790.00 R 539,500.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,428,000.00  R 1,642,200.00  R 1,888,500.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 4,958,700.00 

VAT @ 15% R 743,805.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 5,702,505.00 

 
 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400.00 R 1,428.79 R 571,516.00 R 1,571.67 R 628,668.00 R 1,728.84 R 691,536.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100.00 R 7,074.20 R 707,420.00 R 7,781.62 R 778,162.00 R 8,559.78 R 855,978.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50.00 R 9,423.40 R 471,170.00 R 10,365.74 R 518,287.00 R 11,402.31 R 570,115.50 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,750,106.00  R 1,925,117.00  R 2,117,629.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,792,852.50 

VAT @ 15% R 868,927.88 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,661,780.38 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 

3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 1,342.18 R 536,872.00 R 1,476.40 R 590,560.00 R 1,624.04 R 649,616.00 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 3,611.86 R 361,186.00 R 3,973.05 R 397,305.00 R 4,370.35 R 437,035.00 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 14,116.18 R 705,809.00 R 15,527.80 R 776,390.00 R 17,080.58 R 854,029.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,603,867.00  R 1,764,255.00  R 1,940,680.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,308,802.00 

VAT @ 15% R 796,320.30 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,105,122.30 

 
 
MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Category 3 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate Year 
2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

3. Modified High Impact PVC pressure pipe to SANS 1283 Class 16 complete with pressed on SG42 shouldered ends and coupling assemblies (Pipe size 90mm, 
250mm & 315mm) 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
3.1 90mm 6m length 400 R 375.89 R 150,355.20 R 390.923 R 156,369.20 R 405.959 R 162,383.60 

3.2 250mm 6m length 100 R 2,081.20 R 208,120.00 R 2,164.448 R 216,444.80 R 2,247.696 R 224,769.60 

3.3 315mm 6m length 50 R 3,216.18 R 160,808.75 R 3,344.822 R 167,241.10 R 3,473.469 R 173,673.45 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 3 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 519,283.95  R 540,055.10  R 560,826.65 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Exclusive) R 1,620,165.70 

VAT @ 15% R 243,024.85 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 3 (VAT Inclusive) R 1,863,190.55 

 

CATEGORY 6 

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 234.05 R 1,170,250.00 R 254.40 R 1,272,000.00 R 276.50 R 1,382,500.00 

6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 865.95 R 432,975.00 R 941.25 R 470,625.00 R 1,023.10 R 511,550.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 1,382.95 R 276,590.00 R 1,503.20 R 300,640.00 R 1,633.90 R 326,780.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,879,815.00  R 2,043,265.00  R 2,220,830.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 6,143,910.00 

VAT @ 15% R 921,586.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 7,065,496.50 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     
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LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 234.05 R 1,170,250.00 R 254.40 R 1,272,000.00 R 276.50 R 1,382,500.00 

6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 865.95 R 432,975.00 R 941.25 R 470,625.00 R 1,023.10 R 511,550.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 1,382.95 R 276,590.00 R 1,503.20 R 300,640.00 R 1,633.90 R 326,780.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,879,815.00  R 2,043,265.00  R 2,220,830.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 6,143,910.00 

VAT @ 15% R 921,586.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 7,065,496.50 

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 366.60 R 1,833,000.00 R 378.00 R 1,890,000.00 R 389.00 R 1,945,000.00 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     
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6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 1,298.70 R 649,350.00 R 1,338.00 R 669,000.00 R 1,378.00 R 689,000.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 2,026.70 R 405,340.00 R 2,088.00 R 417,600.00 R 2,151.00 R 430,200.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,887,690.00  R 2,976,600.00  R 3,064,200.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,928,490.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,339,273.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,267,763.50 

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 500.00 R 2,500,000.00 R 600.00 R 3,000,000.00 R 700.00 R 3,500,000.00 

6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 1,200.00 R 600,000.00 R 1,300.00 R 650,000.00 R 1,400.00 R 700,000.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 1,700.00 R 340,000.00 R 1,800.00 R 360,000.00 R 1,900.00 R 380,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,440,000.00  R 4,010,000.00  R 4,580,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,030,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,804,500.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 13,834,500.00 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 300.00 R 1,500,000.00 R 345.00 R 1,725,000.00 R 397.00 R 1,985,000.00 

6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 1,058.00 R 529,000.00 R 1,217.00 R 608,500.00 R 1,399.00 R 699,500.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 1,685.00 R 337,000.00 R 1,938.00 R 387,600.00 R 2,228.00 R 445,600.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,366,000.00  R 2,721,100.00  R 3,130,100.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,217,200.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,232,580.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 9,449,780.00 

 
 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 432.27 R 2,161,350.00 R 475.50 R 2,377,500.00 R 523.05 R 2,615,250.00 
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JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 1,524.61 R 762,305.00 R 1,677.07 R 838,535.00 R 1,844.78 R 922,390.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 2,393.38 R 478,676.00 R 2,632.72 R 526,544.00 R 2,895.99 R 579,198.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,402,331.00  R 3,742,579.00  R 4,116,838.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 11,261,748.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,689,262.20 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 12,951,010.20 

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 6 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPT
ION 

UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 

6.1 110mm 6m length 5000 R 792.35 R 3,961,750.00 R 871.59 R 4,357,950.00 R 958.74 R 4,793,700.00 

6.2 200mm 6m length 500 R 2,610.06 R 1,305,030.00 R 2,871.07 R 1,435,535.00 R 3,158.17 R 1,579,085.00 

6.3 250mm 6m length 200 R 4,167.51 R 833,502.00 R 4,584.26 R 916,852.00 R 5,042.68 R 1,008,536.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 6,100,282.00  R 6,710,337.00  R 7,381,321.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 20,191,940.00 

VAT @ 15% R 3,028,791.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 23,220,731.00 

MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Category 6 
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ITEM NO. DESCRIPTION UOM 

Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys  

 

6.uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 110mm, 200mm & 250mm) 
 

6.1 110mm 
6m 
length 

1,500 R 242.650 R 363,975.00 R 252.356 R 378,534.00 R 262.062 R 393,093.00  

6.2 200mm 
6m 
length 

500 R 716.175 R 358,087.50 R 744.822 R 372,411.00 R 773.469 R 386,734.50  

6.3 250mm 
6m 
length 

200 
R 
1,408.835 

R 281,767.00 
R 
1,465.178 

R 293,035.60 
R 
1,521.531 

R 304,306.20  

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 6 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,003,829.50   R 1,043,980.60   R 1,084,133.70  

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Exclusive) R 3,131,943.80  

VAT @ 15% R 469,791.57  

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 6 (VAT Inclusive) R 3,601,735.37  
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BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     
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CATEGORY 7  

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

6. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 542.55 R 1,627,650.00 R 589.75 R 1,769,250.00 R 641.00 R 1,923,000.00 

7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 2,184.05 R 218,405.00 R 2,373.95 R 237,395.00 R 2,580.40 R 258,040.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,846,055.00  R 2,006,645.00  R 2,181,040.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 6,033,740.00 

VAT @ 15% R 905,061.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,938,801.00 

 
 
LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 542.55 R 1,627,650.00 R 589.75 R 1,769,250.00 R 641.00 R 1,923,000.00 
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7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 2,184.05 R 218,405.00 R 2,373.95 R 237,395.00 R 2,580.40 R 258,040.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 1,846,055.00  R 2,006,645.00  R 2,181,040.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 6,033,740.00 

VAT @ 15% R 905,061.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,938,801.00 

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 895.70 R 2,687,100.00 R 923.00 R 2,769,000.00 R 951.00 R 2,853,000.00 

7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 3,130.40 R 313,040.00 R 3,224.00 R 322,400.00 R 3,321.00 R 332,100.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 3,000,140.00  R 3,091,400.00  R 3,185,100.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 9,276,640.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,391,496.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,668,136.00 

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 7 

ITEM NO.   Annual Unit Rate Year 1 Unit Unit Rate Year 2 Unit Unit Year 3 Unit Rate 
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DESCRIPTION UOM 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Year 1 Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Year 2 Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Rate 
Year 3 

x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 800.00 R 2,400,000.00 R 900.00 R 2,700,000.00 R 1,000.00 R 3,000,000.00 

7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 2,800.00 R 280,000.00 R 2,900.00 R 290,000.00 R 3,000.00 R 300,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,680,000.00  R 2,990,000.00  R 3,300,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,970,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,345,500.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 10,315,500.00 

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 656.00 R 1,968,000.00 R 755.00 R 2,265,000.00 R 868.00 R 2,604,000.00 

7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 2,570.00 R 257,000.00 R 2,955.00 R 295,500.00 R 3,400.00 R 340,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 2,225,000.00  R 2,560,500.00  R 2,944,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 7,729,500.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,159,425.00 
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Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 8,888,925.00 

 
 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 962.65 R 2,887,950.00 R 1,058.92 R 3,176,760.00 R 1,164.81 R 3,494,430.00 

7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 3,698.60 R 369,860.00 R 4,068.46 R 406,846.00 R 4,475.31 R 447,531.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 3,257,810.00  R 3,583,606.00  R 3,941,961.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 10,783,377.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,617,506.55 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 12,400,883.55 

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 7 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

7. uPVC sewer pipe to SANS 791 Class 34 complete with spigot and socket joint assembly (Pipe size 160mm & 315mm) 

7.1 160mm 6m length 3000 R 1,669.94 R 5,009,820.00 R 1,836.94 R 5,510,820.00 R 2,020.63 R 6,061,890.00 
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7.2 315mm 6m length 100 R 6,552.03 R 655,203.00 R 7,207.24 R 720,724.00 R 7,927.96 R 792,796.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 7 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 
Qtys) 

R 5,665,023.00  R 6,231,544.00  R 6,854,686.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Exclusive) R 18,751,253.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,812,687.95 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 7 (VAT Inclusive) R 21,563,940.95 

 

 

 

CATEGORY 9  

KFC ENGINEERING 

Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 143.60 R 114,880.00 R 156.10 R 124,880.00 R 169.65 R 135,720.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 143.60 R 229,760.00 R 156.10 R 249,760.00 R 169.65 R 271,440.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 340.45 R 1,361,800.00 R 370.05 R 1,480,200.00 R 402.25 R 1,609,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 1,706,440.00  R 1,854,840.00  R 2,016,160.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,577,440.00 
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VAT @ 15% R 836,616.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,414,056.00 

 
 
LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 143.60 R 114,880.00 R 156.10 R 124,880.00 R 169.65 R 135,720.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 143.60 R 229,760.00 R 156.10 R 249,760.00 R 169.65 R 271,440.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 340.45 R 1,361,800.00 R 370.05 R 1,480,200.00 R 402.25 R 1,609,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 1,706,440.00  R 1,854,840.00  R 2,016,160.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 5,577,440.00 

VAT @ 15% R 836,616.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 6,414,056.00 
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MAMISH GROUP 

Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 184.60 R 147,680.00 R 190.00 R 152,000.00 R 196.00 R 156,800.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 197.60 R 316,160.00 R 204.00 R 326,400.00 R 211.00 R 337,600.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 471.90 R 1,887,600.00 R 487.00 R 1,948,000.00 R 502.00 R 2,008,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 2,351,440.00  R 2,426,400.00  R 2,502,400.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 7,280,240.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,092,036.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 8,372,276.00 
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BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 300.00 R 240,000.00 R 400.00 R 320,000.00 R 450.00 R 360,000.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 450.00 R 720,000.00 R 550.00 R 880,000.00 R 600.00 R 960,000.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 700.00 R 2,800,000.00 R 750.00 R 3,000,000.00 R 800.00 R 3,200,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 3,760,000.00  R 4,200,000.00  R 4,520,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,480,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,872,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 14,352,000.00 
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SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 185.00 R 148,000.00 R 213.00 R 170,400.00 R 245.00 R 196,000.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 212.00 R 339,200.00 R 244.00 R 390,400.00 R 280.00 R 448,000.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 617.00 R 2,468,000.00 R 710.00 R 2,840,000.00 R 815.00 R 3,260,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 2,955,200.00  R 3,400,800.00  R 3,904,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 10,260,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,539,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 11,799,000.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ELE INVESTMENT  
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Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 258.75 R 207,000.00 R 284.63 R 227,704.00 R 313.09 R 250,472.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 258.75 R 414,000.00 R 284.63 R 455,408.00 R 313.09 R 500,944.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 752.57 R 3,010,280.00 R 827.83 R 3,311,320.00 R 910.61 R 3,642,440.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 3,631,280.00  R 3,994,432.00  R 4,393,856.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,019,568.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,802,935.20 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 13,822,503.20 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
AMBIDEX 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.129 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Category 9 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

9. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm & 160m) 

9.1 75mm No 800 R 467.52 R 374,016.00 R 514.27 R 411,416.00 R 565.69 R 452,552.00 

9.2 90mm No 1600 R 671.09 R 1,073,744.00 R 738.20 R 1,181,120.00 R 812.02 R 1,299,232.00 

9.3 160mm No 4000 R 1,802.27 R 7,209,080.00 
R 

1,983.27 
R 7,933,080.00 

R 

2,181.59 
R 8,726,360.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 9 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 8,656,840.00  R 9,525,616.00  R 10,478,144.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Exclusive) R 28,660,600.00 

VAT @ 15% R 4,299,090.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 9 (VAT Inclusive) R 32,959,690.00 

 

CATEGORY 10 

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.130 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
10.1 110mm No 10000 R 202.15 R 2,021,500.00 R 219.75 R 2,197,500.00 R 238.85 R 2,388,500.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 436.20 R 348,960.00 R 474.15 R 379,320.00 R 515.35 R 412,280.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 861.70 R 86,170.00 R 936.65 R 93,665.00 R 1,018.05 R 101,805.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 2,456,630.00  R 2,670,485.00  R 2,902,585.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,029,700.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,204,455.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 9,234,155.00 

 
 
LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 202.15 R 2,021,500.00 R 219.75 R 2,197,500.00 R 238.85 R 2,388,500.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 436.20 R 348,960.00 R 474.15 R 379,320.00 R 515.35 R 412,280.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 861.70 R 86,170.00 R 936.65 R 93,665.00 R 1,018.05 R 101,805.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 2,456,630.00  R 2,670,485.00  R 2,902,585.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,029,700.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,204,455.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 9,234,155.00 

 
 
 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.131 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 311.00 R 3,110,000.00 R 320.00 R 3,200,000.00 R 330.00 R 3,300,000.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 885.00 R 708,000.00 R 912.00 R 729,600.00 R 939.00 R 751,200.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 3,552.90 R 355,290.00 R 3,659.00 R 365,900.00 R 3,769.00 R 376,900.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 4,173,290.00  R 4,295,500.00  R 4,428,100.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 12,896,890.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,934,533.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 14,831,423.50 

 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 450.00 R 4,500,000.00 R 470.00 R 4,700,000.00 R 520.00 R 5,200,000.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 750.00 R 600,000.00 R 820.00 R 656,000.00 R 870.00 R 696,000.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 1,300.00 R 130,000.00 R 1,400.00 R 140,000.00 R 1,500.00 R 150,000.00 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.132 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 5,230,000.00  R 5,496,000.00  R 6,046,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 16,772,000.00 

0VAT @ 15% R 2,515,800.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 19,287,800.00 

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 360.00 R 3,600,000.00 R 414.00 R 4,140,000.00 R 476.00 R 4,760,000.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 760.00 R 608,000.00 R 874.00 R 699,200.00 R 1,005.00 R 804,000.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 1,685.00 R 168,500.00 R 1,938.00 R 193,800.00 R 2,228.00 R 222,800.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 4,376,500.00  R 5,033,000.00  R 5,786,800.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 15,196,300.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,279,445.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 17,475,745.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.133 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 438.02 R 4,380,200.00 R 481.82 R 4,818,200.00 R 530.00 R 5,300,000.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 928.45 R 742,760.00 R 1,021.30 R 817,040.00 R 1,123.42 R 898,736.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 2,059.85 R 205,985.00 R 2,265.84 R 226,584.00 R 2,492.42 R 249,242.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) R 5,328,945.00  R 5,861,824.00  R 6,447,978.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 17,638,747.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,645,812.05 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 20,284,559.05 

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 10 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate x 
Annual Estimated 
Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

10. Shouldered end collars to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 110mm, 200mm & 315m) 

10.1 110mm No 10000 R 467.52 R 4,675,200.00 R 514.27 R 5,142,700.00 R 565.69 R 5,656,900.00 

10.2 200mm No 800 R 6,727.50 R 5,382,000.00 R 7,400.25 R 5,920,200.00 R 8,140.28 R 6,512,224.00 

10.3 315mm No 100 R 6,727.50 R 672,750.00 R 7,400.25 R 740,025.00 R 8,140.28 R 814,028.00 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.134 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 10 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated Qtys) 
R 

10,729,950.00 
 

R 

11,802,925.00 
 R 12,983,152.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Exclusive) R 35,516,027.00 

VAT @ 15% R 5,327,404.05 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 10 (VAT Inclusive) R 40,843,431.05 

          

 

 

CATEGORY 11 

 

KFC ENGINEERING  

Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 92.55 R 74,040.00 R 100.60 R 80,480.00 R 109.35 R 87,480.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 127.65 R 204,240.00 R 138.75 R 222,000.00 R 150.80 R 241,280.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 115.00 R 1,150,000.00 R 115.00 R 1,150,000.00 R 125.00 R 1,250,000.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 183.25 R 733,000.00 R 199.20 R 796,800.00 R 216.50 R 866,000.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 340.40 R 272,320.00 R 370.00 R 296,000.00 R 402.15 R 321,720.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 R 783.50 R 78,350.00 R 851.65 R 85,165.00 R 925.70 R 92,570.00 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.135 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 2,511,950.00  

R 

2,630,445.00 
 R 2,859,050.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,001,445.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,200,216.75 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 9,201,661.75 

 
 
LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD  

Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 92.55 R 74,040.00 R 100.60 R 80,480.00 R 109.35 R 87,480.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 127.65 R 204,240.00 R 138.75 R 222,000.00 R 150.80 R 241,280.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 115.00 R 1,150,000.00 R 115.00 R 1,150,000.00 R 125.00 R 1,250,000.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 183.25 R 733,000.00 R 199.20 R 796,800.00 R 216.50 R 866,000.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 340.40 R 272,320.00 R 370.00 R 296,000.00 R 402.15 R 321,720.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 R 783.50 R 78,350.00 R 851.65 R 85,165.00 R 925.70 R 92,570.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 2,511,950.00  

R 

2,630,445.00 
 R 2,859,050.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 8,001,445.00 

VAT @ 15% R 1,200,216.75 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 9,201,661.75 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.136 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
 
MAMISH GROUP 

Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 226.20 R 180,960.00 R 233.00 R 186,400.00 R 240.00 R 192,000.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 226.20 R 361,920.00 R 233.00 R 372,800.00 R 240.00 R 384,000.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 300.30 R 3,003,000.00 R 309.00 R 3,090,000.00 R 318.00 R 3,180,000.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 430.30 R 1,721,200.00 R 443.00 R 1,772,000.00 R 456.00 R 1,824,000.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 858.00 R 686,400.00 R 884.00 R 707,200.00 R 911.00 R 728,800.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 
R 

1,961.70 
R 196,170.00 R 2,021.00 R 202,100.00 R 2,082.00 R 208,200.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 6,149,650.00  

R 

6,330,500.00 
 R 6,517,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 18,997,150.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,849,572.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 21,846,722.50 

 
 
 
BAPEDI AND ASSOCIATES  



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.137 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 200.00 R 160,000.00 R 250.00 R 200,000.00 R 300.00 R 240,000.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 250.00 R 400,000.00 R 300.00 R 480,000.00 R 350.00 R 560,000.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 350.00 R 3,500,000.00 R 400.00 R 4,000,000.00 R 450.00 R 4,500,000.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 450.00 R 1,800,000.00 R 500.00 R 2,000,000.00 R 550.00 R 2,200,000.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 600.00 R 480,000.00 R 650.00 R 520,000.00 R 700.00 R 560,000.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 
R 

1,050.00 
R 105,000.00 R 1,100.00 R 110,000.00 R 1,150.00 R 115,000.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 6,445,000.00  

R 

7,310,000.00 
 R 8,175,000.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 21,930,000.00 

VAT @ 15% R 3,289,500.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 25,219,500.00 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.138 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 
SA WATER PRODUCTS POLOKWANE 

Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 165.00 R 132,000.00 R 189.00 R 151,200.00 R 218.00 R 174,400.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 188.00 R 300,800.00 R 213.00 R 340,800.00 R 245.00 R 392,000.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 230.00 R 2,300,000.00 R 265.00 R 2,650,000.00 R 304.00 R 3,040,000.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 338.00 R 1,352,000.00 R 389.00 R 1,556,000.00 R 447.00 R 1,788,000.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 675.00 R 540,000.00 R 776.00 R 620,800.00 R 892.00 R 713,600.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 
R 

1,320.00 
R 132,000.00 R 1,518.00 R 151,800.00 R 1,745.00 R 174,500.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 4,756,800.00  

R 

5,470,600.00 
 R 6,282,500.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 16,509,900.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,476,485.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 18,986,385.00 

 
ELE INVESTMENT  

Category 11 

ITEM NO.   Annual Unit Year 1 Unit Unit Year 2 Unit Unit Rate Year 3 Unit Rate 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.139 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 

DESCRIPTION UOM 

Estimate
d Qtys 

Rate 
Year 1 

Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Rate 
Year 2 

Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Year 3 x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800 R 213.10 R 170,480.00 R 234.41 R 187,528.00 R 257.85 R 206,280.00 

11.2 90mm No 1600 R 213.10 R 340,960.00 R 234.41 R 375,056.00 R 257.85 R 412,560.00 

11.3 110mm No 10000 R 279.05 R 2,790,500.00 R 306.96 R 3,069,600.00 R 337.65 R 3,376,500.00 

11.4 160mm No 4000 R 412.56 R 1,650,240.00 R 453.82 R 1,815,280.00 R 499.20 R 1,996,800.00 

11.5 200mm No 800 R 779.13 R 623,304.00 R 857.04 R 685,632.00 R 942.75 R 754,200.00 

11.6 315mm No 100 
R 

1,620.15 
R 162,015.00 R 1,782.17 R 178,217.00 R 1,960.38 R 196,038.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 
R 5,737,499.00  

R 

6,311,313.00 
 R 6,942,378.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 18,991,190.00 

VAT @ 15% R 2,848,678.50 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 21,839,868.50 

 
 
AMBIDEX 

Category 11 

ITEM NO. 

  
Annual 
Estimate
d Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 1 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate x Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit 
Rate 
Year 2 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate x 
Annual 
Estimated 
Qtys 

Unit Rate 
Year 3 

Year 3 Unit Rate 
x Annual 
Estimated Qtys 

DESCRIPTION UOM 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.140 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
11. Shoulder coupling to SANS 815 Class 16 (Sizes 75mm, 90mm, 110mm, 160mm, 200mm & 315mm) 

11.1 75mm No 800.00 R 899.07 R 719,256.00 R 988.98 R 791,184.00 R 1,087.87 R 870,296.00 

11.2 90mm No 1,600.00 
R 

1,290.56 
R 2,064,896.00 R 1,419.61 R 2,271,376.00 R 1,561.58 R 2,498,528.00 

11.3 110mm No 10,000.00 
R 

1,647.89 
R 16,478,900.00 R 1,812.68 

R 

18,126,800.00 
R 1,993.95 R 19,939,500.00 

11.4 160mm No 4,000.00 
R 

3,472.94 
R 13,891,760.00 R 3,820.24 

R 

15,280,960.00 
R 4,202.26 R 16,809,040.00 

11.5 200mm No 800.00 R 518.88 R 415,104.00 R 570.77 R 456,616.00 R 627.84 R 502,272.00 

11.6 315mm No 100.00 
R 

10,853.70 
R 1,085,370.00 

R 

11,939.07 
R 1,193,907.00 

R 

13,132.98 
R 1,313,298.00 

Sub-Total for Year 1 - 3: Category 11 (Unit Rate x Annual Estimated 

Qtys) 

R 

34,655,286.00 
 

R 

38,120,843.00 
 R 41,932,934.00 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Exclusive) R 114,709,063.00 

VAT @ 15% R 17,206,359.45 

Year 1-3 Sub-Total: Category 11 (VAT Inclusive) R 131,915,422.45 
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7.4. SPECIFIC GOALS AS PER TENDER DOCUMENT 

 

SPECIFIC GOALS –  POINT ALLOCATED  MEANS OF VERIFICATION  

Business owned by 51% or more – 

Black Youth 
8 

Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS accredited verification agency or 
Affidavit sworn under oath. 

Businesses located within the boundaries 
of a region in COJ, COJ municipality or in 
Gauteng province 

4 
Proof of municipal account / valid lease agreement, letter from the Ward Council 
confirming the business address. 

SMME (An EME or QSE) owned by 51% 
or more - Black People 

8 
Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS accredited verification agency or DTI 
/CIPC BBBEE Certificate for Exempted Micro Enterprises or Affidavit sworn under 
oath. 
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7.4.1. ALLOCATION OF POINTS FOR SPECIFIC GOALS 

 

NO 
NAME OF 
BIDDER(S)  

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

CATEGORY 1 

TOTAL 
VERIFIED 
POINTS 
ALLOCATED 

COMMENTS 

8 4 8 

20 Business owned by 51% 
or more – 

Black Youth 

Businesses located 
within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, COJ 
municipality or in 
Gauteng province 

SMME (An 
EME or QSE) 
owned by 
51% or more - 
Black People 

1 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

0 4 8 12 

Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 
and Business located 
within the boundaries of 
COJ  

2 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

0 0 8 8 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 

3 
Mathelemusa Trading 
& Projects 

0 4 8 12 

Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 
and Business located 
within the boundaries of 
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NO 
NAME OF 
BIDDER(S)  

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

CATEGORY 1 

TOTAL 
VERIFIED 
POINTS 
ALLOCATED 

COMMENTS 

8 4 8 

20 Business owned by 51% 
or more – 

Black Youth 

Businesses located 
within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, COJ 
municipality or in 
Gauteng province 

SMME (An 
EME or QSE) 
owned by 
51% or more - 
Black People 

COJ 

4 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

8 0 0 8 

Business owned by 51% or 
more – 

Black Youth and 51% 
owned by Black people  

5 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

0 0 8 8 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 

6 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

0 0 8 8 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 

7 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

8 0 8 16 

Business owned by 51% or 
more – 

Black Youth and 51% 
owned by Black people 
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NO 
NAME OF 
BIDDER(S)  

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

CATEGORY 1 

TOTAL 
VERIFIED 
POINTS 
ALLOCATED 

COMMENTS 

8 4 8 

20 Business owned by 51% 
or more – 

Black Youth 

Businesses located 
within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, COJ 
municipality or in 
Gauteng province 

SMME (An 
EME or QSE) 
owned by 
51% or more - 
Black People 

8 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

0 0 8 8 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 

9 
Mamish Group Pty 
Ltd 

8 0 8 16 

Business owned by 51% or 
more – 

Black Youth and 51% 
owned by Black people 

10 
Ele Investments 
Group cc 

0 0 8 8 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 

11 Bapedi & Associates 0 4 8 12 

Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 
and Business located 
within the boundaries of 
COJ 

12 
AMBIDEX Holdings 
Pty Ltd 

0 4 8 12 
Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 
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NO 
NAME OF 
BIDDER(S)  

SPECIFIC GOALS: BEC VERIFICATION 

CATEGORY 1 

TOTAL 
VERIFIED 
POINTS 
ALLOCATED 

COMMENTS 

8 4 8 

20 Business owned by 51% 
or more – 

Black Youth 

Businesses located 
within the 
boundaries of a 
region in COJ, COJ 
municipality or in 
Gauteng province 

SMME (An 
EME or QSE) 
owned by 
51% or more - 
Black People 

and Business located 
within the boundaries of 
COJ 

13 Bionic Solutions  0 4 8 12 

Business is 51% or more 
owned by black people 
and Business located 
within the boundaries of 
COJ 
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7.4.2. (80/20) PRICE AND PREFERENCE POINT SCORING APPLIED 

7 CATEGORY 1 

 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 1 892 663,27 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 2 007 370,14 75,15 12 87,15 2 No 

3 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 6 261 750,00 -104,67 12 -92,67 3 No 

4 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 8 984 277,50 -219,75 8 -211,75 4 No 

5 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 9 842 850,00 -256,04 8 -248,04 5 No 

6 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 10 132 224,50 -268,27 8 -260,27 6 No 

7 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

R 10 641 837,00 -289,81 16 -273,81 7 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

8 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 10 989 860,00 -304,52 8 -296,52 8 No 

9 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 12 285 335,00 -359,28 16 -343,28 9 No 

10 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 12 983 370,07 -388,79 8 -380,79 10 No 

11 Bapedi & Associates R 13 823 000,00 -424,28 12 -412,28 11 No 

12 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 17 363 744,86 -573,94 12 -561,94 12 No 

13 Bionic Solutions R 19 110 000,00 -647,75 12 -635,75 13 No 
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8 CATEGORY 2 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 2 283 638,21 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 2 422 040,53 75,15 12 87,15 2 No 

3 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

R 5 780 555,04 -42,50 16 -26,50 3 No 

4 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 10 690 894,50 -214,52 8 -206,52 4 No 

5 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 12 245 430,00 -268,98 8 -260,98 5 No 

6 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 13 129 320,00 -299,94 12 -287,94 6 No 

7 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 13 135 003,30 -300,14 8 -292,14 7 No 

8 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 13 480 990,00 -312,26 8 -304,26 8 No 

9 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 14 113 651,00 -334,43 16 -318,43 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 15 670 165,26 -388,95 8 -380,95 10 No 

11 Bapedi & Associates R 16 721 000,00 -425,77 12 -413,77 11 No 

12 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 20 896 769,92 -572,05 12 -560,05 12 No 

13 Bionic Solutions R 26 062 400,00 -753,01 12 -741,01 13 No 
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9 CATEGORY 3 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 986 330,40 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 1 046 108,00 75,15 12 87,15 2 No 

3 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

R 1 863 190,10 8,88 16 24,88 3 No 

4 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 3 032 320,00 -85,95 12 -73,95 4 No 

5 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 4 675 011,05 -219,18 8 -211,18 5 No 

6 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 5 072 109,50 -251,39 16 -235,39 6 No 

7 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 5 280 571,15 -268,30 8 -260,30 7 No 

8 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 5 293 392,50 -269,34 8 -261,34 8 No 

9 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 5 702 505,00 -302,52 8 -294,52 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 Bapedi & Associates R 5 951 250,00 -322,70 12 -310,70 10 No 

11 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 6 105 121,24 15 12 27 11 No 

12 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 6 661 778,49 -380,33 8 -372,33 12 No 

13 Bionic Solutions R 10 556 000,00 -696,18 12 -684,18 13 No 
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10 CATEGORY 6 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 1 889 074,15 80 8 98 1 Yes 

2 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 2 003 563,49 84,55 12 96,55 2 No 

3 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

R 3 601 732,50 8,40 16 24,40 3 No 

4 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 7 065 496,50 -156,62 8 -148,62 4 No 

5 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 8 931 475,00 -245,52 8 -237,52 5 No 

6 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 9 191 196,75 -257,89 8 -249,89 6 No 

7 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 9 449 780,00 -270,21 8 -262,21 7 No 

8 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 10 267 763,50 -309,18 16 -293,18 8 No 

9 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 12 950 972,95 -437,02 8 -429,02 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 Bapedi & Associates R 13 834 500,00 -479,11 2 -467,11 10 No 

11 Bionic Solutions R 16 889 600,00 -624,66 12 -612,66 11 No 

12 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 17 590 400,00 -658,05 12 -646,05 12 No 

13 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 23 220 722,37 -926,29 12 -914,29 13 No 



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 

    

2.154 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                            21 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
11 CATEGORY 7 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 1 808 358,80 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 1 917 956,31 75,15 12 87,15 2 No 

3 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 6 938 801,00 -146,97 8 -138,97 3 No 

4 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 8 642 710,00 -222,34 8 -214,34 4 No 

5 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 8 672 210,95 -223,65 8 -215,65 5 No 

6 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 8 888 925,00 -233,24 8 -225,24 6 No 

7 Bapedi & Associates R 10 315 500,00 -296,35 12 -284,35 7 No 

8 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 10 668 136,00 -311,95 16 -295,95 8 No 

9 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 11 857 650,00 -364,57 12 -352,57 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 12 400 853,77 -388,60 8 -380,60 10 No 

11 Bionic Solutions R 15 524 600,00 -526,79 12 -514,79 11 No 

12 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 21 563 966,71 -793,97 12 -781,97 12 No 

13 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

N/Q 15 16 31  No 
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12 CATEGORY 9 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 6 414 056,00 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 8 372 276,00 55,58 16 71,58 2 No 

3 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 9 562 691,60 40,73 8 48,73 3 No 

4 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 11 799 000,00 12,84 8 20,84 4 No 

5 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 11 810 040,00 12,70 8 20,70 5 No 

6 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 12 047 962,21 9,73 8 17,73 6 No 

7 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 12 778 141,74 0,62 12 12,62 7 No 

8 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 13 822 467,32 -12,40 8 -4,40 8 No 

9 Bapedi & Associates R 14 352 000,00 -19,01 12 -7,01 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 Bionic Solutions R 17 908 000,00 -63,36 12 -51,36 10 No 

11 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 32 962 912,05 -251,13 12 -239,13 11 No 

12 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 42 301 600,00 -367,61 12 -355,61 12 No 

13 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

N/Q 15 16 31  No 
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13 CATEGORY 10 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 9 234 155,00 80 8 88 1 Yes 

2 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 13 193 861,45 45,70 8 53,70 2 No 

3 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 14 828 249,50 31,54 16 47,54 3 No 

4 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 17 322 565,00 9,93 8 17,93 4 No 

5 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 17 475 745,00 8,60 8 16,60 5 No 

6 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 17 755 143,55 6,18 8 14,18 6 No 

7 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 18 831 212,86 -3,14 12 8,86 7 No 

8 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 20 284 629,14 -15,74 8 -7,74 8 No 

9 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 23 937 206,46 -47,38 12 -35,38 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 Bapedi & Associates R 25 134 400,00 -57,75 12 -45,75 10 No 

11 Bionic Solutions R 25 425 400,00 -60,27 12 -48,27 11 No 

12 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 62 890 050,00 -384,85 12 -372,85 12 No 

13 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

N/Q -    No 
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14 CATEGORY 11 

NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

1 
Mathelemusa Trading & 
Projects 

R 2 034 016,44 80 12 92 1 Yes 

2 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R 9 201 661,75 -201,91 8 -193,91 2 No 

3 
NRB Piping Systems 
Pty Ltd 

R 18 769 840,00 -578,24 8 -570,24 3 No 

4 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R 18 986 385,00 -586,75 8 -578,75 4 No 

5 
Amampembe Trading 
Enterprise 

R 19 177 871,21 -594,29 8 -586,29 5 No 

6 
BDGTR Consulting & 
Supply Pty Ltd 

R 19 531 514,90 -608,19 8 -600,19 6 No 

7 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R 21 839 789,94 -698,98 8 -690,98 7 No 

8 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R 21 846 722,50 -699,25 16 -683,25 8 No 

9 Bapedi & Associates R 25 219 500,00 -831,91 12 -819,91 9 No 
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NO COMPANY NAME 
TOTAL PRICE 

INC VAT 

PRICE 
POINTS (80 

POINTS) 

SPECIFIC 
GOALS 
SCORE 

(20) 
POINTS) 

TOTAL 
SCORE 

RANKING COMMENTS 

10 Bionic Solutions R 29 920 800,00 -1016,82 12 -1004,82 10 No 

11 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R 108 339 
200,00 

-4101,09 12 -4089,09 11 No 

12 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R 131 915 
471,77 

-5028,37 12 -5016,37 12 No 

13 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

N/Q     No 

 

7.5. DUE DILIGENCE VERIFICATION 

1. The reference letters submitted by bidders that met the technical evaluation criteria were verified with the respective referees. Reference letter 

verification was limited to the shortlisted bidder(s) that successfully satisfied the technical evaluation requirements. 

2. The tender validity period was extended beyond the initial 240 days, and requests for the extension were sent to all bidders. The following 

responses were received: 

• NRB Piping Systems (Pty) Ltd – Declined the validity extension due to price escalations. 

• BDGTR Consulting & Supply (Pty) Ltd – Did not indicate whether they accepted or declined the validity extension. 
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• Bionic Solutions – Submitted an email on 18 May 2026 advising that the validity extension request had been delivered to their spam folder and 

was only noticed after the response deadline. 

• Amampembe Trading Enterprise – Withdrew its tender offer from the evaluation process on 24 June 2026. 

• Mathelemusa Trading & Projects – Withdrew its tender offer from the evaluation process on 24 June 2026. 

 

The referees were requested to confirm the authenticity of the reference letters, and the authenticity of the letters was confirmed in writing. 

NO. BIDDER 
REFEREE(S) 

 
DESCRIPTION CONFIRMATION 

DATE 
CONFIRMATION  

1. 
Mpho to 
Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

REM MAM 

- PVC pressure pipe 110m, class 6-
18,00metres delivery and handling 
full logistics to the cosmos city 
project site (R2 672 640.00) 

- UPVC Pressure pipes various 
MPVC fittings (R3 950 000.00) 

2 x Confirmed  04 August 2026 

WYNO PROJECTS - HD SEWER (R4 200 000.00) Confirmed  04 August 2026 

TLOUTONA 
ENTERPRISE 
PROJECTS 

- HDPE pipes – 200m(quantity 
:200meters pvc pressure pipes class 
12-160m (quantity 1,500 meters) 
(R3 454 231.56) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

2. 
KFC 
Engineering & 

Lekwa local 
municipality 

-Plumbing items including pipes, fittings, 
meters (R151 024.00) 

Not confirmed  Not confirmed 
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NO. BIDDER 
REFEREE(S) 

 
DESCRIPTION CONFIRMATION 

DATE 
CONFIRMATION  

 Industrial 
Supplies 

Bitou municipality 
Supply and delivery of various water and 
plumbing fittings materials (R8 265 342.21) 

Confirmed  17 August 2026 

Cape Agulhas 
municipality  

Supply and delivery of valves and hydrants 
(R264 206.76) 

Confirmed  03 August 2026 

Ugu district 
municipality 

Delivery of 200mm,250mm 
,160mm,90mm,75mm and 63mm, UPVC 
pipes to Marburg (R130 978.77) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

Ugu district 
municipality 

250mm UPVC Pipe (R45 927.78) Confirmed  04 August 2026 

Johannesburg water  
Supply and delivery of PVC pressure and 
sewer pipes on an as-and-when-required 
basis (R430 000.00) 

Confirmed on a call and SMS 11 August 2026 

Ugu district 
municipality 

315mm,110mm,63mm, UPVC pipe 25mm  
pipe (R18 060.75) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

4. 

Lapeng Laka 
General 
Trading Pty 
Ltd 

 

Emfuleni local 
municipality 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings (Project value: R3 244 
544.90 and order value R460 000.00) 

confirmed 07 August 2026 

Emfuleni local 
municipality 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings (Project value : R1 244 
955.90 and order value R596 206.00) 

Confirmed  07 August 2026  
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NO. BIDDER 
REFEREE(S) 

 
DESCRIPTION CONFIRMATION 

DATE 
CONFIRMATION  

Ephraim Mogale local 
municipality 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings (Project value R2 455 
011.40 and order R737 581.25) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

Steve Tshwete local 
municipality 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings(Project value:R2 458 
771.90 and purchase order R339 135.00) 

Not Confirmed  Not confirmed 

Rebone .net 
Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings (Project value: R2 441 
550.90 and purchase order R264 500.00) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

Rebone.net 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings in the city of Tshwane as 
and when needed (Project value: R2 468 
941.84  and purchase order R505 426.84) 

Confirmed  04 August 2026 

Mbatha trading 
enterprise 

Supply and delivery of heavy-duty sewer 
pipes and fittings (R231 150.00) 

Not Confirmed  Not confirmed 

BEC Note: Although some of the submitted reference letters could not be confirmed, only the successfully verified references were considered for scoring. 

The points awarded for the confirmed references were sufficient for the bidder to meet the required minimum functionality threshold. It should be noted 

that the service provider’s technical score remained unchanged throughout the evaluation process. The bidder therefore proceeded to the next stage of 

the evaluation process. 

 

7.5.1. Revised (80/20) Price and preference point scoring applied (Pre-reference verification) 
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1 CATEGORY 1 

 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R6 261 750,00 80.00 12 92.00 1 Yes 

2 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R8,984,277.50 45.24 8 53.24 2 No 

3 Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd R10,641,837.00 24.04 16 40.04 3 No 

4 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R10,989,860.00 19.59 8 27.59 4 No 

5 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R12,285,335.00 3.04 16 19.04 5 No 

6 Ele Investments Group cc R12,983,370.07 -5.88 8 2.12 6 No 

7 Bapedi & Associates R13,823,000.00 -16.60 12 -4.60 7 No 

8 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R17,363,744.86 -61.84 12 -49.84 8 No 
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2 CATEGORY 2 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd R5,780,555.04 80.00 16 96.00 1 Yes 

2 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R10,690,894.50 12.04 8 20.04 2 No 

3 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R13,129,320.00 -21.70 12 -9.70 3 No 

4 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R13,480,990.00 -26.57 8 -18.57 4 No 

5 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R14,113,651.00 -35.33 16 -19.33 5 No 

6 Ele Investments Group cc R15,670,165.26 -56.87 8 -48.87 6 No 

7 Bapedi & Associates R16,721,000.00 -71.41 12 -59.41 7 No 

8 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R20,896,769.92 -129.20 12 -117.20 8 No 
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3 CATEGORY 3 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
Mpho to Maeong Pty 
Ltd 

R1,863,190.10  80.00 16 96.00 1 Yes 

2 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R3,032,320.00  29.80 12 41.80 2 No 

3 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R4,675,011.05  -40.73 8 -32.73 3 No 

4 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R5,072,109.50  -57.78 16 -41.78 4 No 

5 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R5,702,505.00  -84.85 8 -76.85 5 No 

6 Bapedi & Associates R5,951,250.00  -95.53 12 -83.53 6 No 

7 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

 R6,105,121.24  -102.14 12 -90.14 7 No 

8 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R6,661,778.49  -126.04 8 -118.04 8 No 
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4 CATEGORY 6 

 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd  R3,601,732.50  80.00 16 96.00 1 Yes  

2 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R7,065,496.50  3.06 8 11.06 2 No 

3 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R9,449,780.00  -49.89 8 -41.89 3 No 

4 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R10,267,763.50  -68.06 16 -52.06 4 No 

5 Ele Investments Group cc R12,950,972.95  -127.66 8 -119.66 5 No 

6 Bapedi  R13,834,500.00  -147.29 12 -135.29 6 No 

7 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R17,590,400.00  -230.71 12 -218.71 7 No 

8 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R23,220,722.37  -355.77 12 -343.77 8 No 
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No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points for 
Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 Points) 
(20 
Points) 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R7,065,496.50  80.00 8 88.00 1 No 

2 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R9,449,780.00  53.00 8 61.00 2 No 

3 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R10,267,763.50  43.74 16 59.74 3 No 

4 
Ele Investments Group 
cc 

R12,950,972.95  13.36 8 21.36 4 No 

5 Bapedi  R13,834,500.00  3.36 12 15.36 5 No 

6 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R17,590,400.00  -39.17 12 -27.17 6 No 

7 
AMBIDEX Holdings 
Pty Ltd 

R23,220,722.37  -102.92 12 -90.92 7 No 
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5 CATEGORY 7 

 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R6,938,801.00  80.00 8 88.00 1 Yes 

2 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R8,888,925.00  57.52 8 65.52 2 No 

3 Bapedi & Associates R10,315,500.00  41.07 12 53.07 3 No 

4 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R10,668,136.00  37.00 16 53.00 4 No 

5 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R11,857,650.00  23.29 12 35.29 5 No 

6 Ele Investments Group cc R12,400,853.77  17.03 8 25.03 6 No 

7 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

 R21,563,966.71  -88.62 12 -76.62 7 No 
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6 CATEGORY 9 

 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

R6,414,056.00  80.00 8 88.00 1 yes 

2 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R8,372,276.00  55.58 16 71.58 2 No 

3 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R11,799,000.00  12.84 8 20.84 3 No 

4 Ele Investments Group cc R13,822,467.32  -12.40 8 -4.40 4 No 

5 Bapedi & Associates  R14,352,000.00  -19.01 12 -7.01 5 No 

6 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R32,962,912.05  -251.13 12 -239.13 6 No 

7 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

R42,301,600.00  -367.61 12 -355.61 7 No 
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7 CATEGORY 10 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

 R9,234,155.00  80.00 8 88.00 1 Yes 

2 Mamish Group Pty Ltd  R14,828,249.50  31.54 16 47.54 2 No 

3 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R17,475,745.00  8.60 8 16.60 3 No 

4 Ele Investments Group cc R20,284,629.14  -15.74 8 -7.74 4 No 

5 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

R23,937,206.46  -47.38 12 -35.38 5 No 

6 Bapedi & Associates R25,134,400.00  -57.75 12 -45.75 6 No 

7 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

 R62,890,050.00  -384.85 12 -372.85 7 No 
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8 CATEGORY 11 

 

No Name of Bidders 
Price / Offer 
(Including VAT) 

Points 
for 

Price 

Points 
for 

Specific 
Goals 

Consolidated 
Points for 
Price & 
Specific 
Goals 

Ranking Recommended 

(80 
Points) 

(20 
Points) 

1 
KFC Engineering & 
Industrial Supplies 

 R9,201,661.75  80.00 8 88.00 1  Yes 

2 
SA Water Products 
Polokwane Pty Ltd 

R18,986,385.00  -5.07 8 2.93 2  No 

3 Mamish Group Pty Ltd R21,846,722.50  -29.94 16 -13.94 3  No 

4 Ele Investments Group cc  R21,839,789.94  -29.88 8 -21.88 4  No 

5 Bapedi & Associates  R25,219,500.00  -59.26 12 -47.26 5  No 

6 
Lapeng Laka General 
Trading Pty Ltd 

 R108,339,200.00  -781.91 12 -769.91 6  No 

7 
AMBIDEX Holdings Pty 
Ltd 

 R131,915,471.77  -986.88 12 -974.88 7  No 
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7.5.2. THE FOLLOWING RECOMMENDED BIDDERS WHO MET THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS 

# Name of Bidder Comment 

1. Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty Ltd Category 1 = R 6 261 750,00 

2 KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

Category 9 = R6,414,056.00 

Category 10 = R9,234,155.00 

Category 11= R9,201,661.75 

Category 7 = R6,938,801.00 

3 Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 

Category 2 = R5,780,555.04 

Category 3 = R1,863,190.10 

Category 6 = R3,601,732.50 

 

 

7.6. ARITHMETIC ERRORS 

During the capture and verification of prices submitted for each category by KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies and Mpho to Maeong (Pty) Ltd, the 

Bid Evaluation Committee (BEC) identified arithmetic errors in their pricing schedules. 

Arithmetic Errors and Clarification  

During the evaluation, the BEC verified the calculations in each Pricing Schedule using the following formula: 
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Annual estimated quantity × unit rate = annual item amount 

The BEC identified arithmetic errors in the Pricing Schedules submitted by: 

a) KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies; and 
b) Mpho to Maeong (Pty) Ltd. 

The bidders were requested to correct or balance only the affected unit rates and were not permitted to change their original total tendered prices. 

The amounts shown below are the calculated item amounts affected by the rate corrections. They are not changes to the bidders’ total tendered prices. 

1. Mpho to Maeong (Pty) Ltd 

DETAILED CALCULATIONS AND NOTE ASSESSMENT 

Category 1 

Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

1.1 75mm Y1 200 x R1,212.138 R242,427.60 R243,427.50 Note is R999.90 higher; likely transcription error. 

1.1 75mm Y2 200 x R1,260.623 R252,124.60 R25,124.60 
Note appears to omit a digit; likely intended 
R252,124.60. 

1.1 75mm Y3 200 x R1,309.109 R261,821.80 R261,821.70 R0.10 difference. 

1.2 
160mm 

Y1 1,000 x R2,723.525 R2,723,525.00 R2,723,525.00 Agrees. 

1.2 
160mm 

Y2 1,000 x R2,832.466 R2,832,466.00 R2,832,466.00 Agrees. 
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 Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

1.2 
160mm 

Y3 1,000 x R2,941.407 R2,941,407.00 R2,941,407.00 Agrees. 

Category 
total 

VAT 
excl. 

Y1 + Y2 + Y3 R9,253,772.00 R9,253,771.30 Note is R0.70 lower. 

Category 
total 

VAT incl. VAT excl. + 15% R10,641,837.80 R10,641,837.00 Note is R0.80 lower. 

 

Category 2 

Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

2.1 
110mm 

Y1 2,000 x R603.525 R1,207,050.00 R1,207,050.00 Agrees. 

2.1 
110mm 

Y2 2,000 x R627.666 R1,255,332.00 R1,255,332.00 Agrees. 

2.1 
110mm 

Y3 2,000 x R651.807 R1,303,614.00 R1,303,614.00 Agrees. 

2.2 
200mm 

Y2 200 x R2,100.956 R420,191.20 R420,191.20 Agrees. 

2.2 
200mm 

Y3 200 x R2,181.762 R436,352.40 R436,352.40 Agrees. 

Category 
total 

VAT 
excl. 

Year subtotals R5,026,569.60 R5,026,569.60 Agrees. 
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 Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

Category 
total 

VAT incl. VAT excl. + 15% R5,780,555.04 R5,780,555.04 Agrees exactly. 
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Category 3 

Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

3.1 90mm Y1 400 x R375.888 R150,355.20 R150,355.00 Note is R0.20 lower. 

3.1 90mm Y2 400 x R390.923 R156,369.20 R156,369.20 Agrees. 

3.1 90mm Y3 400 x R405.959 R162,383.60 R162,383.40 Note is R0.20 lower. 

3.2 
250mm 

Y2 100 x R2,164.448 R216,444.80 R216,444.80 Agrees. 

3.2 
250mm 

Y3 100 x R2,247.696 R224,769.60 R224,769.60 Agrees. 

3.3 
315mm 

Y3 50 x R3,473.469 R173,673.45 R173,673.45 Corrected from erroneous R347.47 rate. 

Category 
total 

VAT 
excl. 

Year subtotals R1,620,165.70 R1,620,165.30 Note is R0.40 lower. 

Category 
total 

VAT incl. VAT excl. + 15% R1,863,190.55 R1,863,190.10 
Note is about R0.46 lower than the rounded 
formula. 
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Category 6 

Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

6.1 
110mm 

Y1 5,000 x R242.650 R1,213,250.00 R363,975.00 Note conflicts by R849,275.00. 

6.1 
110mm 

Y2 5,000 x R252.356 R1,261,780.00 R378,534.00 Note conflicts; does not use quantity 5,000. 

6.1 
110mm 

Y3 5,000 x R262.062 R1,310,310.00 R393,093.00 Note conflicts; does not use quantity 5,000. 

6.2 
200mm 

Y1 500 x R716.175 R358,087.50 R358,087.50 Agrees. 

6.2 
200mm 

Y2 500 x R744.822 R372,411.00 R372,411.00 Agrees. 

6.2 
200mm 

Y3 500 x R773.469 R386,734.50 R386,734.50 Agrees. 

6.3 
250mm 

Y2 200 x R1,465.178 R293,035.60 R1,043,980.60 Note conflicts by R750,945.00. 

Category 
total 

VAT 
excl. 

Year subtotals R5,781,681.80 R3,131,941.30 Note is R2,649,740.50 lower. 

Category 
total 

VAT incl. VAT excl. + 15% R3,601,732.50 R6,648,934.07 Note is R3,047,201.57 lower. 
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2. KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

The following affected areas were identified in the corrected schedule: 

Category 2 

Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

2 Y1 200 × R3,051.05  R610,210.00 R610,210.00 correct 

2 Y2 200 × R3,316.35 R663,270.00 R663,270.00 correct 

2 Y3 200 × R3064.75 R612,950.00 R612,950.00 Corrected unit rate  Y3 R3064.75 from R3604.75 

2 
Sub total 

Y3 
R2,678,600.00+ 
R612 950.00  

R3,291,550.00 R3,291,550.00 correct 

2 
Sub total 

Y1-3  

R2,877,310.00 + 
R3,127,570.00 + 
R3,399,550.00 

R9,296,430.00 R9,296,430.00 correct 

2 
Vat@15

% 
R9,404,430.00 × 
0.15 

R1,394,464.50 R1,394,464.50 correct 

2 
Total 

including 
Vat  

R9,404,430.00 + 
R1,410,664.50  

R10,690,894.50 R10 690 894.50 correct 

 

Category 3 
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 Item 
Year / 
level 

Calculation Corrected amount 
Amount in bid 

note 
Assessment 

3 – 3.1 Y1 R1002.15 X 400 R400,860.00 R400,860.00 Correct 

3 – 3.1 Y2 R1089.30 X 400 R435,720.00 R435,720.00 Correct 

3 - 3.1 Y3 R1184.00 X 400 R473,600.00 R473,600.00 Correct 

3-3.2 Y1 R4944.70 X 100 R494,470.00 R494,470.00 Correct 

3-3.2 Y2 R5374.65 X100 R537,465.00 R537,465.00 Correct 

3-3.2 Y3 R5842.05 X 100 R584,205.00 R584,205.00 Correct 

3-3.3 Y1 R6969.15 X 50 R348,457.00 R348,457.50 Correct 

3-3.3 Y2 R7575.15 X 50 R372,757.50 R378,757.50 Correct 

3-3.3 Y3 R8233.85 X 50 R411,497.50 R411,692.50 Correct 

3 All year 
Three-year total 
excluding VAT 

R4,065,227.00 R4,065,227.00 Correct 

3 All year VAT at 15% R609,784.05 R609, 784.05 Correct  

3 All year Total including VAT R4,675,011.05 R4,675, 011.05 Correct  

 

BEC Note: The arithmetic corrections were limited to correcting multiplication, totals and VAT calculations. The bidders' tendered rates and 
total tender prices remained unchanged, and no price adjustments were made. 

Clarification Process 
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A clarification meeting was held on 11 June 2026 with KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies, Amampembe Trading and Enterprise, and Mathelemusa 
Trading and Projects. 

KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies submitted a revised Pricing Schedule on 17 June 2026. The affected rates were corrected or balanced without 
changing the bidder’s original total tendered price. 

Amampembe Trading and Enterprise and Mathelemusa Trading and Projects withdrew their bids on 24 June 2026. 

A second clarification meeting was held with Mpho to Maeong (Pty) Ltd on 29 June 2026. Mpho to Maeong submitted its response and revised Pricing 
Schedule on 6 July 2026. 

The BEC checked the revised rates and confirmed the calculations by multiplying the annual estimated quantities by the corrected unit rates. 

The corrections were accepted because they were limited to the affected rates and did not change the bidders' original total tendered prices. 

 

7.7. COST COMPARISON 

7.7.1. Cost Comparison Between the JW Estimate, Market Estimate and Recommended Bidder’s Price 

 

How the Price Analysis Was Conducted 

The purpose of the analysis was to determine whether the recommended bidders' prices were reasonable and market-related. 

The BEC compared the recommended bidder’s price with two different estimates: 

1. The Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate. 
2. The updated market estimate. 
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The JW estimate was prepared in December 2023. Where prices were obtained directly from manufacturers, 20% was added for overheads and profit. 
Where prices were obtained from suppliers, a 4.4% CPI adjustment was applied because the supplier prices already included overheads and profit. 

Because the JW estimate was based on 2023 prices, the BEC requested Finance: Supply Chain Management to provide updated market prices. The 
market analysis was conducted using the LKC Price Lens. Each item in the bid pricing schedule was searched separately to obtain a current market price. 

The market prices were calculated for the three-year contract period. A 5% increase was applied to Year 2 and a further 5% increase was applied to Year 
3 to provide for inflation. 

The recommended bidder’s price was calculated by multiplying the bidder’s rate for each item by the estimated quantity required. The amounts for all 
items were added together to calculate the total for Year 1, Year 2 and Year 3. The three yearly totals were then added together to determine the total 
price for the full three-year contract period. 

All calculations and comparisons were conducted excluding VAT. 

For each category, the BEC prepared two separate comparisons: 

1. Recommended bidder’s price compared with the JW estimate. 
2. Recommended bidder’s price compared with the updated market estimate. 

The difference was calculated as follows: 

Difference = Recommended Bidder’s Price − Estimated Price 

A negative difference meant that the recommended bidder’s price was lower than the estimate. A positive difference meant that the recommended bidder’s 
price was higher than the estimate. 

Summary of the Results 

The recommended bidder’s price was lower than the JW estimate in all eight categories evaluated. 

When compared with the updated market estimate, the recommended bidder’s price was: 

https://www.lkcpricelens.co.za/dashboard/Search
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• Lower in Categories 1, 2, 3, 6, 7 and 11. 
• Higher in Category 9 by 34.03%. 
• Higher in Category 10 by 7.02%. 

The comparison showed that the bidder’s price could be lower than one estimate but higher than another. For this reason, the BEC considered both the 
JW estimate and the updated market estimate when assessing the reasonableness of the recommended bidder’s price. 

The analysis assisted the BEC in identifying categories where the bidder’s price was significantly lower or higher than the estimates and where further 
confirmation or due diligence might be required before an award was recommended. 

7.9. COST COMPARISON AND MARKET ANALYSIS 

 

PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 1 

Bidder: LAPENG LAKA GENERAL TRADING PTY LTD 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,523,000.00 R 2,807,912.00 R -1,284,912.00 -45.76% 

Year 2 R 1,832,000.00 R 2,934,272.00 R -1,102,272.00 -37.57% 

Year 3 R 2,090,000.00 R 3,066,312.00 R -976,312.00 -31.84% 

3-Year Total R 5,445,000.00 R 8,808,496.00 R -3,363,496.00 -38.18% 
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2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,523,000.00 R 2,468,618.00 R -945,618.00 -38.31% 

Year 2 R 1,832,000.00 R 2,592,044.00 R -760,044.00 -29.32% 

Year 3 R 2,090,000.00 R 2,721,652.00 R -631,652.00 -23.21% 

3-Year Total R 5,445,000.00 R 7,782,314.00 R -2,337,314.00 -30.03% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 3,363,496.00 (38.18%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and R 
2,337,314.00 (30.03%) lower than the market estimate. 
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8. PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 2 

Bidder: MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,611,080.00 R 3,633,024.00 R -2,021,944.00 -55.65% 

Year 2 R 1,675,523.20 R 3,796,504.00 R -2,120,980.80 -55.87% 

Year 3 R 1,739,966.40 R 3,967,360.00 R -2,227,393.60 -56.14% 

3-Year Total R 5,026,569.60 R 11,396,888.00 R -6,370,318.40 -55.90% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,611,080.00 R 2,684,998.00 R -1,073,918.00 -40.00% 

Year 2 R 1,675,523.20 R 2,819,240.00 R -1,143,716.80 -40.57% 

Year 3 R 1,739,966.40 R 2,960,206.00 R -1,220,239.60 -41.22% 

3-Year Total R 5,026,569.60 R 8,464,444.00 R -3,437,874.40 -40.62% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 6,370,318.40 (55.90%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and R 
3,437,874.40 (40.62%) lower than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 3 

Bidder: MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 519,283.95 R 1,413,366.50 R -894,082.55 -63.26% 

Year 2 R 540,055.10 R 1,476,967.00 R -936,911.90 -63.43% 

Year 3 R 560,826.65 R 1,543,432.50 R -982,605.85 -63.66% 

3-Year Total R 1,620,165.70 R 4,433,766.00 R -2,813,600.30 -63.46% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 519,283.95 R 1,273,671.50 R -754,387.55 -59.23% 

Year 2 R 540,055.10 R 1,337,355.00 R -797,299.90 -59.62% 

Year 3 R 560,826.65 R 1,404,222.00 R -843,395.35 -60.06% 

3-Year Total R 1,620,165.70 R 4,015,248.50 R -2,395,082.80 -59.65% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 2,813,600.30 (63.46%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and R 
2,395,082.80 (59.65%) lower than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 6 

Bidder: MPHO TO MAEONG PTY LTD 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,003,829.50 R 6,024,013.00 R -5,020,183.50 -83.34% 

Year 2 R 1,043,980.60 R 6,295,089.00 R -5,251,108.40 -83.42% 

Year 3 R 1,084,133.80 R 6,578,386.00 R -5,494,252.30 -83.52% 

3-Year Total R 3,131,943.80.80 R 18,897,488.00 R -15,765,544.20 -83.43% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,853,104.50 R 4,226,006.00 R -2,372,901.50 -56.15% 

Year 2 R 1,927,226.60 R 4,437,318.00 R -2,510,091.40 -56.57% 

Year 3 R 2,001,350.70 R 4,659,193.00 R -2,657,842.30 -57.05% 

3-Year Total R 5,781,681.80 R 13,322,517.00 R -7,540,835.20 -56.60% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 13,115,806.20 (69.41%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and R 
7,540,835.20 (56.60%) lower than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 7 

Bidder: KFC ENGINEERING 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,846,055.00 R 5,607,651.00 R -3,761,596.00 -67.08% 

Year 2 R 2,006,645.00 R 5,859,938.50 R -3,853,293.50 -65.76% 

Year 3 R 2,181,040.00 R 6,123,709.00 R -3,942,669.00 -64.38% 

3-Year Total R 6,033,740.00 R 17,591,298.50 R -11,557,558.50 -65.70% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,846,055.00 R 4,166,613.00 R -2,320,558.00 -55.69% 

Year 2 R 2,006,645.00 R 4,374,957.00 R -2,368,312.00 -54.13% 

Year 3 R 2,181,040.00 R 4,593,712.00 R -2,412,672.00 -52.52% 

3-Year Total R 6,033,740.00 R 13,135,282.00 R -7,101,542.00 -54.06% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 11,557,558.50 (65.70%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and R 
7,101,542.00 (54.06%) lower than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 9 

Bidder: KFC ENGINEERING 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,706,440.00 R 2,852,928.00 R -1,146,488.00 -40.19% 

Year 2 R 1,854,840.00 R 2,981,328.00 R -1,126,488.00 -37.78% 

Year 3 R 2,016,160.00 R 3,115,488.00 R -1,099,328.00 -35.29% 

3-Year Total R 5,577,440.00 R 8,949,744.00 R -3,372,304.00 -37.68% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 1,706,440.00 R 1,320,000.00 R 386,440.00 29.28% 

Year 2 R 1,854,840.00 R 1,386,000.00 R 468,840.00 33.83% 

Year 3 R 2,016,160.00 R 1,455,296.00 R 560,864.00 38.54% 

3-Year Total R 5,577,440.00 R 4,161,296.00 R 1,416,144.00 34.03% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 3,372,304.00 (37.68%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate but R 1,416,144.00 
(34.03%) higher than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 10 

Bidder: KFC ENGINEERING 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 2,456,630.00 R 4,043,937.00 R -1,587,307.00 -39.25% 

Year 2 R 2,670,485.00 R 4,225,989.00 R -1,555,504.00 -36.81% 

Year 3 R 2,902,585.00 R 4,416,159.00 R -1,513,574.00 -34.27% 

3-Year Total R 8,029,700.00 R 12,686,085.00 R -4,656,385.00 -36.70% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 2,456,630.00 R 2,380,000.00 R 76,630.00 3.22% 

Year 2 R 2,670,485.00 R 2,499,000.00 R 171,485.00 6.86% 

Year 3 R 2,902,585.00 R 2,623,948.00 R 278,637.00 10.62% 

3-Year Total R 8,029,700.00 R 7,502,948.00 R 526,752.00 7.02% 

BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 4,656,385.00 (36.70%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate but R 526,752.00 
(7.02%) higher than the market estimate. 
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PRICING COMPARISON — CATEGORY 11 

Bidder: KFC ENGINEERING 

Variance = bidder price less estimate. A negative variance means the bidder is lower; a positive variance means the bidder is higher. Percentages are 

calculated against the relevant estimate. 

1. JW Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price JW Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 2,511,950.00 R 4,388,329.00 R -1,876,379.00 -42.76% 

Year 2 R 2,630,445.00 R 4,585,812.00 R -1,955,367.00 -42.64% 

Year 3 R 2,859,050.00 R 4,792,170.00 R -1,933,120.00 -40.34% 

3-Year Total R 8,001,445.00 R 13,766,311.00 R -5,764,866.00 -41.88% 

2. Market Estimate vs Bidder Price Comparison 

Pricing Period / Basis Bidder Price Market Estimate Variance (R) Variance (%) 

Year 1 R 2,511,950.00 R 10,413,344.00 R -7,901,394.00 -75.88% 

Year 2 R 2,630,445.00 R 10,934,012.00 R -8,303,567.00 -75.94% 

Year 3 R 2,859,050.00 R 11,480,720.00 R -8,621,670.00 -75.10% 

3-Year Total R 8,001,445.00 R 32,828,076.00 R -24,826,631.00 -75.63% 
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BEC Note: The recommended bidder’s three-year price is R 5,764,866.00 (41.88%) lower than the Johannesburg Water (JW) estimate and  

R 24,826,631.00 (75.63%) lower than the market estimate. 

 

 

 

7.8. CONFIRMATION OF FUNDING 

 

FINANCIAL YEAR        OPERATIONS ALLOCATION EXCLUDING VAT 

2026/27 FY THIRTY-SIX (36 MONTHS) R42,866,408.00 

 

7.8.1. REQUIRED FUNDING 

The confirmation of funds was approved as follows: 

 

TENDER JW OPS 012/25 APPOINTMENT OF A SERVICE PROVIDER(S) FOR THE SUPPLY AND 
DELIVERY OF PVC PRESSURE PIPES, HEAVY DUTY SEWER PIPES AND FITTINGS ON AN AS AND 

WHEN REQUIRED BASIS FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS 

Financial Year  Amount  

  

CATEGORY 1 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R5, 445,000.00 

CATEGORY 2 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R5, 026,569.60   
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TENDER JW OPS 012/25 APPOINTMENT OF A SERVICE PROVIDER(S) FOR THE SUPPLY AND 

DELIVERY OF PVC PRESSURE PIPES, HEAVY DUTY SEWER PIPES AND FITTINGS ON AN AS AND 
WHEN REQUIRED BASIS FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS 

CATEGORY 3 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R1, 620,569.60 

CATEGORY 6 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R3,601,735.37 

CATEGORY 7 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R6, 033,740.00 

CATEGORY 9 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R5, 577,440.00 

CATEGORY 10 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R8, 029,700.00 

CATEGORY 11 (year 1, year 2 and year 3) R8, 001,445.00 

Total for the contract funding required for 
three (3) years (Excl. VAT)  

R42,866,408.00 
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8. FINANCIAL ANALYSIS: 

8.1. Lapeng Laka General Trading Pty Ltd 

 

Current Ratio Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
the ability of 
entity to meet 
short term 
debt, using 
current assets 

     

Current Ratio 26.53 8.84 6.60 1.00 
The ratio was above the norm in all financial years, 
indicating that the company will be able to settle their short 
term liabilities when they fall due. 

      

Solvency 
Ratio 

Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24     Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
extent to 
which all 
assets are 
able to cover 
all liabilities 

     

Solvency 
Ratio 

4.07 2.88 2.32 2.00 

The ratio was above the norm in all financial years. The 
asset value was above the liabilities in all financial years, 
thus indicating that the company will be able to settle their 
existing long-term liabilities based on the existing asset 
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base.   

      

Operating 
Profit Margin 

Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
how much 
profit 
company 
makes after 
paying for all 
its variable 
costs 

     

Operating 
Profit Margin 

8.50% 2.19% -0.43% 7.50% 

The ratio was below the norm in 2024 and 2025 and above 
the norm in 2026.  Thus indicating that the company is 
efficiently managing its operating costs. The company 
reported a net loss in 2024.  

      

Cost coverage Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24 Norm Analysis 

The ratio 
measures the 
extent (in 
days) that the 
cash reserves 
are able to 
cover its 

     



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

    

2.197 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                                          21 SEPTEMBER  2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
 

operating 
expenses 

Cost coverage 0 -74 -110 45 days 
The company reported net overdraft in 2024 and 2025 and 
does not have cash cover. 

      

      

      

Summary: 

The company will be able to settle their short term liabilities when they fall due. The company will be able to pay its long-term liabilities 
based on the current asset base. The company is efficiently managing its operating costs. The company reported a net overdraft in 2024 
and 2025. The company does not have a cash cover.  

      

Details Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24   

      

Revenue 4 074 570 6 597 639 2 516 929   

Profit/(loss) 
after taxes 

245 761 132 381 -77 184   

Cash and cash 
equivalents 

1 389 -247 248 -352 801   
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Summary of Statement of Financial Position  

Details Feb-26 Feb-25 Feb-24   

      

Current assets 2 822 577 2 370 619 2 388 220   

Non-current 
assets 

1 810 753 2 612 499 3 096 066   

Total Assets 4 633 330 4 983 118 5 484 286   

      

Current 
liabilities 

106 381 268 059 361 926   

Non-current 
liabilities 

1 030 634 1 464 505 2 004 187   

Total 
Liabilities 

1 137 015 1 732 564 2 366 113   

Equity 3 496 315 3 250 554 3 118 173   

 

BEC Noted and Accepted 

The BEC noted that Lapeng Laka appeared financially capable of meeting its liabilities. However, its operating profit margin was below the 
norm in 2024 and 2025, it reported a net loss in 2024, and it had bank overdrafts and inadequate cash cover in 2024 and 2025. The BEC 
accepted the financial assessment, subject to the identified liquidity and profitability risks being recorded and monitored during contract 
implementation. 
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8.2. KFC Engineering & Industrial Supplies 

      

Current 
Ratio 

Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
the ability of 
entity to 
meet short 
term debt, 
using 
current 
assets 

     

Current 
Ratio 

2.36 2.10 2.04 1.00 
The ratio was above the norm in all financial years, 
indicating that the company will be able to settle their 
short term liabilities when they fall due. 

      

Solvency 
Ratio 

Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
extent to 
which all 
assets are 
able to cover 
all liabilities 

     

Solvency 
Ratio 

2.29 2.01 1.92 2.00 
The ratio was below the norm in 2023 and above the 
norm in 2024 & 2025. The asset value was above the 
liabilities in all financial years, thus indicating that 
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the company will be able to settle their existing long-
term liabilities based on the existing asset base.   

      

Operating 
Profit Margin 

Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows 
how much 
profit 
company 
makes after 
paying for all 
its variable 
costs 

     

Operating 
Profit Margin 

3.52% 3.98% 1.81% 7.50% 
The ratio was below the norm in all the financial 
years, indicating that the company is inefficiently 
managing its operating costs.  

      

Cost 
coverage 

Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23 Norm Analysis 

The ratio 
measures 
the extent (in 
days) that 
the cash 
reserves are 
able to cover 
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its operating 
expenses 

Cost 
coverage 

130 195 181 
45 

days 
The company has a cash cover of 130 days.  

      

Summary: 

The following was noted during the review:  
The Annual Financial Statements (AFS) for all financial years include Independent Review Reports issued by Platinum 
Accounting. In addition, a letter from the same firm confirms that it prepared KFC's AFS. This suggests that the same firm 
may have performed both the preparation and independent review of the AFS. This gives rise to concerns regarding the 
independence of the review and the resultant level of assurance. 
 
The company will be able to settle their short term liabilities when they fall due. The company will be able to pay its long-
term liabilities based on the current asset base. The company is inefficiently managing its operating costs. The company 
has a cash cover of 130 days.  

      

Details Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23   

      

Revenue 
95 032 

286 
93 604 

199 
87 362 

466 
  

Profit/(loss) 
after taxes 

2 374 704 2 651 347 1 102 275   

Cash and 
cash 

6 553 545 9 572 024 9 007 706   
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equivalents 

      

Summary of Statement of Financial Position  

Details Feb-25 Feb-24 Feb-23   

      

Current 
assets 

41 012 
931 

41 351 
497 

37 724 
219 

  

Non-current 
assets 

173 350 205 540 179 935   

Total Assets 
41 186 

281 
41 557 

037 
37 904 

154 
  

      

Current 
liabilities 

17 364 
356 

19 677 
168 

18 451 
589 

  

Non-current 
liabilities 

587 934 1 020 582 1 244 625   

Total 
Liabilities 

17 952 
290 

20 697 
750 

19 696 
214 

  

Equity 
23 233 

991 
20 859 

287 
18 207 

940 
  

BEC Noted and Accepted 

The BEC noted that KFC Engineering appeared financially capable of meeting its liabilities and had adequate cash cover. 
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However, its operating profit margin remained below the 7.5% norm in all reviewed financial years, and concerns were noted 

regarding the possible lack of independence between the preparation and independent review of its annual financial 

statements. The BEC accepted the financial assessment, subject to these risks being clarified, recorded and monitored. 

 

8.3. Mpho to Maeong Pty Ltd 

Current Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows the ability of entity to meet short term debt, 
using current assets 

    

Current Ratio 1.96 1.54 0.23 1.00 
The current ratio was below the norm in 2024 and above the norm in 
2025 and 2026, indicating that the company might be able to meet its 
short-term liabilities. 

      

Solvency Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows extent to which all assets are able to cover all 
liabilities 
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Current Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

Solvency Ratio 1.96 1.54 0.21 2.00 

The ratio was below the norm in all financial years. However, the asset 
value was above the liabilities in 2025 and 2026, indicating that the 
company might be able to settle its existing long-term liabilities based 
on the existing asset base. 

      

      

Operating Profit 
Margin 

31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

Ratio shows how much profit company makes after 
paying for all its variable costs 

    

Operating Profit 
Margin 

25% 13% 0% 7.50% 
The ratio was below the norm in 2024 and above the norm in 2025 
and 2026. Thus indicating that the company is efficiently managing its 
operating costs. The company reported a net loss in 2024.  
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Current Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

      

      

Cost coverage 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

The ratio measures the extent (in days) that the cash reserves are able to cover its operating expenses 

Cost coverage 635 73 31 45 days The company has a cash cover of 635 days.  

      

Summary: 

The following was noted:  
The company disclosed the tax expense for the 2025 and 2026 financial years in the Statement of Profit or Loss and recognised the exact same 
amounts as current liabilities. The Statements of Financial Position for both years do not balance by the corresponding tax amounts, resulting in a 
misstatement of the financial statements 
 
The company might be able to meet its short-term liabilities. The company is technically solvent and might be able to settle their existing long-term 
liabilities based on the existing asset base. The company is efficiently managing its operating costs. The company has a cash cover of 635 days.  



 

 

 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

    

2.206 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE     

                                                                          21 SEPTEMBER  2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 
Current Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

   

Details 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024   

          

 Revenue  
28,003,211.0

0 
8,904,344.00 4,413,203.00   

 Profit/(loss) after 
taxes  

4,950,479.00 858,405.00 (5,428.00)   

 Cash and cash 
equivalents  

7,624,954.00 481,676.00 190,018.00   

   

Summary of Statement of Financial Position    

Details 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024   

          

Current assets 7,925,035.00 1,489,497.00 190,018.00   

Non-current 
assets 

- - -   

Total Assets 7,925,035.00 1,489,497.00 190,018.00   

   

Current liabilities 4,041,236.00 964,815.00 816,800.00   
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Current Ratio 31 Mar 2026 31 Mar 2025 31 Mar 2024 Norm Analysis 

Non-current 
liabilities 

- - 87,580.00   

Total Liabilities 4,041,236.00 964,815.00 904,380.00   

Equity 5,808,984.00 858,505.00 (714,362.00)   
 

 

BEC Noted and Accepted: The BEC noted and accepted the assessment, subject to Mpho to Maeong (Pty) Ltd providing satisfactory clarification 

regarding the loss reported in 2024, negative equity, weak liquidity and solvency, inadequate cash cover, and tax-related misstatements. These risks 

must be recorded and closely monitored during contract implementation. 
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9. RISK ANALYSIS 

The table below lists the potential risks that have been identified for this project: 

 

RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

Financial 

analysis  

Bidder 1: Bank 

overdrafts and 

inadequate cash cover 

in 2024 and 2025; 

operating profit margins 

below the norm in 2024 

and 2025; and a net 

loss in 2024. 

Short-term cash-flow 

constraints and 

limited profitability 

buffers could affect 

the company’s ability 

to purchase 

materials, pay 

suppliers and deliver 

orders on time. 

M 

Before award, confirm the 

availability and limits of 

overdraft or other credit 

facilities and obtain evidence of 

sufficient working capital. 

Monitor financial position, order 

fulfilment and delivery 

performance throughout the 

contract. 

L 

Potential cost of delayed 

deliveries, emergency 

procurement and supplier 

replacement. 

Bidder 2: Operating 

profit margins below 

the 7.5% norm in all 

reviewed financial 

years and possible lack 

of independence 

between the preparer 

and reviewer of the 

annual financial 

statements. 

Low operating 

margins may reduce 

the company’s ability 

to absorb cost 

increases, while the 

independence 

concern may affect 

the reliability and 

assurance of the 

financial information. 

M 

Obtain written confirmation 

identifying the preparer and 

independent reviewer, their 

roles and professional 

registration details, and confirm 

that the reviewer was not 

involved in preparing the 

statements. Monitor financial 

and delivery performance 

during the contract. 

L 

Potential cost of obtaining further 

independent assurance, delayed 

delivery or replacement supply. 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

Bidder 3: In 2024, 

current and solvency 

ratios were below the 

applicable norms, the 

company reported a 

net loss, negative 

equity and cash cover 

below the norm. The 

2025 and 2026 

Statements of Financial 

Position also contain 

possible tax-related 

misstatements and do 

not balance. 

Historical financial 

weakness and 

unreconciled 

misstatements may 

affect the reliability of 

the financial 

assessment and the 

company’s capacity 

to withstand financial 

pressure. 

M 

Obtain a written reconciliation 

and, where necessary, 

corrected financial statements 

from the preparer, supported by 

confirmation from the 

independent reviewer. Confirm 

that the financial assessment 

remains valid and monitor 

financial and delivery 

performance. 

L 

Potential cost of obtaining 

corrected statements or further 

assurance, delayed delivery or 

replacement supply. 

Economic 

and 

Commercial 

Awarding a category to 

a bidder that does not 

have sufficient 

financial, operational or 

supply capacity to fulfil 

the contract. 

Inability to supply 

sufficient PVC pipes 

and fittings, resulting 

in stock shortages 

and disruption to 

service delivery. 

H 

Conduct financial and capacity 

assessments before award. 

Verify manufacturing or supply 

arrangements, previous 

experience and delivery 

capacity. Where permitted by 

the tender conditions, consider 

partial or multiple awards to 

reduce dependency on one 

L 

Cost of emergency procurement, 

contract cancellation, replacement 

of the supplier and possible delays 

associated with a new 

procurement process. 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

supplier. 

Economic 

and 

Commercial 

Tendered prices are 

materially below the 

JW benchmark 

estimate and may not 

be sustainable over the 

contract period. 

Suppliers may be 

unable to supply at 

the tendered rates, 

resulting in delayed 

deliveries, requests 

for price increases or 

contract failure. 

H 

Obtain written confirmation that 

the bidder understands the 

specifications, quantities and 

delivery requirements and can 

supply at the tendered rates for 

the full contract period. Assess 

the bidder’s pricing 

assumptions and financial 

capacity before award. 

L 

Cost of contract failure, 

emergency procurement, 

replacement supplier and possible 

retendering. 

Supply 

Chain 

Manufacturer 

production delays or 

raw material shortages 

affect delivery 

timelines. 

Stock shortages at 

JW Stores and 

interruptions to 

repairs and 

maintenance 

activities. 

H 

Include agreed lead times and 

minimum stock requirements in 

the contract. Require the 

supplier to submit a supply and 

delivery plan. Monitor stock 

availability and supplier 

performance regularly. Where 

multiple awards are permitted, 

distribute orders among 

contracted suppliers. 

L 

Emergency procurement costs, 

additional transport costs and 

possible reputational damage. 

Operational JW Stores experience 

stock shortages due to 

Depots may be 

unable to perform 
H Establish minimum and 

maximum stock levels, monitor 
N Emergency purchasing costs, 

operational delays and possible 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

late deliveries, 

inaccurate forecasting 

or inadequate inventory 

management. 

planned and 

emergency repairs, 

resulting in service-

delivery delays. 

usage trends, conduct regular 

stock reconciliations and place 

orders when stock reaches the 

approved reorder level. Enforce 

contractual delivery lead times. 

additional transport costs. 

Contract 

Performance 

Poor supplier 

performance, including 

delayed deliveries or 

failure to comply with 

contractual 

requirements. 

Service delivery 

disruptions, 

reputational damage 

and possible 

additional costs. 

H 

Establish measurable service-

level requirements and key 

performance indicators. 

Conduct regular performance 

reviews, issue corrective-action 

notices and apply contractual 

remedies for persistent non-

performance. 

L 

Cost of replacement supply, 

contract management 

interventions, and possible 

procurement of an alternative 

supplier. 

Technical 

Compliance 

Supplier provides pipes 

or fittings that do not 

comply with the 

required SANS and 

JASWIC specifications. 

Rejection of 

materials, project 

delays, safety risks, 

system failures and 

possible contract 

termination. 

H 

Require valid product approval 

documentation and test reports 

from a SANAS-accredited 

laboratory. Conduct pre-

delivery or delivery inspections 

and reject non-compliant 

materials. Payment should only 

be processed after compliance 

has been verified. 

L 

Cost of testing, returning and 

replacing non-compliant materials, 

together with associated delivery 

delays. 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

Transport 

and 

Handling 

PVC pipes and fittings 

are damaged during 

transportation, handling 

or offloading. 

Rejection of 

damaged materials, 

replacement delays 

and possible stock 

shortages. 

M 

Specify packaging, 

transportation, handling and 

offloading requirements in the 

contract. Require delivery 

inspections and retain the right 

to reject damaged materials at 

the supplier’s cost. 

U 

Return-transport costs, 

replacement costs and additional 

delivery lead time. 

Certification 

Product approvals, 

certificates or test 

reports expire or 

become invalid during 

the contract period. 

Noncompliant 

materials may be 

ordered or accepted, 

resulting in audit 

findings and 

operational risks. 

H 

Maintain a compliance register 

containing approval and 

certificate validity dates. 

Conduct regular verification and 

suspend orders where the 

required approvals or 

certificates are no longer valid. 

L 

Cost of additional testing, 

replacement of non-compliant 

materials and possible audit 

findings. 

Inventory 

Management 

PVC pipes and fittings 

are misplaced, 

incorrectly recorded or 

damaged while stored 

at JW facilities. 

Materials may be 

unavailable when 

required, despite 

recorded stock being 

available. 

M 

Implement accurate inventory 

tracking, conduct regular stock 

counts, control access to 

storage areas and ensure 

appropriate storage 

arrangements for PVC pipes 

and fittings. 

L 

Cost of replacing damaged or 

missing materials and conducting 

stock investigations. 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

Product 

Failure 

Materials comply 

during initial inspection 

but subsequently fail 

during installation or 

service. 

Pipe failures, water 

losses, repeat 

repairs, service 

interruptions and 

possible safety risks. 

H 

Require manufacturer 

warranties, batch traceability 

and test certificates. Retain 

samples where appropriate and 

conduct independent testing on 

selected batches. Include 

contractual provisions covering 

latent defects. 

N 

Cost of investigation, removal, 

replacement, repairs and service 

restoration. 

Regulatory 

and 

Specificatio

n Changes 

Applicable SANS 

standards, technical 

specifications or 

regulatory 

requirements change 

during the contract 

period. 

Existing products 

may no longer 

comply with updated 

requirements. 

M 

Include a change-control 

mechanism in the contract. 

Require the supplier to notify 

JW of regulatory or standard 

changes and continue 

complying with the applicable 

approved specifications. Any 

price implications must be 

assessed and approved in 

accordance with the contract 

and SCM requirements. 

L 

Additional testing, product 

development or replacement costs 

resulting from approved 

specification changes. 

Fraud and 

Material 

Substitution 

Supplier substitutes 

approved materials or 

supplies products 

manufactured from 

Product failure, 

health and safety 

risks, regulatory 

noncompliance, 

H 

Require batch traceability, 

product markings and test 

certificates. Conduct random 

testing and, where contractually 

L 

Cost of testing, replacement, 

investigation, legal action and 

remediation. 
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 RISK 

CATEGORY 

INHERENT RISK 

DESCRIPTION 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

INHEREN

T RISK 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

MITIGATION ACTION 

RESIDUAL 

RISK 

RATING 

U/N/L 

COST OF CORRECTIVE ACTION 

OR EXPECTED VALUE OF RISK 

unauthorized or 

substandard material. 

financial loss and 

reputational damage. 

permitted, factory inspections. 

Reject non-compliant materials 

and apply contractual 

remedies, including termination 

and reporting to the relevant 

authorities where warranted. 

Financial 

Supplier experiences 

financial distress during 

the contract period. 

Inability to purchase 

materials, maintain 

stock levels or 

complete deliveries. 

H 

Assess financial capacity 

before award and monitor 

supplier performance 

throughout the contract. Avoid 

excessive outstanding orders 

and apply appropriate payment 

and performance-management 

controls. 

N 

Cost of appointing a replacement 

supplier, emergency procurement 

and service-delivery delays. 

 

 

IMPACT:      LIKELIHOOD: 

M = medium (moderate)      U = unlikely 

H = high (major)      N = Neutral 

L = low (minor)      L=Likely 
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10. SPECIAL CONDITIONS 

This tender had no special conditions. 

 

11. POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Compliant 

 

12. LEGISLATIVE COMPLIANCE 

Compliant 

 

13. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

None anticipated. 

 

14. PROBLEM STATEMENT 

Tender JW OPS 012/25 closed on 16 September 2025, but it was allocated to the BEC/SCM 

Specialist only on 2 December 2025. This left the Committee with less than two weeks before the 

original validity period expired in December 2025. The first meeting scheduled for 8 December 

2025 could not proceed because a quorum was not achieved, and the first substantive BEC 

meeting was held only on 18 December 2025. The late allocation and failed first meeting therefore 

placed the evaluation process under immediate time pressure from its commencement. 

The mandatory evaluation then identified a material defect in the tender documentation. On 14 

and 15 January 2026, the BEC found that SANS 996-1 and SANS 996-2 had been included as 

mandatory standards even though they did not exist. The BEC could not evaluate bidders against 

non-existent standards or amend mandatory requirements after bid closure without creating a 

risk of unfairness and procedural irregularity. Verification with the South African Bureau of 

Standards and legal and governance guidance were consequently required. This process 

resulted in the decision that the affected Categories 4, 5 and 8 could not be evaluated for award 

and that the remaining categories should be evaluated only against the valid standards, namely 

SANS 791 and SANS 1283. 

The continuity of the evaluation was also affected by governance and operational constraints. 

The resignation of a BEC member between March and April 2026 affected the Committee's ability 
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to achieve quorum until the member was reinstated on 9 April 2026. Approved leave, family 

bereavement and sick leave further reduced member availability. Power interruptions, public 

holidays and competing urgent procurement priorities disrupted scheduled evaluation activities 

and reduced the time available for the Committee to complete the mandatory, administrative, 

technical, preference-point and report-review stages. 

Further delays arose during verification and clarification. From 20 May 2026, reference checks 

were affected by undelivered emails, incorrect contact details and non-responsive referees, which 

required repeated follow-ups and the use of alternative verified contact details. Between 10 and 

29 June 2026, arithmetic errors identified in bidders' pricing schedules had to be clarified and 

corrected without changing the original total tendered prices. Two bidders withdrew during this 

process, requiring the BEC to identify and assess the next eligible bidders and to repeat relevant 

evaluation and due-diligence steps. 

The price and financial assessments also required additional work before a defensible 

recommendation could be made. The available price benchmark dated from 2023 and was no 

longer sufficiently current to support a reliable assessment of price reasonableness. Updated 

market research was therefore obtained and the recommended bidders' prices were compared 

separately with the Johannesburg Water estimate and the updated market estimate. Concerns 

regarding the independence of the preparation and review of one bidder's annual financial 

statements, together with identified liquidity, profitability, solvency and cash-cover risks, required 

clarification, internal guidance and completion of the financial analysis. 

Although validity extensions provided additional time for the evaluation, they did not remove the 

cumulative effect of the preceding delays. Finalisation remained dependent on completion of the 

category evaluations, reference verification, arithmetic clarifications, updated market analysis, 

financial analysis, internal review and the Confirmation of Funds Part 2 process. Confirmation of 

Funds Part 2 was initiated on 13 August 2026 and was received only on 14 September 2026, 

after the extended validity period had expired. By that stage, the outstanding interdependent 

processes could no longer be concluded and submitted through the required governance 

structures within a valid tender period. 

As a result, the BEC was unable to finalise and submit a lawful, complete and properly supported 

award recommendation within the approved tender validity period. Once the validity period 

expired, the tender could no longer proceed to award because the bidders' offers were no longer 

valid and binding.  
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15. MOTIVATION 

 

The BEC recommends that the expiry of Tender JW OPS 012/25 for the supply and delivery of 

PVC pressure pipes, heavy-duty sewer pipes and fittings on an as-and-when-required basis for 

a period of thirty-six (36) months be noted. 

 

16. RECOMMENDATION 

It is recommended that: 

16.1. The Bid Adjudication Committee note the expiry of Tender JW OPS 012/25 for the 

supply and delivery of PVC pressure pipes, heavy-duty sewer pipes and fittings on 

an as-and-when-required basis for a period of thirty-six (36) months. 

16.2. All tenderers be informed accordingly. 
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ITEM 3 AWARD FOR TENDER JWOPS028/25: PROVISION OF PEST CONTROL SERVICES ON 

AS AND WHEN REQUIRED BASIS FOR A PERIOD OF THIRTY-SIX (36) MONTHS. 

  

Initiating Department: Operations 

 
1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION  

 
Recommendation for an award. 

  

2. PURPOSE 

 
The purpose of this report is to request the Bid Adjudication Committee (BAC) to recommend to 

the Accounting Officer to approve the award tender JWOPS028/25: provision of pest control 

services on as and when required basis for a period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

 

3. BACKGROUND 

 
JW has to ensure that acceptable levels of hygiene are maintained and compliant with the 

Occupational Health and Safety Act, No.85 of 1993 and its regulations at all their sites and 

infrastructure.  

 

The Operations Department is also required to protect reservoirs, towers, pump stations, 

chambers and customer meter boxes against any contamination and interference from rodents, 

insects, bees, wasps etc. It is therefore of utmost importance that a contract rendering pest 

control services be available at times for health and compliance issues. 

 

Currently there is no contract in place. The previous contract was awarded to a service provider 

by the name Valotorque Environmental & Hygienic Solutions. The contract commenced on 18 

April 2022 for a period of thirty-six (36) months and came to an end on 17 April 2025. When the 

contract funding that was allocated to it was R 1 600 000.00 (Excluding VAT). In April 2024 a 

request was made for additional funding of R 2 320 320.00. 
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4. SCOPE OF WORKS  

 
4.1 Insecticides and Pesticides 

 

The service provider will be required to provide pest control services on an ‘as and when’ 

required basis. The service shall include the following; 

• Rodent control services as following; 

- For building perimeter exterior and close to waste skip bins 

- Provide and install tamper proof bait station and dry bait (rodenticide) 

- The rodent bait stations are to be serviced every three (03) months and a treatment 

reports or service reports must be submitted. 

• Ant & termite control 

• Woodworm control 

• Fly & Wasp Control 

• Residual treatment for cockroaches 

- For stand by rooms, offices, kitchens, ablutions facilities, perimeter walls outside and 

inside and other facilities as required. 

- Treatment will be required every six (06) months and a treatment reports or service 

reports must be submitted. 

Note: 

The tenderer must submit a valid Pest Control Operator (PCO) Registration Certificate issued 

by the Department of Agriculture Forestry and Fisheries. 

 

Only registered agricultural remedies (rodenticides and pesticides) may be used, and such 

products must be registered in terms of the Fertilisers, Farm Feeds, Agricultural Remedies and 

Stock Remedies Act, 1947 (Act No. 36 of 1947). 

 

4.2 Insecticides and Pesticides to be used 
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The pesticide to be used must possess the following qualities: 

• A dermal toxicity of (Lethal Dose) LD 50<5.000 mg/kg 

• An oral toxicity of (Lethal Dose) LD 50. 2.6 – 4.800 mg/kg 

• An inhalation toxicity of (Lethal Dose) LD 50<5.000 mg/m 

• No explosive and biodegradable according to Organisation for Economic Co- Operation 

and development (OECD) guidelines for testing of chemicals (NITI Test 2) 

• Be a long-lasting broad-spectrum pesticide used to control infestation of rodents, and all 

insects, especially fleas, ticks, lice, cockroaches and mites. 

• Be registered in Terms of Act 36/1947 as a harmless pesticide. 

• Not be a propellant that is applied in aerosol cans. 

• Shall not contain toxic substances such as Dichloro-Diphenyl-Trichloroethane (DDT) and 

substances containing chlorinated hydrocarbons.  

• Shall be environmentally safe, ozone friendly and odourless. 

• Non-staining, non-flammable chemical. 

• Have no bio accumulation and not fire hazardous. 

• Shall be non-corrosive, and non-conductive. 

 

4.3 Duration of the contract 

 

The contract is for a period of thirty-six (36) months on an “as and when” required basis. 

 

5. PROCUREMENT APPROACH  

 

NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

1.  JW SCM Policy  Version 16 

2.  
Bid Specification approval by the 

Accounting Officer (AO) 
23 April 2026 

3.  Specification Compilation Bid Specification Committee (BSC) 
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NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

4.  BSC Members  

Voting Members: 

Caroline Matabane – Acting Demand Manager: 

Supply Chain Management 

Nosipho Mokoena- Contracts Technician: 

Operations 

Rouzert Loufouakazi - Regional Admin/Finance 

Officer Operations 

 

Non-Voting Members: 

Sipho Sibiya - Manager: Governance and Legal 

Services 

Zakhele Khuzwayo - Senior Manager: Innovation 

& Technology 

Maria Chirrindze - Acting Demand Specialist: 

Supply Chain 

5.  Targeting Strategy 
The tender is open to all suppliers who satisfy the 

requirements of the tender. 

6.  Award Strategy 

The intention is to award to the highest 

preference ranking tenderer in terms of specific 

goals and price to one tenderer. 

7.  Allocation Strategy 
Allocate work on the pricing schedule to the 

highest preference ranking tenderer. 

8.  Pricing Strategy Rate based contract 

9.  Sourcing Strategy 
Open Tender - estimated expenditure exceeds 

R 750 000.00 

10.  Contract Duration Thirty-Six (36) months 

11.  Advert Date 06 May 2026 
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NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

12.  
Number of Documents purchased 

or downloaded  

Downloaded – 33 

Purchased – 0 

13.  Briefing Session date  

Compulsory briefing session was held at 

Johannesburg Water, Turbine Hall, 65 Ntemi 

Piliso Street on 19 May 2026 at 13:00 

14.  Addendum Issued  

The addendum was approved on 30 May 2026 

and was issued on 01 June 2026 to address the 

below: 

• To include CV template for the pest 

control operator. 

• Replace page 48 of the tender document 

(summarised technical requirements) be 

replaced with a revised page 48 to ensure 

alignment with the approved technical 

evaluation criteria, clarity of requirements 

and consistency of the tender document. 

15.  Tender Closing Date 10 June 2026 

16.  Bid Validity Expiry Date 08 September 2026 

17.  Bid Validity Extension 07 November 2026 

18.  Late Tenders Received None 

19.  Media Used for Publication 
JW website, E-tender portal, The Citizen and 

Sowetan newspapers 

20.  Responses Received Thirty-Three (33) 

21.  Number of Bids Eliminated  

• Mandatory Requirements Evaluation: 

Eighteen (18) 

• Technical Evaluation: Three (3) 

• Due Diligence: None 
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NO. DESCRIPTION PROCUREMENT PROCESS 

22.  Number of Tenderers Shortlisted One (1) 

23.  
Specific Goals Identified for this 

Tender 

• Business owned by 51% or more-Women 

• Business owned by 51% or more- Black 

Youth 

24.  
Preference Points Scoring 

System 
80/20 

25.  Sub-Contracting None. 

26.  Estimated Budget R2 731 158,45 Excl. of VAT 

27.  
Tender Expiry Date  

(240th day) 
05 February 2027 

 
 

6. TENDERS RECEIVED 

 
The following tenders were received and opened publicly on 10 June 2026 at 10h30 at 

Turbine Hall, 65 Ntemi Pilliso Street, Newtown, Johannesburg and prices were read out. 

 

NO. NAME OF BIDDER 
TOTAL BID OFFER 

INCLUSIVE OF VAT 

1.  
Biyela Capitals Pty Ltd  R2,090,370.89  

2.  
Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  R1,947,125.44  

3.  
TTE Groups Pty Ltd  R3,021,796.00  

4.  
Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  R4,806,732.67  

5.  
Naledi Solly Kgoadi  R4,866,689.82  
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NO. NAME OF BIDDER 
TOTAL BID OFFER 

INCLUSIVE OF VAT 

6.  
Pest Patrollers Pty Ltd  R1,530,150.00  

7.  
Royal Pest Management  R1,322,479.53  

8.  
Damita Business Solutions  R2,532,970.04  

9.  
We Render Pest Control Pty Ltd  R585,268.03  

10.  
Best4Pest Pty Ltd  R1,444,351.13  

11.  
Sidze Pest Management & Projects  R5,213,233.99  

12.  
Kwevhos Business Enterprise  R21,699,251.33  

13.  
Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  R4,847,660.50  

14.  
Octu Chem Pty Ltd  R1,133,8714.51  

15.  
IKMB Property Development Pty Ltd  R50,283,492.63  

16.  
Siesmic Indsutrial  R33,607,778  

17.  
Muri Enviro Consulting & Waste Management Pty Ltd  R2,704,935.31  

18.  
Calvary Enterprise cc  R9,777,704.34  

19.  
Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  R690,703.97  

20.  
Sesihambile Pty Ltd  R100,067.06  

21.  
Phemelo Trading and Projects Pty Ltd  R1 417 275.05  
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NO. NAME OF BIDDER 
TOTAL BID OFFER 

INCLUSIVE OF VAT 

22.  
Limpopo Supplement Traders Pty Ltd  R7,604,089.78  

23.  
Eco Management Services  R1,329,441.45  

24.  
Antoniq Group Pty Ltd  R1,230,497.56  

25.  
Mostert Pest Control  R1,016,555.15  

26.  
Zentoria LS Investments  R33,607,778.20  

27.  
Tsatsing Connection Pty Ltd  R3,710,493.98  

28.  
Zwavhatsila Pty Ltd  R4,395,205.87  

29.  
Tau li Mesana Consultancy cc  R624,694.51  

30.  
Jeta Supply and Services  R2,987,926.90  

31.  
Majodina Group Pty  R720,083.75  

32.  
Zwiito Cleaning  R1,422,021.00  

33.  
Nhlingo Solutions Pty Ltd  R33,075,655.64  

 

 
7. TENDER EVALUATION PROCESS 

A. TENDER EVALUATION PROCESS SUMMARY 

As part of the normal procurement process the evaluation of tender consisted of the stages as 

follows: 
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STAGES PROCESS EVALUATION DATES 

Stage 1 Mandatory Evaluation 27 July 2026 

Stage 2 Administrative Evaluation  28 July 2026 

Stage 3 Technical Evaluation  29 July 2026 

Stage 4 
Price and Preferential 

Evaluation – 80/20  

29 July 2026 

05 August 2026 

06 August 2026 – 14 August 2026 (Reference 

Verification) 

31 August 2026 

14 September 2026 

 

 

All officials who were involved in the evaluation process signed and completed the attendance 

register, SCM Code of Conduct and completed the Declaration of Interest form and that none 

have any conflict of interest. 

 

Delays of the evaluation process:  

 

• Appointment of BEC members was 21 July 2026 which was Forty-One (41) days after 

the closing of the tender (10 June 2026). 

• Hybrid working resulting from protests of service providers due to outstanding 

payments (11 August 2026 to 21 August 2026) – BEC was unable to access the bid 

documents to write a report. 

 

B. THE BID EVALUATION COMMITTEE COMPRISED OF THE FOLLOWING 

OFFICIALS: 
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NAME AND  

SURNAME 
DESIGNATION 

USER 

DEPARTMENT 

CAPACITY 

IN 

COMMITTE

E 

EXPIRY DATE OF 

APPOINTMENT 

Oarabile Malatsi Supply Chain 

Specialist 

    SCMU Convenor 

and Evaluator 

31 December 2026 

Annelize Cohen Office Manager Operations Evaluator 20 July 2027 

Bokhabi 

Mokgatlhe 

Regional Finance 

Officer 
Operations Evaluator 20 uly 2027 

 
 

C. STAGE 1: MANDATORY REQUIREMENT(S) 

 

NO. DESCRIPTION COMPLIANT (Y/N) 

1.  Attendance of Mandatory Tender Briefing Meeting. Y/N 

2.  Completed and signed Pricing Schedule. Y/N 

3.  The tenderer is required to submit the following documents 
for their key personnel: 
The Tenderer's key personnel must have a minimum 

qualification Level 2 SAQA certificate in Pest Control in terms 

of Pest Control Regulations 2(3) (b) and a valid certificate as 

a proof of registration for Pest Control Operator in terms of 

Pest Control Regulations 2(3) (c) for the operator that will be 

assigned for the contract. 

Y/N 

                

 

 

 

7.3.1. THE BELOW TABLE INDICATES THE SCORING OF BIDDERS ON THE 

MANDATORY REQUIREMENTS: 
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Name of Bidder Tender briefing 

meeting. 

Signed and 

completed Pricing 

Schedule as per 

award and 

allocation strategy 

Minimum 

qualification Level 

and valid Pest 

Control certificate 

QUALIFY 

 (YES OR NO) 

1. Biyela Capitals 

Pty Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

2. Kho Zero 

Projects Pty Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

3. TTE Groups Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

4. Nozinga Group 

t/a IFM Solutions  

YES YES YES YES 

5. Naledi Solly 

Kgoadi  

YES YES NO NO 

6. Pest Patrollers 

Pty Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

7. Royal Pest 

Management  

YES YES NO NO 

8. Damita Business 

Solutions  

YES YES YES YES 

9. We Render Pest 

Control Pty Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

10. Best4Pest Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

11. Sidze Pest 

Management & 

Projects  

YES YES YES YES 
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Name of Bidder Tender briefing 

meeting. 

Signed and 

completed Pricing 

Schedule as per 

award and 

allocation strategy 

Minimum 

qualification Level 

and valid Pest 

Control certificate 

QUALIFY 

 (YES OR NO) 

12. Kwevhos 

Business 

Enterprise  

YES YES YES YES 

13. Hundzukani 

Group Pty Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

14. Octu Chem Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

15. IKMB Property 

Development Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

16. Siesmic 

Indsutrial  

YES YES NO NO 

17. Muri Enviro 

Consulting & 

Waste 

Management Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

18. Calvary 

Enterprise cc  

YES YES NO NO 

19. Afri Services 

Hygiene Pty Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

20. Sesihambile Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 
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Name of Bidder Tender briefing 

meeting. 

Signed and 

completed Pricing 

Schedule as per 

award and 

allocation strategy 

Minimum 

qualification Level 

and valid Pest 

Control certificate 

QUALIFY 

 (YES OR NO) 

21. Phemelo Trading 

and Projects Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

22. Limpopo 

Supplement 

Traders Pty Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

23. Eco 

Management 

Services  

YES YES YES YES 

24. Antoniq Group 

Pty Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

25. Mostert Pest 

Control  

YES YES YES YES 

26. Zentoria LS 

Investments  

YES YES NO NO 

27. Tsatsing 

Connection Pty 

Ltd  

YES YES YES YES 

28. Zwavhatsila Pty 

Ltd  

NO YES YES NO 

29. Tau li Mesana 

Consultancy cc  

YES YES NO NO 

30. Jeta Supply and 

Services  

YES YES YES YES 
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Name of Bidder Tender briefing 

meeting. 

Signed and 

completed Pricing 

Schedule as per 

award and 

allocation strategy 

Minimum 

qualification Level 

and valid Pest 

Control certificate 

QUALIFY 

 (YES OR NO) 

31. Majodina Group 

Pty  

YES YES YES YES 

32. Zwiito Cleaning  YES YES NO NO 

33. Nhlingo 

Solutions Pty Ltd  

YES YES NO NO 

 
 
7.3.2. BELOW TABLE INDICATES BIDDERS WHO FAIL TO COMPLY WITH THE ABOVE 

MANDATORY REQUIREMENT AND WERE IMMEDIATELY DISQUALIFIED: 

 

NO. 

 

BIDDER(S) REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

1.  

Biyela Capitals Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

2.  

Naledi Solly Kgoadi  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

3.  

Royal Pest Management  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

4.  

We Render Pest Control Pty 

Ltd  

The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 



 
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
 
 
    
 
 

3.15 
 

   

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 
 
BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE  
                                                                         05 OCTOBER 2026 

28 SEPTEMBER 2026 
        
 

 

                                                               

  

 

                                                                                                   

 

5.  

Best4Pest Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

6.  

Kwevhos Business 

Enterprise  

The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

7.  

Siesmic Indsutrial  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

8.  

Muri Enviro Consulting & 

Waste Management Pty Ltd  

The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

9.  

Calvary Enterprise cc  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

10.  

Sesihambile Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit a valid certificate for the key 

personnel as proof of registration as a Pest Control 

Operator, as required in terms of Regulation 2(3)(c) of the 

Pest Control Regulations. 

11.  

Antoniq Group Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in Pest 

Control, as well as a valid certificate proving registration 

as a Pest Control Operator, in accordance with Regulation 

2(3)(c) of the Pest Control Regulations. 

12.  

Zentoria LS Investments  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 
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13.  

Tsatsing Connection Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

14.  
Zwavhatsila Pty Ltd  Tenderer failed to attend mandatory tender briefing 

meeting. 

15.  

Tau li Mesana Consultancy 

cc  

The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

16.  

Jeta Supply and Services  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

17.  

Zwiito Cleaning  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum required SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in 

Pest Control. 

18.  

Nhlingo Solutions Pty Ltd  The Tenderer failed to submit the key personnel’s 

minimum SAQA Level 2 qualification certificate in Pest 

Control, as well as a valid certificate proving registration 

as a Pest Control Operator, in accordance with Regulation 

2(3)(c) of the Pest Control Regulations. 

 

 

7.3.3. THE FOLLOWING FIFTEEN (15) TENDERERS PASSED THE MANDATORY 

REQUIREMENTS:  

 

NO. 

 

BIDDERS 

 

1.  
Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  
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NO. 

 

BIDDERS 

 

2.  
TTE Groups Pty Ltd  

3.  
Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  

4.  
Pest Patrollers Pty Ltd  

5.  
Damita Business Solutions  

6.  
Sidze Pest Management & Projects  

7.  
Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  

8.  
Octu Chem Pty Ltd  

9.  
IKMB Property Development Pty Ltd  

10.  
Mostert Pest Control  

11.  
Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  

12.  
Phemelo Trading and Projects Pty Ltd  

13.  
Limpopo Supplement Traders Pty Ltd  

14.  
Eco Management Services  

15.  
Majodina Group Pty  
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Out of Thirty-Three (33) bids received, Eighteen (18) tenderers were eliminated on mandatory 

evaluation as indicated above. Fifteen (15) tenderers satisfied the stipulated mandatory 

requirements and proceeded for further evaluations. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

7.4. STAGE 2: ADMINISTRATIVE EVALUATION 

 
The below are administrative requirements as stipulated in tender documents. Bidders are 

required to complete and sign all the below forms: 

 
 

NO. DESCRIPTION 

1. Acknowledgement of Bid Conditions 

2. Authority to Sign/ Board Resolution 

3. CSD Registration 

4. Addendum  

5. MBD 1 – Invitation to Bid 

6. MBD 3.1 – Pricing Schedule – Firm Prices 

7. MBD 4 – Declaration of Interest 

9. MBD 6.1 – Preference Points Claim 

13. MBD 8 – Declaration of Bidder’s Past Supply Chain Management Practices 

14. MBD 9 – Certificate of Independent Bid Determination  

15. Joint Venture (JV) Agreement (If Applicable) 

Fifteen (15) tenderers fulfilled the prescribe administrative evaluation and proceeded for further 
evaluations. 
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7.5. STAGE 3: TECHNICAL EVALUATION 

7.5.1. TECHNICAL EVALUATION CRITERIA  

The evaluation criteria as per tender document is as follows: 

 

TENDERER’S EXPERIENCE AND EXPERIENCE OF KEY PERSONNEL 

CRITERIA 
NO. 

CRITERIA EVIDENCE SUB-CRITERIA/CLAUSE MAX 
SCORE 

SCORE 

1 TENDERER'S 
EXPERIENCE 

 
The tenderer 
(Company) must 
confirm experience 
where the provision of 
pest control services 
was carried out 
successfully. 

The Tenderer (Company) must provide relevant 
reference letter(s) with proof that they have 
experience where provision of pest control services 
was carried out successfully. 

 
Note: Reference Letter: 

This document must be completed by the referee and 
included in the tender submission. Alternatively, the 
client’s letterhead may be used for this purpose 
provided it complies with the functional criteria 
requirements. A separate form must be completed 
for each reference as required in the evaluation 
criteria. The Information provided will be verified and 
if found to be false or misrepresented, punitive 
measures will be instituted against the 
respective party including blacklisting and restriction 

Experience in the 
provision of pest 
control services 

 
 
 
 
 

 
60 

 

No experience or less 
than 1 year experience 

0 

1 year experience and 
more but less than 3 
years’ experience 

 
35 
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from participating in any future government tender. 
 
3 years or more 
experience 
 
 
 

 

 
60 

2 Experience of 
operator 
 
The Tenderer's pest 
control operator must 
have experience in 
pest control service. 

The Tenderer must attach their key Operator CV 
outlining the work experience in providing pest 
control services 

Experience of operator 
in pest control service. 

 
 

 
40 

 

No experience or less 
than 6 months 
experience 

0 

6 months and more but 
less than 2 years 
experience 

30 

2 years or more 
experience 

40 

MINIMUM QUALIFYING SCORE 65 

TOTAL 100 
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7.5.2. TECHNICAL EVALUATION OUTCOME 

 The below table indicates list of bidders evaluatuted under technical Evaluation and their achieved respective scores: 

 

No. BIDDERS EVALUATION CRITERIA TOTAL SCORE EVALUATION 

OUTCOME 

(PASS/FAIL) 

Tenderer’s Experience Experience of the 

operator 

  

1.  Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

2.  TTE Groups Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

3.  Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  60 40 100 PASS 

4.  Damita Business Solutions  60 40 100 PASS 

5.  Sidze Pest Management & Projects  60 40 100 PASS 

6.  Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  60 30 90 PASS 

7.  IKMB Property Development Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

8.  Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

9.  Phemelo Trading and Projects Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

10.  Limpopo Supplement Traders Pty Ltd  60 40 100 PASS 

11.  Eco Management Services  60 40 100 PASS 

12.  Majodina Group Pty  35 40 75 PASS 
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No. BIDDERS EVALUATION CRITERIA TOTAL SCORE EVALUATION 

OUTCOME 

(PASS/FAIL) 

Tenderer’s Experience Experience of the 

operator 

  

13.  Pest Patrollers Pty Ltd  0 0 0 FAIL 

14.  Octu Chem Pty Ltd  0 0 0 FAIL 

15.  Mostert Pest Control  0 40 40 FAIL 

 

Out of Fifteen (15) tenderers bids evaluated on Technical Evaluation only Twelve (12) bids met the minimum qualifying score of 65 points to proceed 

for further evaluations and Three (3) failed to proceed further. 
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7.5.3. TECHNICAL EVALUATION –  

Below are bidder(s) that were evaluated under technical evaluation: 

NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

1. 

Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Construction City 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 March 2024 to 28 

February 2025, covering a service period of Twelve (12) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Skanditech 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 April 2024 to 31 

March 2025.  

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Atomic Space 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 February 2023 to 31 

January 2026, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Kgotso Harry Mahlare indicating work 

experience from 2021 to present as a Pest Control Operator at Kho Zero Projects Pty 

Ltd 

Score - 40 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

2. 

TTE Groups Pty Ltd  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Limpopo Provincial 

Government confirming the provision of pest control services from 18 / 25 

March 2026, covering a service period of One (1) week. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Limpopo Provincial 

Government confirming the provision of pest control services, however, the 

reference letter did not specify the service period. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Vembe District 

Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services from 11 August 

2017 to 04 August 2023, covering a service period of Six (6) years. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Thulamela 

Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services from 14 August 

2023 to 21 February 2025, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of A Makhokha indicating work 

experience from March 2020 –  to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Operator at 

TTE Groups (Pty) Ltd 

Score – 40 

 

3. 

Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

5. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Eskom confirming 

the provision of pest control services from 01 May 2019 to present (10 June 

2026), covering a service period of Six (6) years. 

6. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ziyana Business 

Construction confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 August 

2020 to 30 August 2023, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

7. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from NTCS confirming the 

provision of pest control services from 01 May 2019 to 30 March 2030, 

covering a service period of Seven (7) years as in 10 June 2026. 

8. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ekurhuleni 

Metropolitan Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

from 01 June 2022 to 30 June 2025, covering a service period of Thirty-Six 

(36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Gudla Malinge indicating work 

experience from 2011 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Operator at Nozinga 

Group t/a IFM Solutions 

Score - 40 

4. 

Damita Business Solutions  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Samoosa & Co 

confirming the provision of pest control services for a period of thirty-six (36) 

months. However, the BEC could not establish the commencement date or 

end date of the services, and it is therefore unclear whether the services have 

been completed or are still ongoing. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Vegetation 

Management Suppliers confirming the provision of pest control services from 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

24 April 2024 to 10 June 2026, covering a service period of Twenty-Five (25) 

months. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from NPTR Enterprise 

(Pty) Ltd confirming the provision of pest control services from 23 January 

2025 to 23 March 2025, covering a service period of Three (3) months. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from The Suite Enterprise 

(Pty) Ltd confirming the provision of pest control services for a period of thirty-

six (36) months. However, the BEC could not establish the commencement 

date or end date of the services, and it is therefore unclear whether the 

services have been completed or are still ongoing. 

5. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from T AND R Civils 

confirming the provision of pest control services from January 2024 to 10 June 

2026, covering a service period of Twenty-Five (29) months. 

6. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SCCE Ntuthuko 

Enterprise (Pty) Ltd confirming the provision of pest control services for Thirty-

Six (36) months from 2020 to 2025. 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

7. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Peruman 

Construction confirming the provision of pest control services for Thirty-Six 

(36) months, from 30 September 2021 to 30 September 2024. 

8. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Crenecor Africa 

confirming the provision of pest control services for Thirty-Six (36) months, 

from 2023 to 2025. 

9. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from JM Business 

Solutions confirming the provision of pest control services for Thirty-Six (36) 

months, from February 2022 to February 2025. 

Score – 60 

 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of John Ernest Rosseau indicating work 

experience from June 2017 to December 2024 as a pest control operator at Simple 

Steps Pest Control and January 2025 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control 

Operator at Damita Business Solutions. 

Score - 40 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

5. 

Sidze Pest Management & 

Projects  

100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SASSA confirming 

the provision of pest control services for 2016/2017 financial year, covering a 

service period of Twelve (12) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SABC confirming the 

provision of pest control services from 01 October 2021 to 31 September 

2026. On 10 June 2026 the period covered was Four (4) years and Eight (8) 

months. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from ATNS confirming the 

provision of pest control services for Five (5) years until 2027. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Department of 

Sports, Arts & Culture confirming the provision of pest control services for 

Three (3) years until 2026. 

5. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Eskom – Matimba 

Power Station confirming the provision of pest control services for Two (2) 

years running until 2026. 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

6. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Eskom – Grootvlei 

Power Station confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 

October 2019 to 29 February 2020, covering a period of Five (5) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Rafhedzisani Philip Makuya 

indicating work experience from January 2015 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest 

Control Operator/supervisor at Sidze Pest Management and projects. 

Score- 40 

6. 

Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  90 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ster Park Guest 

House confirming the provision of pest control services in 06 January 2022 to 

06 January 2026, covering a service period of Forty-Eight (48) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Al Consultancy 

Management confirming the provision of pest control services; however, the 

reference letter did not specify the service period. The bidder provided an 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

appointment letter as supporting documentation, indicating a service period 

from 05 January 2025 to 05 January 2026, covering twelve (12) months. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Masenya Building 

Construction confirming the provision of pest control services from 16 June 

2024 to 05 July 2025, covering a service period of twelve (12) months. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ekurhuleni 

Metropolitan Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services 

from 01 June 2022 to 30 June 2025, covering a service period of Thirty-Six 

(36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Hundzukani Maluleke indicating work 

experience from 06 October 2025 to 06 June 2026 as a Pest Control Operator at 

Hundzukani Group (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 30 

7. 

IKMB Property Development Pty 

Ltd  

100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a appointment letter from Joburg Zoo. 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SKS Business 

Solution confirming the provision of pest control services a service period of 

twelve (12) months. 

3. The bidder submitted a second contactable reference letter from SKS 

Business Solution confirming the provision of pest control services a service 

period of twelve (12) months. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Kaemara confirming 

the provision of pest control services for Twenty-Four (24) months. 

5. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SMZee Property 

Development confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 March 

2023 to 30 March 2026, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Malusi Mzwandile indicating work 

experience of seven (7) years as a Pest Control Operator at IKMB Property 

Development (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 40 

8. Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 
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Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted an extension  letter from Delta Property Fund. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SKG Properties 

confirming the provision of pest control services, however, the reference letter 

did not specify the service period.  

3. The bidder submitted a second contactable reference letter from Air Products 

confirming the provision of pest control services a service period of Five (5) 

years until 16 August 2023. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of A Bester indicating work experience 

of Sixteen (16) years as a Pest Control Operator at Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd. 

Score - 40 

9. 

Phemelo Trading and Projects 

Pty Ltd  

100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SG-Fleet 

Management confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 June 

2023 to 30 May 2025, covering a service period of Forty-Eight (48) months. 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Madibeng Local 

Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services, indicating a 

service period from 01 June 2019 to 30 May 2022, covering Thirty-Six (36) 

months. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from OR Tambo 

International Airport confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 

October 2019 to 30 September 2024, covering a service period of Sixty (60) 

months. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Joburg Market 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 01 March 2021 to 28 

February 2022, covering a service period of Twelve (12) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Tidimalo Maleka indicating work 

experience of Thirteen (13) years as a Pest Control Operator at Phemelo Trading 

and Projects (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 40 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 
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10. 

Limpopo Supplement Traders 

Pty Ltd  

100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from National Health 

Laboratory Services confirming the provision of pest control services in April 

2025, covering a service period of one (1) month. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SASSA confirming 

the provision of pest control services from 01 December 2021 to 30 November 

2024, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SASSA confirming 

the provision of pest control services from 01 December 2018 to 30 November 

2021, covering a service period of Thirty-Six (36) months. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ekurhuleni 

Metropolitan Municipality confirming the provision of pest control services 

from 01 June 2022 to 30 June 2025, covering a service period of Thirty-Six 

(36) months. 

Score - 60 

Criteria 2: 
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The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Grace Mathabatha indicating work 

experience from 01 May 2007 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Operator at 

Limpopo Supplements Traders (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 40 

11. 

Eco Management Services  100 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from EE Services 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 02 April 2021 to 11 June 

2024, covering a service period of Thirty-Eight (38) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Cybersec Clinique 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 06 August 2022 to 20 

October 2024, covering a service period of Twenty-Five (25) months. 

Score – 60 

 

 

Criteria 2: 
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EVALUATIONS 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Wandile Ndlovu indicating work 

experience of Four (4) years as a Pest Control Operator at Eco Management 

Services. 

Score - 40 

12. 

Majodina Group Pty  75 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Joburg Property 

Company SOC Ltd confirming the provision of deep services, sanitizing, and 

fogging services at various City of Joburg facilities, from 24 July 2020 until 30 

September 2020, covering a service period of Two (2) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Dairymaid 

confirming the Supply of consumables and cleaning, gardening and pest 

control services as from 03 February 2019 to 30 March 2021, covering a 

service period of One (1) month. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Dasy confirming the 

supply of consumables waste bins, A4 Paper, cleaning, hygiene, and pest 

control services from 01 March 2020 to 29 February 2024, covering a service 

period of Twenty-Four (24) months.  
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Score – 35 

 

 

 

 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Ditiro Thobejane indicating work 

experience from January 2007 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Officer at 

Majodina (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 40 

13. 

Pest Patrollers Pty Ltd  0 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ground One Coffee 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 02 March 2026 to 10 

June 2026, covering a service period of three (3) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Phadima Pharmacy 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 
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specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Serithi Consulting 

confirming the provision of pest control services from January 2026 to 10 June 

2026, covering a service period of five (5) months. 

Score – 0 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Khotso Seth Mokitimi indicating work 

experience from January 2026 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Operator at 

Pest Controllers (Pty) Ltd. 

Score - 0 

14. 

Mostert Pest Control 40 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from IHSPM Real Estate 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 

specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 



  
 
 

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
    
 
   

3.40 
 

 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE 

           

28 SEPTEMBER 2026

                                                                                          

 

                                                                                                    

 

NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

EVALUATIONS 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Houss Rentals dated 

23 January 2025 confirming the provision of pest control services over the 

past (1) month. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Mid City, confirming 

that the bidder has been on their database of service providers for pest control 

services since 2020. The bidder also submitted a reference letter on the 

Johannesburg Water template, indicating a service period from 01 September 

2025 to 30 September 2026, which amounts to eight (8) months as of 10 June 

2026. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SANHI confirming 

the provision of pest control services from 15 April 2026 to 15 December 2026, 

covering a service period of two (2) months as of 10 June 2026. However, the 

period was running concurrebtly with letter from Mid City and they were not 

added as additional months of experience. 

Score - 0 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of T. Wiso indicating work experience 

of Eight (8) years as a Pest Control Officer at Mostert Pest Control. 
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Score - 40 

15. 

Octu Chem Pty Ltd 0 PROVIDED THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTING DOCUMENTATION: 

Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from City Of Tshwane 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 

specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 

2. The bidder submitted a project completion certificate from Centurion Feeds. 

Score - 0 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted the curriculum vitae (CV) of Mr Sybrand Eksteen, indicating 

work experience as a Sales Representative/Manager of herbicides and pesticide 

chemicals in the forestry and industrial vegetation sectors. However, the CV does not 

demonstrate any relevant work experience in pest control services. 

Score - 0 
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7.5.4. TECHNICAL EVALUATION – DISQUALIFIED BIDDERS 

Below are bidder(s) who failed technical evaluation: 

 

NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

1. 

Pest Patrollers Pty Ltd  0 Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Ground One Coffee 

confirming the provision of pest control services from 02 March 2026 to 10 

June 2026, covering a service period of three (3) months. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Phadima Pharmacy 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 

specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Serithi Consulting 

confirming the provision of pest control services from January 2026 to 10 June 

2026, covering a service period of five (5) months. 

The bidder has an overall experience of Eight (8) month which is less than a year, 

therefore, 0 points were allocated. 

Criteria 2: 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of Khotso Seth Mokitimi indicating work 

experience from January 2026 to date (10 June 2026) as a Pest Control Operator at 

Pest Controllers (Pty) Ltd. 

Key personnel have an overall experience of Five (5) months which is less than 6 

months, therefore, 0 points were allocated. 

2. 

Octu Chem Pty Ltd  0 Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from City Of Tshwane 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 

specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 

2. The bidder submitted a project completion certificate from Centurion Feeds. 

The submission of the bidder failed to demonstrate sufficient experience relevant to 

the criteria. Therefore, o points were allocated for this criteria. 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted the curriculum vitae (CV) of Mr Sybrand Eksteen, indicating 

work experience as a Sales Representative/Manager of herbicides and pesticide 

chemicals in the forestry and industrial vegetation sectors. However, the CV does not 

demonstrate any relevant work experience in pest control services. 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

No points could be allocated as the work experience is irrelevant to the criteria. 

3. 

Mostert Pest Control  40 Criteria 1: 

1. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from IHSPM Real Estate 

confirming the provision of pest control services. However, the letter did not 

specify the period of service, and therefore the reference could not be 

considered for points allocation. 

2. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Houss Rentals dated 

23 January 2025 confirming the provision of pest control services over the 

past (1) month. 

3. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from Mid City, confirming 

that the bidder has been on their database of service providers for pest control 

services since 2020. The bidder also submitted a reference letter on the 

Johannesburg Water template, indicating a service period from 01 September 

2025 to 30 September 2026, which amounts to eight (8) months as of 10 June 

2026. 

4. The bidder submitted a contactable reference letter from SANHI confirming 

the provision of pest control services from 15 April 2026 to 15 December 2026, 

covering a service period of two (2) months as of 10 June 2026. However, the 
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NO BIDDER(S) TOTAL SCORE 

ACHIEVED 

REASON(S) FOR DISQUALIFICATION 

period was running concurrebtly with letter from Mid City and they were not 

added as additional months of experience. 

The bidder has an overall experience of Nine (9) month which is less than a year, 

therefore, 0 points were allocated. 

Criteria 2: 

The bidder submitted a curriculum vitae (CV) of T. Wiso indicating work experience 

of Eight (8) years as a Pest Control Officer at Mostert Pest Control. 

 

Key personnel have an overall experience of Eight (8) years which is more than Two 

(2) years, therefore, 40 points were allocated. 
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7.5.5. THE FOLLOWING BIDDERS MET THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS AND QUALIFIED FOR FURTHER EVALUATIONS. 

 

NO NAME OF BIDDER SCORE ACHIEVED PASS/FAIL 

1. Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

2. TTE Groups Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

3. Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  100 PASS 

4. Damita Business Solutions  100 PASS 

5. Sidze Pest Management & Projects  100 PASS 

6. Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  90 PASS 

7. IKMB Property Development Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

8. Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

9. Phemelo Trading and Projects Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

10. Limpopo Supplement Traders Pty Ltd  100 PASS 

11. Eco Management Services  100 PASS 

12. Majodina Group Pty  75 PASS 

 

Out of Fifteen (15) bids evaluated on Technical Evaluation only Thirteen (13) bids met the minimum qualifying score of 65 points to proceed for further 

evaluations. 
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7.6. STAGE 4: PRICE AND PREFERENTIAL EVALUATION 

 

7.6.1. BID OFFER(S) 

7.6.1.1. BELOW ARE BID OFFERS THAT WERE SUBMITTED BY THE BIDDERS THAT PASSED TECHNICAL EVALUATION: 

 

NO NAME OF BIDDER BID OFFER 

1. Kho Zero Projects Pty Ltd  R1 947 125.44 

2. TTE Groups Pty Ltd  R3 021 796.00 

3. Nozinga Group t/a IFM Solutions  R4 806 732.67 

4. Damita Business Solutions  R2 532 970.04 

5. Sidze Pest Management & Projects  R5 213 233.99 

6. Hundzukani Group Pty Ltd  R4 847 660.50 

7. IKMB Property Development Pty Ltd  R50 283 492.63 

8. Afri Services Hygiene Pty Ltd  R690 703.97 

9. Phemelo Trading and Projects Pty Ltd  R1 417 275.05 

10. Limpopo Supplement Traders Pty Ltd  R7 604 089.78 

11. Eco Management Services  R1 329 441.45 

12. Majodina Group Pty  R720 083.75 
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7.6.1.2 ARITHMETIC ERRORS 

 
As per the SCM Policy Version 16 Clause 9.6 (Arithmetic Errors), JW undertakes to check arithmetic errors on all bidders that are evaluated on price 

and requests bidders to correct them to achieve the tendered total of the prices. The 80/20 preference point scoring system was applied. 

 
During the price evaluation, it was identified that the total price submitted by Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd did not reconcile with the sum of the subtotal and 

VAT. The total amount was understated. The bidder was notified of the discrepancy and requested to adjust the rates to correspond with the total price 

submitted. The bidder acknowledged the discrepancy and submitted a corrected pricing schedule. However, the corrected pricing schedule did not 

result in any change to the total tender price. The bidder further advised that, should the company be awarded the contract, it would render the services 

based on the revised rates submitted. 

 

An email was sent to Afri Services Hygiene (Pty) Ltd notifying the bidder of the apparent underquoting identified during the price evaluation and 

requesting confirmation that the prices submitted were correct and that the bidder would be able to render the services for the full duration of the contract 

without requesting any price escalation. 

 

Afri Services Hygiene (Pty) Ltd subsequently confirmed that the company would be unable to render the services at the prices initially submitted, as a 

calculation error had occurred on its side. The bidder explained that the pricing had inadvertently been calculated as a rate per service rather than as 

an annual amount. As a result, Afri Services Hygiene (Pty) Ltd was not evaluated further.  
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SPECIFIC GOALS  

SPECIFIC GOALS –  MEANS OF VERIFICATION  

Business owned by 51% or more- Women • Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS accredited verification agency 
or DTI/CIPC BBBEE Certificate for Exempted Micro Enterprises or Affidavit 
sworn under oath, OR 

• CIPC registration document showing percentage of ownership and share 
certificate where applicable  

Business owned by 51% or more -Black Youth • Valid BBBEE Certificate issued by SANAS accredited verification agency 
or DTI/CIPC BBBEE Certificate for Exempted Micro Enterprises or Affidavit 
sworn under oath, OR 

• CIPC registration document showing percentage of ownership and share 
certificate where applicable 

 

7.6.2 SPECIFIC GOALS (PREFERENCE) 

NO NAME OF 
BIDDER(S)  

TOTAL VERIFIED POINTS 
ALLOCATED TOTAL 

SCORE 
Comments 

08 12 

20  Business owned 
by 51% or more- 
Women 

Business owned 
by 51% or more – 
Black Youth 

1. Kho Zero Projects 
Pty Ltd  08 0 08 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned but not 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 
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NO NAME OF 

BIDDER(S)  
TOTAL VERIFIED POINTS 

ALLOCATED TOTAL 
SCORE 

Comments 

08 12 

20  Business owned 
by 51% or more- 
Women 

Business owned 
by 51% or more – 
Black Youth 

2. TTE Groups Pty 
Ltd  08 0 08 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned but not 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

3. Nozinga Group t/a 
IFM Solutions  08 0 08 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned but not 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

4. Damita Business 
Solutions  08 12 20 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned and 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

5. Sidze Pest 
Management & 
Projects  

0 0 0 

The business is not 51% or more Women 
owned and not 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

6. Hundzukani Group 
Pty Ltd  0 12 12 

The business is not 51% or more Women 
owned but is 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

7. IKMB Property 
Development Pty 
Ltd  

0 12 12 
The business is not 51% or more Women 
owned but is 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 
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NO NAME OF 

BIDDER(S)  
TOTAL VERIFIED POINTS 

ALLOCATED TOTAL 
SCORE 

Comments 

08 12 

20  Business owned 
by 51% or more- 
Women 

Business owned 
by 51% or more – 
Black Youth 

8. Phemelo Trading 
and Projects Pty 
Ltd  

08 12 20 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned and 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

9. Limpopo 
Supplement 
Traders Pty Ltd  

08 0 08 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned but not 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

10. Eco Management 
Services  08 12 20 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned and 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 

11. Majodina Group 
Pty  08 12 20 

The business is 51% or more Women 
owned and 51% or more Black Youth 
owned. 
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7.6.3 PRICE AND PREFERENCE SCHEDULE 

NO. 
 

BIDDER  
 

TOTAL BID OFFER 
(INCL. OF VAT) 

PRICE POINTS 
TOTAL SPECIFIC 

GOALS 

TOTAL PRICE & 
SPECIFIC GOALS 

POINTS 

1.  

MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) LTD R720,083.75 80.00             20.00  100 

2.  

ECO MANAGEMENT SERVICES R1,329,441.45 
                          

12.30             20.00  32.30 

3.  PHEMELO TRADING AND 
PROJECTS R1,417,275.05 2.54             20.00  22.54 

4.  KHOZERO PROJECTS (PTY) 
LTD R1,947,125.44 

                       
(56.32)             08.00  (48.32) 

5.  DAMITA BUSINESS 
SOLUTIONS R2,532,970.04 

                     
(121.41)             20.00  (101.41) 

6.  

TTE GROUPS (PTY) LTD R3,021,796.00 
                     

(175.72)             08.00  (167.72) 

7.  NOZINGA GROUP T/A IFM 
SOLUTIONS R4,806,732.67 

                     
(374.02)             08.00  (366.02) 
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 NO. 
 

BIDDER  
 

TOTAL BID OFFER 
(INCL. OF VAT) 

PRICE POINTS 
TOTAL SPECIFIC 

GOALS 

TOTAL PRICE & 
SPECIFIC GOALS 

POINTS 

8.  HUNDZUKANI GROUP (PTY0 
LTD R4,847,660.50 (378.57)             12.00  (366.57) 

9.  

SIDZE PEST MANAGEMENT  R5,213,233.99 
                     

(419.18)                   -    (419.18) 

10.  LIMPOPO SUPPLENT 
TRADERS (PTY) LTD R7,604,089.78 (684.80)                    08.00 (676.8) 

11.  IKMB PROPERTY 
DEVELOPMENT (PTY) LTD 50,283,492.63 

                  
(5,426.40)             12.00  (5,414.4) 

 

 

7.6.4 DUE DILIGENCE VERIFICATION 

 
Bidder’ reference letters that are accepted were verified with the referees. However, verification of the reference letters is limited to the highest scoring 

bidder.  

The referees were requested to confirm the authenticity of the reference letters and their legitimacy were confirmed in writing. 

Below is list of reference letters verified for Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd. 
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NO. REFEREE(S) DESCRIPTION CONFIRMATION 

1. Dairy Maid - Zingile Mbobo 

Supply of consumables and cleaning, gardening and 

pest control services as from 03 February 2019 to 30 

March 2021. 

Confirmed to be valid 

2. Dasy - Ashlyn Kirsten 

supply of consumables waste bins, A4 Paper, cleaning, 

hygiene, and pest control services from 01 March 2020 

to 29 February 2024. 

Confirmed to be valid 

3. 
Joburg Property Company SOC 

Ltd - L. Ramashala  

Provision of deep services, sanitizing, and fogging 

services at various City of Joburg facilities, from 24 July 

2020 until 30 September 2020. 

Confirmed to be valid 
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7.6.2. BID OFFER (PRICING SCHEDULE) OF THE HIGHEST SCORING BIDDER  

Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd. 

Item 
No. 

Plant Required 
Unit of 

Measure 

Estimated 
Annual 

Quantities 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 1 Rate 
x Estimated 

Annual 
Quantities 
(Excl. VAT) 

Year 2 
Unit Rate 

(Excl. 
VAT) 

Year 2 Rate 
x Estimated 

Annual 
Quantities 
(Excl. VAT) 

Year 3 
Unit 
Rate 
(Excl. 
VAT) 

Year 3 Rate x 
Estimated 

Annual 
Quantities 
(Excl. VAT) 

1 Rodent control Per m2 49,200 R2.09 R102,975.60 R2.09 R102,975.60 R2.09 R102,975.60 

2 Ants & Termite Control Per m2 8,100 R2.30 R18,659.97 R2.30 R18,659.97 R2.30 R18,659.97 

3 Woodworm Control Per m2 2,005 R2.93 R5,876.05 R2.93 R5,876.05 R2.93 R5,876.05 

4 Fly & Wasp Control Per m2 2,840 R1.47 R4,160.88 R1.47 R4,160.88 R1.47 R4,160.88 

5 
Residual treatment for 
cockroaches Per m2 40,900 R1.88 R77,047.42 R1.88 R77,047.42 R1.88 R77,047.42 

Sub-Total per Year (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) 
Excluding VAT R208,719.93   R208,719.93   R208,719.93 

Total for Year 1, 2 & 3 (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) 
Excluding VAT         R626,159.78 

15% VAT               R93,923.97 

Total for Year 1, 2 & 3 (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) 
Including VAT         R720,083.75 



  
  
  

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
          
   

3.56 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE 

                                                                                     

                                                                     28 September 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

  
7.6.3.  PRICE COMPARISON 

7.6.3.1 THE BELOW TABLE INDICATES THE PRICE COMPARISON: 
  

The estimated rates were determined from the previous tender which Johannesburg Water intered 

into on 18 April 2022 and was set for a duration of thirty-six (36) months, concluding on 17 April 

2025. To estimate benchmark pricing pest control services, the year-three rates of the Previous 

contract were escalated over three years. 

The following annual escalation rates were applied: 

• Year 1: 7.4% CPI November 2022 

• Year 2: 5.5% CPI November 2023 

• Year 3: 2.9% CPI November 2024 

This resulted in a cumulative price escalation of 15.8% over the three-year period. The 

escalated rates were subsequently compared to the median rates through a benchmark 

variance calculation, ensuring alignment with market trends and pricing consistency. 

 

NO DESCRIPTION 
BENCHMARKED 

RATES 
RECOMMENDED 
BIDDER’S RATES 

VARIANCE 
(%) 

1. Rodent control R13,46 R2.09 -84,44% 

2. 
Ants & Termite 
Control 

R3,86 R2.30 
-40,32% 

3. Woodworm Control R3,51 R2.93 -16,50% 

4. Fly & Wasp Control R3,29 R1.47 -55,47% 

5 
Residual treatment 
for cockroaches 

R7,71 R1.88 
-75,57% 

 

The recommended bidder's rates are below the benchmarked rates for all five services. The largest 

variance is for Rodent Control at -84,44%, followed by Residual Treatment for Cockroaches at -

75,57%. The smallest variance is for Woodworm Control at -16,50%, indicating that this rate is 

relatively close to the benchmark compared with the other items. 

 

BEC recognise that the contribution of these large variances are particularly associated with the 

miscalculation of the initial bidder’s pricing schedule. The total on the pricing schedule was 

miscalculated by a million rand (R1,000,000.00) under. This was identified during the arithmetic 

errors check, the bidder was notified and advised to make corrections in terms of Supply Chain 

Management Policy version 16 (9.6.2.1 (iii)); 

• Where the tender is rate based and bidders are required to provide a total price for year 1 to 

year 3, if there is an error in the total prices either as a result of corrections required by this 
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checking process or in the summation of the total, the total of year 1 to year 3 shall govern 

and the tenderer will be requested to revise the unit rate for a year. 

 

The bidder sent a letter advising Johannesburg Water that they are still prepared to provide the 

required serves despite the error in the calculations. They accept and confirm that any shortfall 

arising from the error identified by BEC will be carried by Majodina Group at their own cost. No 

portion of it will be recovered from Johannesburg Water at any stage of the contract should they be 

awarded the contract. They further confirm that accepting the corrected total does not reduce what 

they have undertaken to deliver. The scope of work, service frequencies, staffing levels, chemicals 

and equipment, reporting obligations and statutory compliance requirements will be met in full and 

to the standard set out in the tender document. All treatments will continue to be carried out by 

registered Pest Control Operators using products registered under Act 36 of 1947, with safety data 

sheets and service records maintained and available for inspection at any time. An adjusted pricing 

scheduled was signed and re-submitted to BEC for further evaluation. 

 

BEC is satisfied with the acknowledgement and commitment that Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd is 

prepared to service Johannesburg Water according to the bid specifications.  

 
 

8 CONTRACT FUNDING 

8.1 REQUIRED CONTRACT FUNDING 

The below table illustrates the summary of the required contract funding: 
 

DESCRITION FUNDS 

Contract Value Based on Tendered Rates (Excl VAT) R626,159.78 

Add VAT @15% R93,923.97 

TOTAL INCL. OF VAT R720,083.75 

 

8.2 CONFIRMATION OF FUNDS 

The Confirmation of Funds was approved as follows: 

FINANCIAL YEAR FUNDS 

 2024/25 
R208,719.93 

2025/26 
R208,719.93 

2026/27 
R208,719.93 
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FINANCIAL YEAR FUNDS 

TOTAL EXCL. OF VAT R626,159.78 

VAT @15% R93,923.97 

TOTAL INCL. OF VAT R720,083.75 

 

 

9 CONTRACT PRICE ADJUSTMENT 

The prices will remain firm throughout the duration of the contract. 
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 10 IDENTIFIED RISKS 

The following are the risks identified during evaluation in relation to contract implementation: 

RISK 

CATEGORY 

DESCRIPTION 

OF RISK EVENT 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

LIKELIHOOD 

 U/N/L 

MITIGATION 

ACTION 

COST OF 

CORRECTIVE 

ACTION OR 

EXPECTED VALUE 

OF RISK 

Economic and 

Commercial: 

Underpriced 

Contract 

The recommended 

bidder's rates are 

significantly below 

the benchmarked 

rates, creating a 

risk that the bidder 

may not be able to 

sustain service 

delivery at the 

quoted prices, 

inability or 

unwillingness to 

respond 

adequately to pest-

High Neutral 

Closely monitor 

service delivery 

throughout the 

contract. Apply 

contractual 

remedies where 

performance is 

inadequate. 

Potential costs associated with 

corrective measures, emergency 

pest-control services, or 

termination and re-tendering if 

the contractor cannot perform. 
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RISK 

CATEGORY 

DESCRIPTION 

OF RISK EVENT 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

LIKELIHOOD 

 U/N/L 

MITIGATION 

ACTION 

COST OF 

CORRECTIVE 

ACTION OR 

EXPECTED VALUE 

OF RISK 

control 

requirements, 

resulting in 

ineffective pest 

control, health and 

safety risks, 

service 

interruptions and 

possible additional 

costs to the 

institution. 

Performance  Poor performance 

The contractor 

may fail to provide 

effective and timely 

pest-control 

services due to 

inadequate 

resources, 

High Neutral 

Implement robust 

contract 

management and 

performance 

monitoring. 

Establish clear 

service levels, 

Potential costs associated with 

corrective measures, emergency 

pest-control services, or 

termination and re-tendering if 

the contractor cannot perform. 
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RISK 

CATEGORY 

DESCRIPTION 

OF RISK EVENT 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

LIKELIHOOD 

 U/N/L 

MITIGATION 

ACTION 

COST OF 

CORRECTIVE 

ACTION OR 

EXPECTED VALUE 

OF RISK 

capacity, personnel 

or pricing. 

Failure to control 

pests effectively, 

increased health 

and safety risks, 

reputational 

damage, disruption 

to operations and 

potential non-

compliance with 

applicable 

legislation and 

organisational 

requirements. 

response times 

and reporting 

requirements. 

Conduct regular 

inspections and 

performance 

reviews. Require 

corrective action 

where 

performance falls 

below the agreed 

standard and 

enforce 

contractual 

remedies where 

necessary. 

Legal and 

Regulatory  

Non-compliance 

with legislation and 

regulatory 

requirements by 

JW - Failure by the 

contractor to 

Legal or regulatory 

action, financial 

penalties imposed 

on JW, health and 

safety incidents, 

reputational 

High Neutral 

Include 

compliance 

obligations in the 

contract and 

require 

appropriate 

Potential penalties, corrective 

measures, legal costs and costs 

associated with service 

disruption or replacement of the 

contractor. 
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IMPACT:      LIKELIHOOD: 

M = Medium (Moderate)      U = Unlikely 

H = High (Major)      N = Neutral 

L = Low (Minor)      L= Likely

RISK 

CATEGORY 

DESCRIPTION 

OF RISK EVENT 

LIKELY 

CONSEQUENCES 

IMPACT 

L/M/H 

LIKELIHOOD 

 U/N/L 

MITIGATION 

ACTION 

COST OF 

CORRECTIVE 

ACTION OR 

EXPECTED VALUE 

OF RISK 

comply with 

applicable health, 

safety, 

environmental and 

pest-control 

requirements. 

damage and 

possible 

interruption of 

services delivery in 

the operation of 

JW. 

records, 

certifications and 

reports. Conduct 

periodic 

compliance 

checks during 

contract period. 



  
   
  

Registration No:  2000/029271/30 

 
         
   

3.63 
 

JOHANNESBURG WATER (SOC) LIMITED 

BID ADJUDICATION COMMITTEE 

                                                                                     

                                                                       28 SEPTEMBER 2026 

 

                                                                                                   

 11 RECOMMENDED BIDDER’S DETAILS 

11.1 SUMMARY OF COMPANY PROFILE  

NO. INFORMATION TYPE MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) LTD 

1.  B-BBEE Level One (1) 

2.  B-BBEE Sworn Affidavit Expiry Date 19 May 2027 

3.  CSD Report 
Tax Compliant – date verified 

23 September 2026 

4.  Company Registration Number 2013/190094/07 

5.  VAT Number 4750265532 

6.  Supplier Size Type (Generic /QSE /EME) EME 

7.  DPSA/ CSD Verification of Directors 

None of the director(s) are found in CSD 

Report for persons in the employment of the 

organ of state 

8.  
Physical Address (as stated on Municipal 

Accounts/ Valid Lease Agreement) 

Jean Park Chambers 

Building 4, Unit 11 

252 Jean Avenue  

Centurion 

9.  
Municipal Rates and Taxes Statement or 

valid Lease Agreement for the Company 

Submitted a valid lease agreement expiring on 

31 July 2027 

 

10.  
Municipal Rates and Taxes/ valid Lease 

agreement for the Directors 

Director 1 

Name of Director: Mandisa Ketso 

Address of Director: 460 Canary Crescent 

Street, Lekaneng Section, Tembisa, 1632 

Start date of lease agreement1 August 2023 

End date of lease agreement:31 January 2028 

 

Director 2 

Name of Director: Dimpho Ketso 

Address of Director: 460 Canary Crescent 

Street, Lekaneng Section, Tembisa, 1632 
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NO. INFORMATION TYPE MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) LTD 

Director submitted an affidavit stating that they 

are residing with Mandisa Ketso, who is their 

sister, at the stated address is. 

11.  MBD4 – Declaration of Interest  No conflict declared 

  

11.2 ENTITY DIRECTORSHIP 

No BIDDER DIRECTORS IDENTITY NUMBER 

1. 
MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) 

LTD 

MANDISA KETSO  8402260381082 

DIMPHO KETSO  9210020475089 

 

11.3 ENTITY OWNERSHIP 

OWNERSHIP CATEGORY 
MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) LTD 

% OF OWNERSHIP 

Black Owned 100.00% 

Black Women Owned 100.00% 

Black Youth Owned 51.00% 

People Living with Disability 0% 

Military Veteran 0% 

Other Ownership 0% 
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 12. MOTIVATION 

The importance of the award is to ensure that JW adhere to acceptable levels of hygiene are 

maintained and compliant with the Occupational Health and Safety Act, No.85 of 1993 and its 

regulations at all their sites and infrastructure. 

 

The recommended bidders satisfied all the requirements of the tender and Bid Evaluation Committee 

(BEC) is satisfied with the submission of tender requirements, the acknowledgement of the errors 

on the pricing schedule and commitment that Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd is prepared to service 

Johannesburg Water according to the bid specifications. Therefore, the BEC recommends the award 

of Tender JWOPS028/25 for provision of pest control services on as and when required basis for a 

period of Thirty-Six (36) months to Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd. 

 

13. POLICY IMPLICATIONS 

Compliant 

 

14. LEGISLATIVE COMPLIANCE 

Compliant 

 

15. LEGAL IMPLICATIONS 

None  
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16. RECOMMENDATIONS 

IT IS RECOMMENDED THAT: 

1. That the Bid Adjudication Committee approve the award of Tender JWOPS028/25 for 

provision of pest control services on as and when required basis for a period of 

Thirty-Six (36) months to Majodina Group (Pty) Ltd                   

                                                                            

2. That the rates be approved excluding VAT as follows: 

Item 

No. 
Plant Required 

Unit of 

Measure 

Estimated 

Annual 

Quantities 

Year 1 

Unit Rate 

(Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 2 

Unit Rate 

(Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 3 

Unit Rate 

(Excl. 

VAT) 

1 Rodent control Per m2 49,200 R2.09 R2.09 R2.09 

2 Ants & Termite Control Per m2 8,100 R2.30 R2.30 R2.30 

3 Woodworm Control Per m2 2,005 R2.93 R2.93 R2.93 

4 Fly & Wasp Control Per m2 2,840 R1.47 R1.47 R1.47 

5 
Residual treatment for 

cockroaches 
Per m2 40,900 R1.88 R1.88 R1.88 

 

3. That the contract funding be approved as follows: 

TOTAL EXCL. OF VAT R626,159.78 

VAT @15% R93,923.97 

TOTAL INCL. OF VAT R720,083.75 

 

4. That the Chief Financial Officer or his nominee be authorised to sign the letter of 

appointment relating to this tender on behalf of Johannesburg Water. 

 

5. That the Chief Operations Officer or her nominee be authorised to sign and manage 

the contract relating to this tender on behalf of Johannesburg Water. 

 
17. ATTACHMENTS 

 
ANNEXURE 1 - CONFIRMATION OF FUNDS 

ANNEXURE 2 - CSD REPORT 



City of Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 

 

(PART 2) 
CONFIRMATION OF THE AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 

(Prior to award of Contract, Deviation, Extension of contract and additional funding) 
 

Tender Number: JW OPS 028: NTWS, WDM, ES 

Department Name: Operations 
 

Project Description: Provision of Pest Control Services on an “as and when” required basis for a period of 
thirty-six (36) months 

 
Estimated Cost (excl VAT): R483 457,97 

Select Cost type: OPEX 

Cost Center: Total NTWS, Total WDM, 3320110 

Capex Project No (if applicable): 

GL Account: 2602520 

 
Confirmation of funds available: 
Please insert Breakdown of associated costs below (excl VAT): 

Financial Year Networks Water Demand Management Electrical Support Total 
 

2026/27 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 
2027/28 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 
2028/29 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 
Total R431 486,71 R49 466,62 R2 504,64 R483 457,97 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Please upload cost breakdown in PDF format:  
 

Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


City of Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 

 

(Part 2 continued) 

Tender Number: JW OPS 028: NTWS, WDM, ES 

Department Name: Operations 

Project Description: Provision of Pest Control Services on an “as and when” required basis for a period of 
thirty-six (36) months 

 
Senior Manager/Manager/Portfolio Manager: 
 

 
Name: Mzakhe Mtshweni Signature: Date: 03-Sep-2026 

 

Verification by Manager: Management Accounting 

Comments: 
Budget is available for expenditure and provision to be made for the outer years. 

 
 
 
 

Name: Frans Phatlane Signature: Date: 07-Sep-2026 
 

 
Confirmation that the Chief Financial Officer 

It is confirmed that the Chief Financial Officer has verified that budgetary provision exists for the 
acquisition of the goods, infrastructure projects and/or services as described above and that it is 
consistent with the Integrated Development Plan. 
 
Comments: 
confirmed and ensure that there is cash available 

 

 

Name: kgaugelo Mahlaba Signature: Date: 25-Sep-2026 
 
 

 
NB: This form must be completed and attached to the Tender Initiation Request and included in the BSC submission 

Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


 

 
Item No. 

 
Description Unit of 

Measure 
Estimated 

Annual 
Quantities 

Year 1 Unit 
Rate (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 1 Rate x 
Estimated Annual 
Quantities (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 2 Unit 
Rate (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 2 Rate x 
Estimated Annual 
Quantities (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 3 Unit 
Rate (Excl. 

VAT) 

Year 3 Rate x 
Estimated Annual 
Quantities (Excl. 

VAT) 

1 Rodent control Per m2 49 200 R2,09 R102 975,60 R2,09 R102 975,60 R2,09 R102 975,60 

2 Ants & Termite Control Per m2 8 100 R2,30 R18 659,97 R2,30 R18 659,97 R2,30 R18 659,97 

3 Woodworm Control Per m2 2 005 R2,93 R5 876,05 R2,93 R5 876,05 R2,93 R5 876,05 

4 Fly & Wasp Control Per m2 2 840 R1,47 R4 160,88 R1,47 R4 160,88 R1,47 R4 160,88 
 

5 
Residual treatment for 
cockroaches 

 
Per m2 

 
40 900 

 
R1,88 

 
R77 047,42 

 
R1,88 

 
R77 047,42 

 
R1,88 

 
R77 047,42 

Sub-Total per Year (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) Excluding VAT R208 719,93 
 

R208 719,93 
 

R208 719,93 

Total for Year 1, 2 & 3 (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) Excluding VAT 
    

R626 159,78 

15% VAT 
    

R93 923,97 

Total for Year 1, 2 & 3 (Unit Rate x Estimated Annual Quantities) Including VAT 
    

R720 083,75 

 
 

Financial Year 
Networks: 

Allocation 

Water Demand 
Management: 

Allocation 

 
Electrical Support 

 
Total 

2026/27 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 

2027/28 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 

2028/29 R143 828,90 R16 488,87 R834,88 R161 152,66 

Total R431 486,71 R49 466,62 R2 504,64 R483 457,97 

 

Financial Year Bulk Wastewater: 
Allocation 

2026/27 R47 567,27 

2027/28 R47 567,27 

2028/29 R47 567,27 

Total R142 701,81 

 



City of Johannesburg 
 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 
 

(PART 2) 
CONFIRMATION OF THE AVAILABILITY OF FUNDS 

(Prior to award of Contract, Deviation, Extension of contract and additional funding) 
 

Tender Number: JW OPS 059/25 BWW 

Department Name: Operations 
 

Project Description: Appointment of a panel of professional environmental service to undertake 
bioremediation within the city of Johannesburg on an as and when required basis for a 
period of thirty-six (36) months 

 
Estimated Cost (excl VAT): R863 219,70 

Select Cost type: OPEX 

Cost Center: Total BWW 

Capex Project No (if applicable): 
 

GL Account: 2121921 

 
Confirmation of funds available: 
Please insert Breakdown of associated costs below (excl VAT): 

Financial Year Budget Allocation BWW 
2026/27 R273 900,00 
2027/28 R287 346,00 
2028/29 R301 973,70 
Total R863 219,70 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Please upload cost breakdown in PDF format: 

 
Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


City of Johannesburg 
 

Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
 

Turbine Hall 
65 Ntemi Piliso Street 
Newtown 
Johannesburg 

Johannesburg Water 
PO Box 61542 
Marshalltown 
2107 

Tel +27(0) 11 688 1400 
Fax +27(0) 11 688 1528 

www.johannesburgwater.co.za 
 
 
 

Tender Number: 

 
 

JW OPS 059/25 BWW 

(Part 2 continued) 

Department Name: Operations 
 

Project Description: Appointment of a panel of professional environmental service to undertake 
bioremediation within the city of Johannesburg on an as and when required basis for a 
period of thirty-six (36) months 

Senior Manager/Manager/Portfolio Manager: 
 

 
Name: Motale Selesho Signature: Date: 02-Sep-2026 

 

Verification by Manager: Management Accounting 

Comments: 
Budget is available for the expenditure and provision to be made in the outer years. 

 
 
 
 

Name: Frans Phatlane Signature: Date: 04-Sep-2026 
 

 
Confirmation that the Chief Financial Officer 

It is confirmed that the Chief Financial Officer has verified that budgetary provision exists for the 
acquisition of the goods, infrastructure projects and/or services as described above and that it is 
consistent with the Integrated Development Plan. 
 
Comments: 
confirmed and ensure that there is cash available 

 

 

Name: kgaugelo Mahlaba Signature: Date: 25-Sep-2026 
 
 

 
NB: This form must be completed and attached to the Tender Initiation Request and included in the BSC submission 

Directors: 
Ms Dineo Majavu (Chairperson), Mr Ntshavheni Mukwevho (Chief Executive Officer and Executive Director), 
Mr Kgaugelo Mahlaba (Chief Financial Officer and Executive Director), Mr Sipho Mthembu, Ms Zandile Meeleso, Mr Pholoso Matjele, 
Mr Molate Mashifane, Mr Collen Sambo, Mr Makoko Makgonye, Ms Thabiso Kutumela, Mr Kefiloe Mokoena 

Ms Kethabile Mabe (Company Secretary), 
Johannesburg Water SOC Ltd 
Registration Number: 2000/029271/30 

http://www.johannesburgwater.co.za/


NORTHERN REGION 
 
 

 
Item 

 
 

 
Description 

 
 

 
UOM 

 

 
Year 1 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 1 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 1 Price 

 

 
Year 2 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 2 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 2 Price 

 

 
Year 3 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 3 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 3 Price 

 

 
Year 
Price 

 

 
1 to Year 3 

1 Undertake aquatic assessment 
and compile rehabilitation plan Per project 4 R1 000,00 R4 000,00 4 R1 050,00 R4 200,00 4 R1 102,50 R4 410,00 R12 610,00 

 

 
2 

Conduct site assessment and map 
the area impacted by raw sewer 
for 300m down gradient of the 
impacted area to allow positioning 
of microbes dosing stations 

 

 
per project 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 500,00 

 

 
R27 000,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 725,00 

 

 
R28 350,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 961,25 

 

 
R29 767,50 

 

 
R85 117,50 

3 Prepare method statement and 
remediation action plan per project 6 R1 800,00 R10 800,00 6 R1 890,00 R11 340,00 6 R1 984,50 R11 907,00 R34 047,00 

 
 
 

 
4 

Supply of microbes and any other 
equipment’s required, and conduct 
bioremediation and cleaning of 
areas affected by Raw Sewer (i.e. 
surrounding environment and river 
if polluted) and continuous dosage 
of microbes on the river for a 
period a period not more than 30 
days 

 
 
 

 
Per project 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R30 000,00 

 
 
 

 
R180 000,00 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R31 500,00 

 
 
 

 
R189 000,00 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R33 075,00 

 
 
 

 
R198 450,00 

 
 
 

 
R567 450,00 

 
5 

Construction & maintenance of 
temporary ponds to reduce 
amount of sewer flowing into the 
river 

 
Per pond 

 
4 

 
R15 000,00 

 
R60 000,00 

 
4 

 
R15 750,00 

 
R63 000,00 

 
4 

 
R16 537,50 

 
R66 150,00 

 
R189 150,00 

6 Pumping of visible sewer back into 
the temporary diversion line Per pond 4 R500,00 R2 000,00 4 R525,00 R2 100,00 4 R551,25 R2 205,00 R6 305,00 

 
7 

Cleaning, removal and disposal of 
solid waste at licenced landfill site 
and submit a safe disposal 
certificate to JW 

 
per project 

 
6 

 
R14 000,00 

 
R84 000,00 

 
6 

 
R14 700,00 

 
R88 200,00 

 
6 

 
R15 435,00 

 
R92 610,00 

 
R264 810,00 

 
8 

Rehabilitate the affected area and 
banks of the rivers affected by 
bioremediation activity only, i.e. 
the temporary holding pit) 

 
Per project 

 
6 

 
R5 000,00 

 
R30 000,00 

 
6 

 
R5 250,00 

 
R31 500,00 

 
6 

 
R5 512,50 

 
R33 075,00 

 
R94 575,00 

 
 
 

 
9 

Continuously monitor the progress 
of the remediation process and 
collect samples to assess the 
effectiveness of the treatment and 
ensure that the contamination 
levels are decreasing. The 
samples must be tested by an 
accredited lab and the results 
must be formally reported to JW 
weekly. 

 
 
 

 
Per project 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R20 000,00 

 
 
 

 
R120 000,00 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R21 000,00 

 
 
 

 
R126 000,00 

 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 

 
R22 050,00 

 
 
 

 
R132 300,00 

 
 
 

 
R378 300,00 

 
10 

Submit detail final report to client 
and also to relevant authorities for 
consideration to close the 
directive/project 

 
per project 

 
6 

 
R5 000,00 

 
R30 000,00 

 
6 

 
R5 167,00 

 
R31 002,00 

 
6 

 
R5 512,15 

 
R33 072,90 

 
R94 074,90 

 
TOTAL 

    
 

R547 800,00 

  
 

R574 692,00 

  
 

R603 947,40 
 

R1 726 439,40 



SOUTHERN REGION 
 
 

 
Item 

 
 

 
Description 

 
 

 
UOM 

 

 
Year 1 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 1 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 1 Price 

 

 
Year 2 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 2 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 2 Price 

 

 
Year 3 
Estimated 
quantities 

 

 
Year 3 Unit 

Rate 

 
 

 
Year 3 Price 

 

 
Year 1 to Year 
3 Price 

1 Undertake aquatic assessment 
and compile rehabilitation plan Per project 4 R1 000,00 R4 000,00 4 R1 050,00 R4 200,00 4 R1 102,50 R4 410,00 R12 610,00 

 

 
2 

Conduct site assessment and 
map the area impacted by raw 
sewer for 300m down gradient 
of the impacted area to allow 
positioning of microbes dosing 
stations 

 

 
per project 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 500,00 

 

 
R27 000,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 725,00 

 

 
R28 350,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R4 961,25 

 

 
R29 767,50 

 

 
R85 117,50 

 
3 Prepare method statement and 

remediation action plan 

 
per project 

 
6 

 
R1 800,00 

 
R10 800,00 

 
6 

 
R1 890,00 

 
R11 340,00 

 
6 

 
R1 984,50 

 
R11 907,00 

 
R34 047,00 

 
 
 
 

 
4 

Supply of microbes and any 
other equipment’s required, and 
conduct bioremediation and 
cleaning of areas affected by 
Raw Sewer (i.e. surrounding 
environment and river if 
polluted) and continuous 
dosage of microbes on the river 
for a period a period not more 
than 30 days 

 
 
 
 

 
Per project 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R30 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R180 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R31 500,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R189 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R33 075,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R198 450,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R567 450,00 

 
5 

Construction & maintenance of 
temporary ponds to reduce 
amount of sewer flowing into 
the river 

 
Per pond 

 
4 

 
R15 000,00 

 
R60 000,00 

 
4 

 
R15 750,00 

 
R63 000,00 

 
4 

 
R16 537,50 

 
R66 150,00 

 
R189 150,00 

 
6 Pumping of visible sewer back 

into the temporary diversion line 

 
Per pond 

 
4 

 
R500,00 

 
R2 000,00 

 
4 

 
R525,00 

 
R2 100,00 

 
4 

 
R551,25 

 
R2 205,00 

 
R6 305,00 

 

 
7 

 
Cleaning, removal and disposal 
of solid waste at licenced 
landfill site and submit a safe 
disposal certificate to JW 

 

 
per project 

 

 
6 

 

 
R14 000,00 

 

 
R84 000,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R14 700,00 

 

 
R88 200,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R15 435,00 

 

 
R92 610,00 

 

 
R264 810,00 

 

 
8 

 
Rehabilitate the affected area 
and banks of the rivers affected 
by bioremediation activity only, 
i.e. the temporary holding pit) 

 

 
Per project 

 

 
6 

 

 
R5 000,00 

 

 
R30 000,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R5 250,00 

 

 
R31 500,00 

 

 
6 

 

 
R5 512,50 

 

 
R33 075,00 

 

 
R94 575,00 

 
 
 
 

 
9 

Continuously monitor the 
progress of the remediation 
process and collect samples to 
assess the effectiveness of the 
treatment and ensure that the 
contamination levels are 
decreasing. The samples must 
be tested by an accredited lab 
and the results must be formally 
reported to JW weekly. 

 
 
 
 

 
Per project 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R20 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R120 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R21 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R126 000,00 

 
 
 
 

 
6 

 
 
 
 

 
R22 050,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R132 300,00 

 
 
 
 

 
R378 300,00 

 
10 

Submit detail final report to 
client and also to relevant 
authorities for consideration to 
close the directive/project 

 
per project 

 
6 

 
R5 000,00 

 
R30 000,00 

 
6 

 
R5 167,00 

 
R31 002,00 

 
6 

 
R5 512,15 

 
R33 072,90 

 
R94 074,90 

 
 
TOTAL R547 800,00 R574 692,00 R603 947,40 R1 726 439,40 



Financial Year 
Required 
Budget NTWS 

Budget 
Allocation BWW Total 

2026/27 R821 700,00 R273 900,00 R1 095 600,00 
2027/28 R862 038,00 R287 346,00 R1 149 384,00 
2028/29 R905 921,10 R301 973,70 R1 207 894,80 
Total R2 589 659,10 R863 219,70 R3 452 878,80 

 



CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:04.980 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

SUPPLIER IDENTIFICATION

Supplier number MAAA0726818 Have Bank Account Yes

Is supplier active? Yes Total annual turnover R10 million or less; or

Allow associates? Yes Financial year start date 01 Jul 2013 00:00:00:000

Supplier type CIPC Company Registration date 11 Oct 2013 00:00:00:000

Supplier sub-type Private Company (Pty)(Ltd) Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Legal name MAJODINA GROUP Created date 24 Jan 2019 17:35:38:000

Trading name MAJODINA GROUP Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Identification type South African Company/Close 
Corporation Registration Number

Edit date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:52:740

Government breakdown Private Companies (Pty) (Ltd) Restricted Supplier No

Business status In Business Restricted Director No

Country of origin South Africa Government Employee No

South African company/CC 
registration number

2013/190094/07

SUPPLIER INDUSTRY CLASSIFICATION INFORMATION

INDUSTRY 
CLASSIFICATION 1
Main group Agriculture, forestry and fishing _

Core industry Forestry and logging

Division Forestry and logging % share of annual turnover 51.00

INDUSTRY 
CLASSIFICATION 2
Main group Manufacturing _

Division Manufacture of chemicals and 
chemical products

% share of annual turnover 5.00

Division Manufacturing of food products % share of annual turnover 5.00

Division Manufacturing of leather and 
related products

% share of annual turnover 5.00

Division Manufacturing of paper and paper 
products

% share of annual turnover 10.00

Division Manufacturing of textiles % share of annual turnover 5.00

Division Printing and reproduction of 
recorded media

% share of annual turnover 9.00
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:04.996 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

SUPPLIER CONTACT INFORMATION

CONTACT 1
Contact type Bid Office Cellphone number 067 715 4142

Is this your preferred 
Contact?

Yes Website address www.majodinagroup.co.za

Name(s) Mandisa Do you want this contact to also 
be a CSD user ?

Yes

Surname Ketso Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Identification type South African Identification Number Created date 24 Jan 2019 17:35:38:570

Prefer communication via 
email 

Yes Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Email address info@majodinagroup.co.za Edit date 19 Mar 2020 14:30:24:427

Telephone number +276 77 15 4142

INDUSTRY 
CLASSIFICATION 3
Main group Accommodation and food service 

activities
_

Division Food and beverage service 
activities

% share of annual turnover 10.00

SUPPLIER ADDRESS INFORMATION

ADDRESS 1
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 1692

Address line 1 STAND 1551 2 LAKE DRIVE Ward Number 78

Address line 2 MIDFIELD ESTATE Country South Africa

Suburb Centurion Central Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 24 Jan 2019 17:35:38:553

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Centurion Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:21:090

ADDRESS 2
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 9762

Address line 1 NDOFELA VILLAGE MBOBO 
LOCATION

Ward Number 10
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:04.996 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Address line 2 Sterkspruit SP, Sterkspruit Country South Africa

Suburb Sterkspruit SP Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Eastern Cape Created date 15 May 2020 08:04:20:090

Municipality Senqu Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Sterkspruit Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:20:993

ADDRESS 3
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0700

Address line 1 41 LETHULI PARK Phase 1 Ward Number 24

Address line 2 Lenyenye SP, Lenyenye Country South Africa

Suburb Kotishing SP Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Limpopo Created date 17 May 2020 11:48:25:200

Municipality Polokwane Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Kotishing Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:21:040

ADDRESS 4
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 7100

Address line 1 12 BREAM STREET Ward Number 14

Address line 2 SUMMERVILLE Country South Africa

Suburb Kuils River SH Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Western Cape Created date 29 Jun 2020 11:52:19:367

Municipality City of Cape Town Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Kuils River Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:20:993

ADDRESS 5
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 1724

Address line 1 4/133 RUIMSIG EXT 7 TS Ward Number 97

Address line 2 RUIMSIG Country South Africa

Suburb Ruimsig AH Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 02 Dec 2020 12:46:40:373

Municipality City of Johannesburg Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Roodepoort Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:21:010

ADDRESS 6

Page: 3 of 13



CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.011 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0157

Address line 1 252 JEAN PARK CHAMBERS Ward Number 57

Address line 2 JEAN AVENUE Country South Africa

Suburb Die Hoewes This address S/A postal Yes

Province Gauteng Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Municipality City of Tshwane Created date 10 Dec 2021 17:47:31:600

City Centurion Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:20:917

ADDRESS 7
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 9459

Address line 1 34 Lindi Street Ward Number 27

Address line 2 Doorn, Welkom Country South Africa

Suburb Doorn This address S/A postal Yes

Province Free State Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Municipality Matjhabeng Created date 07 Feb 2025 09:33:20:523

City Welkom Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:21:027

ADDRESS 8
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0631

Address line 1 20266 Madisha-Ditoro Village Ward Number 5

Address line 2 Zebediela Country South Africa

Suburb Madisha-Ditoro SP This address S/A postal Yes

Province Limpopo Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Municipality Lepele-Nkumpi Created date 21 Feb 2025 09:08:19:673

City Madisha-Ditoro Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Edit date 23 Jul 2026 12:18:57:827

ADDRESS 9
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 1692

Address line 1 STAND NO 1551 Ward Number 78

Address line 2 NO 2 LAKE CIRCLE Country South Africa

Suburb Centurion Central Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.011 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Province Gauteng Created date 06 Mar 2025 14:28:28:790

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Centurion Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:20:993

ADDRESS 10
Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 6139

Address line 1 34 MARKET STREET Ward Number 3

Address line 2 Rhini Extension 1, Makhanda Country South Africa

Suburb Rhini Extension 1 This address S/A postal Yes

Province Eastern Cape Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Municipality Makana Created date 06 Mar 2025 14:28:28:820

City Makhanda Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Edit date 23 Jul 2025 16:49:21:040

ADDRESS 11

Is this a preferred address? Yes Postal code 1692

Address line 1 STAND NO 1551 Ward Number 78

Address line 2 NO 2 LAKE CIRCLE Country South Africa

Suburb Centurion Central Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Province Gauteng Created date 04 Jul 2025 10:14:58:350

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Centurion Edit date 23 Oct 2025 08:51:37:160

ADDRESS 12

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 1692

Address line 1 STAND NO 1551 Ward Number 78

Address line 2 NO 2 LAKE CIRCLE Country South Africa

Suburb Centurion Central Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Province Gauteng Created date 04 Jul 2025 10:14:58:363

Municipality City of Tshwane Edit by csd.datafix@treasury.gov.za

City Centurion Edit date 29 Sep 2025 19:56:00:750

ADDRESS 13

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 4083
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.027 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Address line 1 283 Clark Road Ward Number 33

Address line 2 Durban Country South Africa

Suburb Bulwer Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province KwaZulu-Natal Created date 12 Aug 2025 10:06:34:850

Municipality eThekwini Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Berea Edit date 12 Aug 2025 10:06:34:850

ADDRESS 14

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 1632

Address line 1 460 Canary Crescent Ward Number 10

Address line 2 Tembisa Country South Africa

Suburb Lekaneng Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 03 Sep 2025 09:34:45:483

Municipality Ekurhuleni Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Tembisa Edit date 03 Sep 2025 09:34:45:483

ADDRESS 15

Is this a preferred address? No Postal code 0370

Address line 1 315 mogale section Ward Number 34

Address line 2 mantserre Country South Africa

Suburb Mantserre SP Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province North West Created date 03 Sep 2025 17:24:03:933

Municipality Moses Kotane Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Mantserre Edit date 03 Sep 2025 17:24:03:933

ADDRESS 16

Is this a preferred address? No Ward Number 1

Address line 1 NDOFELA VILLAGE Country South Africa

Address line 2 STERKSPRUIT This address S/A postal Yes

Suburb Ndofela SP Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Eastern Cape Created date 23 Oct 2025 08:51:37:220

Municipality Senqu Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Ndofela Edit date 23 Oct 2025 08:51:37:220

Postal code 9762
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.027 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

SUPPLIER BANK ACCOUNT

BANK ACCOUNT 1

ADDRESS 17

Is this a preferred address? No Ward Number 32

Address line 1 51 reid avenue Country South Africa

Address line 2 linbro park This address S/A postal Yes

Suburb Linbro Park AH Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Gauteng Created date 12 Nov 2025 13:53:47:343

Municipality City of Johannesburg Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Sandton Edit date 12 Nov 2025 13:53:47:343

Postal code 2090

ADDRESS 18

Is this a preferred address? No Ward Number 28

Address line 1 3054 Cow Village Country South Africa

Address line 2 Extension 1, Emzinoni This address S/A postal Yes

Suburb Bethal East Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Province Mpumalanga Created date 25 Nov 2025 16:44:17:660

Municipality Govan Mbeki Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

City Bethal Edit date 25 Nov 2025 16:44:17:660

Postal code 2311

ADDRESS 19

Is this a preferred address? No Ward Number 14

Address line 1 24 WRASSE STREET Country South Africa

Address line 2 KUILSRIVER Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Suburb Kuils River SH Created date 22 Jul 2026 11:19:07:537

Province Western Cape Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Municipality City of Cape Town Edit date 22 Jul 2026 11:19:07:537

City Kuils River

Postal code 7580
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.043 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Account type Current Accounts Created date 05 Feb 2019 15:21:42:000

Bank NEDBANK LIMITED Edit by csd.safetynetbatchdownload@treasu
ry.gov.za

Branch number 198765 Edit date 06 Feb 2019 16:00:07:233

Branch name NEDBANK SOUTH AFRICA Bank Verification Status Verification Succeeded

Account number 1184140839 Foreign Bank Account No

Account holder MAJODINA GROUP (PTY) LTD Is the identifier linked at the bank Yes

Is this a preferred account? Yes Is this a Shared Funding Account No

Active start date 05 Feb 2019 15:21:42:000 Funding Partner(s)  

Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

TAX INFORMATION

Income tax number 9064157226 Overall Tax Status Tax Compliant

VAT number 4750265532 Tax compliance status pin 
provided

Yes

Is this supplier a VAT 
vendor?

Yes Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

PAYE number 7820808139 Created date 24 Jan 2019 17:35:40:843

Are you Registered with 
SARS?

Yes Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Last validation date 23 Sep 2026 09:21:00:000 Edit date 14 Sep 2026 11:46:55:000

Would you like to receive 
notifications?

Yes
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.043 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

B-BBEE INFORMATION

Are you an empowering supplier Yes Accept and understand the content of 
the affidavit

Yes

% Owned by black people 100.00 Commisioner of Oath Vusi V Khathi

% Owned by black people who 
are women

100.00 Date affidavit signed by commisioner of 
oath

22 Jul 2026 00:00:00:000

% Owned by black people who 
are youth

51.00 Affidavit expiry date 21 Jul 2027 00:00:00:000

% Owned by black people with 
disabilities

0.00 Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

% Owned by black who are 
unemployed

100.00 Created date 24 Jan 2019 17:35:41:047

% Owned by black people who 
are military veteran

0.00 Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

ACCREDITATION INFORMATION

ACCREDITATION 1

Accreditation body CIDB - Construction Industry 
Development Board Created by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Accreditation number 10186152 Created date 03 Mar 2019 17:58:06:117

Assesment Date 11 Apr 2023 00:00:00:000 Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

Expiry date 11 Apr 2029 00:00:00:000 Edit date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:52:693

Accreditation status Active Verification status Verified by CIDB

Potentially emerging Yes Last verification date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:52:693

Grading 1CE;
1GB;
1ME;
1SH;
1SQ;

Code for class of work

CE - Civil Engineering;
GB - General Building;
ME - Mechanical Engineering;
SH - Landscaping, irrigation and 
horticulture works;
SQ - Steel security fencing or precast 
concrete;

Grade R500 000;

ACCREDITATION 2

Accreditation body COID - Compensation for 
Occupational Injuries and Diseases Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Accreditation number 990001187147 Created date 22 Oct 2019 00:23:22:680

Assesment Date 02 Oct 2019 00:00:00:000 Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Expiry date 30 Apr 2027 00:00:00:000 Edit date 22 Jul 2026 11:19:08:687

Accreditation status Active Verification status Manual verification required

Description LETTER PF GOOD STANDING 
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CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.058 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

CATEGORY OF PERSONS BASED ON OWNERSHIP
Owned by black people 100.00%

Owned by black people who are youth 51.00%

Owned by black people who are women 100.00%

Owned by people 100.00%

Owned by who are youth 51.00%

Owned by people who are women 100.00%

DIRECTORS /MEMBERS / OWNERS INFORMATION

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
1
Director type Director,Owner Owner youth No

Director status Active Owner person with disabilities No

Name(s) MANDISA Owner military veteran No

Surname KETSO Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Country South Africa Created date 05 Dec 2018 12:04:27:000

Identification type South African Identification Number Edit by csd.reverifybatch@treasury.gov.za

South African identification 
number

8402260381082 Edit date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:49:000

Work permit 0000000 Restricted Director No

Appointment date 11 Oct 2013 00:00:00:000 Restriction Last Verification Date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:52:927

Email address RUSENZA@GMAIL.COM Government Employee No

Cellphone number 0677154142 Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

23 Sep 2026 09:20:53:053

Owner Yes SA identification number Verified Yes

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION
CSD can only verify the youth category of persons for South African citizens. It is the responsibility of an organ of state supply chain practitioner to obtain supporting 
documentation to verify the ownership information of this supplier.

Owner s name and 
surname Legal name

Owner s Identification 
number

RSA 
Citizen

Ethnic group Gender Ownership 
%

Youth Disabled Military Rural Township

MANDISA KETSO 8402260381082 Yes Black African Female 49.00% No No No No No

DIMPHO KETSO 9210020475089 Yes Black African Female 51.00% Yes No No No No

Total 100.00%

% Owned by black people living 
in rural or underdeveloped areas

100.00 Edit date 23 Jul 2026 12:17:33:157

Status Active Verification Status Manual Verification Required

Page: 10 of 13



CSD REGISTRATION REPORT

23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.058 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Ownership % 49.00% SA identification number 
verification date

23 Sep 2026 09:20:51:583

Living areas of owner Ekurhuleni, Midstream Estate Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Owner's ethnic group Black African Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Owner's gender Female Companies involved in MAAA0717154; 

DIRECTOR/MEMBER 
2
Director type Member,Owner Owner person with disabilities No

Director status Active Owner military veteran No

Name(s) DIMPHO Created by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Surname KETSO Created date 27 Jul 2023 14:26:18:000

Country South Africa Edit by info@majodinagroup.co.za

Identification type South African Identification Number Edit date 22 Apr 2026 08:17:17:000

South African identification 
number

9210020475089 Restricted Director No

Appointment date 22 Apr 2026 00:00:00:000 Restriction Last Verification Date 23 Sep 2026 09:20:52:943

Email address Info@majodinagroup.co.za Government Employee No

Cellphone number +276 77 15 4142 Government Employee Last 
Verification Date

23 Sep 2026 09:20:53:070

Owner Yes SA identification number Verified Yes

Ownership % 51.00% SA identification number 
verification date

23 Sep 2026 09:20:51:710

Living areas of owner Ekurhuleni, Midfields Estate - 
[Removed]

Ownership verification status Verified by CIPC

Owner's ethnic group Black African Ownership last verification date 01 Jan 1900 00:00:00:000

Owner's gender Female Companies involved in MAAA1008333; 

Owner youth Yes

Tips and Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ)
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23 Sep 2026 09:21:05.074 AM

Report Date:

clarence.nkoana@jwater.co.za

Report Ran By:

Identifier

CSD cannot electronically verify the identity of a supplier other than a South African Individual / Sole Proprietor (through Home Affairs) or a 
company registered at the Companies and Intellectual Property Commission (CIPC). For this reason, a disclaimer is displayed for supply chain 
practitioners to obtain supporting documentation to verify the identity and legitimacy of a supplier in these cases.

Bank

For help on how to resolve bank failures click here:   I received an email stating the bank information I captured on the CSD was sent for bank 
account validation and could not be validated. The response received from the bank contains an error message.
The various possible error messages received from the bank are highSemiBolded in red.  Search for the applicable message and follow the detailed 
steps associated with that error message.

Tax

Tax Compliance Status
For help on how to deal with tax status differences between CSD and the tax clearance certificate click here:  What should a supplier do if the 
tax status on CSD difference from the tax clearance certificate?

Tax Compliance Expiry Date
For help on how to deal with tax status differences between CSD and the tax clearance certificate click here:  How does CSD determine the tax 
compliance expiry date?

CIPC

Should the director/member information reflected on the CIPC registration report differs to that reflected on CSD for help click here: The active 
Directors/Members are not being populated on the CSD Directors/Members screen as they appear at CIPC, how can I rectify this?

State Employee

For more information pertaining to government employment status click here:  Will there be verification done to identify if a supplier is a government 
employee?

BBBEE

CSD does not automatically verify all certificate information with the various accreditation bodies. Organs of State are required, where not 
automatically verified by CSD, to manually verify this information with the applicable accreditation body as per current policies and procedures. 
Expired certificate information do not reflect on the report.

RESTRICTION

Restricted Supplier - A supplier is restricted by using the identification number of the entity e.g. CIPC registration -, trust -, Social Development 
non-profit -, South African ID -, Foreign company registration number or ID number. If there is more than one CSD Supplier profile registered on 
CSD with the same entity identification number, all those related supplier profiles will be restricted.

Restricted Director – A director/owner is an individual person and is restricted by using the South African ID or Foreign ID number. If a director 
belongs to different companies and has been restricted, the director will reflect as restricted in all companies where identification number is detected.

Restricted Suppliers & Directors are listed on CSD under Help – Am I restricted?

The CSD does not automatically verify foreign company registration number, international securities identification number, foreign identification numbers, 
foreign passport numbers, work permit numbers, foreign bank accounts, B-BBEE, demographic and accreditation information.  Organs of State are required to 
manually verify this information with the applicable verification institutions as per their current policies and procedures.
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