e e — . B Em L ge—

1

o b

5.

1

19

|
|
|
E

|
|
'r
|

TOWN MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION
GULSHAN-E-IQBAL KARACHI

Dated: @ S/n )20

Bid Evaluation Report

Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-igbal

LT IR R L AL By

Name of Procuring Agency:

- Tender Reference No; TO/.S & SITMAIG.1/439/2012 Dated: 15-10-2012

Tender Description/Name of Work/ltem: Constructson of CC Street/!mprovemﬂm Of ’?w::‘ w’i

EEr e

.....

Khalid Bin Waleed Road & other areas mf "\_Ui} 2

-Method of Procurement: ~~ Single Stage — Ore Envelope Procedure
Tender Published: SPPRA ID No. /2012 The daily “THE FINANCIAL DAILY" dated: 17-10-7

daily “AFTAB’ dated: 17-10-2012 & daily “APPEAL” dated: 17-10- 201_*_@_@

Town Local Govt. Website.

TR e ——— = r—r

#f £

|2,

Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No & Newspapers narﬂo wﬁf d )

Total Bid documents Sold: 03 Nos
Jcldsdserevel: L 03 Nos. g fee el
- Technical Bid Openlng Date: (if applicable) -~ (Provide details in separale torm)

- No. of Bid Technically qualified (if applicable): _ =
10.Bid (s) Rejected: =

S et T———

. Financial Bid Openingdated: ~~ 02-11-2012

/. Bid Evaluation Report:

Name of Firm Cost offered by | Ranking in |[ *Cﬂmpariscm with i Reasons for
or Bidder the Bidder | terms of | Estimated cost. | acceptancea/

| | COSt | | T rejection

1 / | 3 4-___ s R o

| ' Bid cost: 3,09.73 104/~ | Qualified as

M/s. Glamour 3,09,73,104/- 15t Lowest | Estimate cost: 2,98,40,000/_ per Evaluation
Construction (@s per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 11,33.104/- ; criteria
‘Bid cost: 3,18,87,654/- | Qualifiea &s

W/s. Eastern | 3,16,67,694/- 2" | owest Estimate cost: 2.98.40.000/- | pe! Evaluation

01- Mr. Muhammad Mubeen Siddiqui Chairman
Town Officer, (1.S & S)

UZ2- | Mr. Khan Muhammad Malik Member

Town Officer (Finance) v el |
| Membet m

03- Mr. Rashid Fayyaz

Deputy Town Officer (B & R)

TOWN OFF G

\Fﬁf;G[THTEHL o
for award of
work

oY won e p '-|Id|'
. eSDONSIVE
|

Construction (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 20.47.654/- criteria |
Co. |
| R i), |
| Bid cost: 3,25,13,121/- | Qualified as |
s, Igbal 3,25,13,121/- 34 Lowest | Estimate cost: 2.98.40 000/- | per Evaluation | Responsive
i Progressive (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 26.73.121/- : criteria |
| Builders. " -
| k] |
Signature of the Members of the Committee:
| S.NO. COMMITTEE MEMBER DESIGNATION

Town Municipai Agmumistiration

; - 3
CGulshenee-iohs]

Director (CB) SPPRA, GOS

With & requeqt to upload on the Wetwte of SPPRA (Authority).

1). Chief Officer / Administrator, Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-lgoal.
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TOWN MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION
GULSHAN-E-IQBAL KARACHI

1. Name of Procuring Agency:

Dated:

Bid Evaluation Report

s e mmae

2. Tender Reference No:

Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-Igbal

TO/L.S & SITMA/G.I/439/2012 Dated: 15-10-2012

oS/ﬂ 120/2-

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/Item: Improvement of Road, CC Flooring & RCC pipe drain in
PIB Area, Lines Area & & other areas of NA-252.
One Envelope Procedure

4. Method of Procurement;

5. Tender Published: SPPRA |D No.
daily "AFTAB" dated: 17-10-2012 & daily "APPEAL" dated: 17-10-2012 and

~ Single Stage -

/2012 The daily “THE FINANCIAL DAILY" dated: 17-10- 201_?{

Town Local Govt. Website.

Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & Newspapers names with datps)

0. Total Bid documents Sold: 03 Nos. SReALE
/. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos. e ol 2
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable) - (Provide details in 5eparate Torm)
9. No. of Bid Technically qualitied (if applicable): ) T L S oh R
10.Bid (s) Rejected: - Rl
1. Financial Bid Opening dated: 02-11-2012 o
12. Bid Evaluation Report: | |
Name of Firm | Cost offered by | Ranking in Comparison with Reasons for Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder terms of Estimated cost. acceptance/
cost rejection
1 2 3 e | 6 .
M/s. Tracon Bid cost: 2,07,87,217/-- ' Qualifiedas | Recommended |
Associates. 207,81,217/- 1st Lowest Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/- * per Evaluation | for award of |
| (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference; 7,87,217/- criteria ' work
J , SN ; ; i : |
| | | Bid cost; 2,13,55,438/- Qualified as |
“ Mfs. Glamour 2,13,55438/- | 2nd Lowest | Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/-  per Evaluation | Responsive
| . Construction (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 13,55,438/- criteria
| | || Bid cost: 2,20,36,060/- Qualified as |
M/s. A. Hafeez 2,20536,060/.“ | 3dLowest | Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000~~ per Evaluation | Responsive
Construction | (&s percalculation) | Bidder | Difference: 20,36,060/- © | criteria
Co. | |
Signature of the Members of the Committee:
S.NO. [ COMMITTEE MEMBER DESIGNATION - SIGNATURE
01- | Mr. Muhammad Mubeen Siddiqui Chairman /
' Town Officer, (1.S & S) ”W
02- Mr. Khan Muhammad Malik Member {
Town Officer (Finance) )
03- Mr. Rashid Fayyaz Member | My
' Deputy Town Officer (B & R) --

Director (CB) SPPRA, GOS

Copy fo:

e

TOWN OFFICER, (1.5 & S),

Town Municipal Mmmustraiimn

With a request to upload on the Website of SPPRA (Authority).

Gulshan-e-lgbal

1). Chief Officer / Administrator, Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-lgbal.




TOWN MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION
GULSHAN-E-IQBAL KARACH%

* 'f’d _ 7/ Ze/g—
Bid Evaluation Report
1. Name of Procuring Agency: Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-lgbal
2. Tender Reference No: TO/S & SITMA/G.1/439/2012 Dated: 15-10-2012

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/ltem: Improvement of Road, CC Flooring & RCC pipe drain in
Soclety Area, Gulshan-e-lgbal Area & & other areas of
NA-252.

4. Method of Procurement; Single Stage — One Envelope Procedure

0. Tender Published: SPPRA ID No. /2012 The daily “THE FINANCIAL DAILY" dated: 17-10-2012,
daily "AFTAB" dated: 17-10-2012 & daily "APPEAL" dated: 17-10-2012 and
Town Local Govt. Website. e,

Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA 1D No. & Newspapers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold: o M v OQ'NOS- IR . 50
/. lotal Bids Received: MEI\]OS. PN S S O R IR
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (n‘ appiicable) - ___(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid Technically qualified (if applicable): g S T 64 A
10.Bid (s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening dated: 021 1-2012_l

12. Bid Evalustion Report - o b i AT BN R e e DR
- S.N | Name of Firm Cost offered by Ranking in Comparison with Reasons for |  Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder | terms of  Estimated cost. . acceptance/ |
| cost | rejection |
0 1 2 . 3 o 4 5 | §
| | M/s. Eastern | Bid cost; 2,06,36,876/- Qualified as | Recommended
|0 \ Construction 2,06,36,876/- | 1stLowest | Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/- per Evaluation | for award of
| ' Co. (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 6,36,876/- criteria work
‘ 1 Bid cost: 2,13,47,498/- Qualified as
02 | Mis, Glamour 2,13,47,498/- 2nd | owest Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/-  per Evaluation | Responsive
- Construction (as per calculation) | Bidder Difference; 13,47,498/- criteria |
| Bid cost: 2,20,93,493/- Qualified as
03 | M/s. Shaheen 2,20,93,493- | 3¢ owest | Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/-  per Evaluation | Responsive
Trading (s per calculation) | Bidder | Difference: 20,93,493/- criteria
Company. |
| | Bid cost: 2,21,20990-  Qualifiedas |
04 | M/s. A. Hafeez 2,21,20,990/- | 40 L owest | Estimate cost: 2,00,00,000/~  per Evaluation | Responsive
| Construction | (as per calculation) | Bidder | Difference: 21,20,990/- ' criteria |
' Co. | i |
Signature of the Members of the Committee:
S.NO. COMMITTEE MEMBER DESIGNATION | | SIGNATURE

01- Mr. Muhammad Mubeen Siddiqui Chairman ” -
Town Officer, (1.5 & S) | LLW

|- B2 Mr. Khan Muhammad Malik Member ']
| Town Officer (Finance) £
03 | Mr. Rashid Fayyaz Member _ !
| Deputy Town Officer (B & R) - ‘

TOWN OFFEme /

Town Municipal #i{im f*tmh wr
~ Gulshan-e-ighal
Director (CB) SPPRA, GOS
With a request to upload on the Website of SPPRA (Authority).

Copy to: - |
1). Chief Officer / Administrator, Town Municipal Administration, Guishan-e-Igbal.

T L e e - e il
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TOWN MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

1. Name of Procuring Agency:

GULSHAN-E-IQBAL KARACHI
| Dated: 95;/*’7 2002

Bid Evaluation Report

Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-e-lgbal

2. Tender Reference No:

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/Item: Providing Laying RCC pipe drain / CC Flooring &

4. Method of Procurement:

N

0. Total Bid documents Sold: __mi\ios.
/. Total Bids Recelved: |
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable)

(e

11. Financial Bid Openingdated: ~~ 02-11-2012 )
12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Name of Firm | Cost offered by Ranking in {Comparison with

or Bidder | the Bidder terms ot Estimated cost.
| cost |
1 | 2 3 T S an i A

| | Bid cost; 3,09,67,113/-

\Vi/s. Glamour 3,09,67,113/- 1st Lowest Estimate cost: 2,98,40,00/-

Construction | (s per calculation) | Bidder Difference: 11,27,113/-
- M/s. Eastern Bid cost: 3,18,87,666/-
| Construction 3,18,87,666/- ond | owest | Estimate cost: 2,98 40.000/-
| Co (as per calculation) Difference: 20,47,666/-

- Mis. Shaheen

. Trading (as per calculation) | Bidder
- Company. |
Mis. KA. & 3,3597,219- | 4 Lowest
Brothers. (@s per calculation) | Bidder
S |

TO/.S & SITMA/G.1/439/2012 Dated: 15-10-2012

= e ——

Improvement of Road in Gulshan-e-Igbal, PIB & other

areas of NA-252.

~ Single Stage - One Envelope Procedure LAY
. Tender Published: SPPRA ID No. /2012 The daily “THE FINANCIAL DAILY" dated: 1/-10-2012,

rE—— T S

daily “AFTAB’ dated: 17-10-2012 & daily “APPEAL” dated: 17-10-2012 and

Town Local Govt. Website.

Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & Newspapers mamv&ﬂswnhd;ﬁ%) |

e LS Ll o

. No. of Bid Technically qualified (if applicable):
10.Bid (s) Rejected:

q.Nos. o

(Provide details in separate form)

. e —— e T T

3,32,92,788/-

Bidder

31d | owest

Signature of the Members of the Committee:

5.NO.

COMMITTEE MEMBER

01- Vir. Muhammad Mubeen Siddiqu

| Bid cost: 3,32.92 788/-

Estimate cost: 2,98,40,000/-
Difference: 34, 52,7/88/-

Bid cost; 3,35,97,219/-
Estimate cost: 2.98,40 000/-
Difference: 37,57,219/-

DESIGNATION

Chalrman

Town Officer, (1.5 & S)

02- Vir. Khan Muhammad Malik Member
Town Officer (Finance)
03- Mr. Rashid F’a}*yaz Member

Peputy Town Officer (B & R)

Director (CB) SPPRA, GOS

Copy to: -

TOWN OFFICER,

l
|
|
|
|

per Evaluation

Reasons for |
acceptance/
rejection

i.}

Quaiified as
per evalualion
C”teria | Wﬂi’k

I
1
|
|
t
|

Qualifica as

criteria

Qualified as
per Evaluation
criteria |

Jualified as |
per Evaluation

I ;'.-- "';r'
r" ht;r |1:'j

SIGHNATURE

I/T@V

lnses

(1.5 & S),

|
i
|
I

Town Municipal Administration

With a request to upload on the Website of SPPRA (Authority).

Gulshan-e-ighal

1). Chief Officer / Administrator, Town Municipal Administration, Gulshan-2-lgbal.

remarks

- Responsive

RESPONSIvVE

_:' - F "\-. r
| Responsive

' Recommended |
' for award of



