SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

- - T ———
CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1| NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT
3) TIILE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: 01

5) BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONIRACT : Up-gradatlen of Pdmary Schaol to Middle Scheal GEPS Rajs Photo Khan Tardari
. " c.?’w.’)

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: PAD DEPARTMENT

7] TEMDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS, 1000000/~

8] ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS, 1000000/-

) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERICD (AS FER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER CPENED ON [DATE & TIME]: 12-11-2013

| 1] NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS,

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALLY
‘ 14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

15} NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Gadir Bux Iardork:
| 16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _R5.995264/-
17} RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
l.e. Tat, Zna, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Giadir Bux Zardarl

2. Mr. Deedar All Sohu
3. Mr. Shoukat Ali Tardar

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick onej

| SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE [ Paceic! Locol

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE L I y |

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING FROCEDURE | “|

BLEASE SPECIFY |E ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED i.e-
EMERGENCY, DIRECT COMIRACTING / MEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCNG:

giy




Bid Evaluation Report @

I. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze. | ~

| ]

. Tender Reference No: XEN(EWYTC/2818, dated 02-10-2013 4~

Uik §—
31 I'cndur L}usujlliﬂ 10“{'Na”1c Uj wurki'“c:-n- EE*QTEHH“EH G [rlmgg Schgn _l_Q Iﬂiddlf‘ Schaoal GBEPS Kols Phalo Khﬂf'l -_,-v'f
Locdari(CIWall]. .

. Method of Procurement: Single stage 20t Q &*4% Cyﬁd‘t@‘*

<

5. Tender Published: Websile '

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total-Bids Recejved: (13 Nops.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) %{f’mwm‘e deraily in separate forim)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 0 2 OGS  —--
10. Bid(s) Rejected: N6 Q) - — L= e 1

11. Financial Bid Opening datg; 12-11-20113 L

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

| :
. = Cm;r | Rankingin | Comparison | Reasons for
SNe | mmﬁq{ i i ::;"‘f EIT"! ;'1' terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder 1e Bidder oot cost rejection
0 1 2 B~ 4 = 6
Wir, Sadir Bux - i 'M!ﬂ:r
l. | Sahita 995264 | 1% Lowest | 4735 Saving 1" Lowest | Zeés
¥ I .-u"n’."-ll, el |
— []
Mr. Deadar All ; e, = .
3. | Sehu 1006736 | 2™ Lowest | 6736 Excess | 2" Lowest | /97 k)
Mr. Shoukat Al
lardari e . . and i o7 | kel
1009318 | 3™ Lowest G318 Excess 3" Lowest J

W EMON) (ZAHOORUDDIN L_Jm.ﬁ\

(AF

3 2 Assistant Engineer
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineering
MNaushahro Feroze (Member) Sub-Div: N.Feroze (Member)

(IRSHATD AHM
Executive Engineet

Edueation Works Division
sausiahro Feroze (Chairman)




19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X E'N

201 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

[ Yes I Mo
21) ADVERTISEMENT ;
Yes / 1l
i) SPPRA Website v
{If ves, give date and SPPRA Identification Mo
Mo
it MNews Papers Yes
(1f yes, give nanes,of newspapers and dotes)
57 7
£ e
Fary ‘%\ Mo
' ,:'\ k! " 4
Al gl
22) NATURE OF CONTRAG tihﬁ e | [
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA 0
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING J"TENDEB.@IE} dMENTS?
{1Fyes, enclose o copy) & Ves No
I ‘w 4 ; b
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA ' = J;«.:u

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMEN
{IT yes, enclose a copy)

23) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOILITY WAS OBIATNED FOR USING A&
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE B[L—-Drf.rgﬂéw i

t-.'.‘k.‘ Alf

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID { BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultanged)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANT?

20 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTEER PRICES WERE

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation repart)

Yes Mo po%
=7

[ Ym] Mo J ‘l
=

r Yes || yANo ]

READ OB AT

I Yes ’ﬁm ]
,}

ves | [ AN | ]

273




311 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
U yes, resubt thereot)

/L
Na \/ __J

171 ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN INTHE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{If yes,; give delails) ‘

Yes

Mo \/ |

WAS THE ENTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME!
{If yes. give reasons) Yies

L]

. sl
SR No | \//

T A Y

34) DEVIATION FROM QUALIFIGATION CRITERIA i ==

(1f yes; give detailed reasons. ) v A Yes

s 7] 7
. =T i}t .--'i:‘ ‘.?.."‘. /
, % B No N
" b AP

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURINGIAGENCY THAT THE SELEL"I‘llED_FiE IS NOT

BLACK LISTED? 4 N ves | [sA{No

r L,'rfk_:': : Jl' |‘_ .
a4/ Vbt Sy S

6] WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFFICTAL OFIHE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH.IHE PROEUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OF VISLT, frﬂamrxn;

LEEEs close o b P a 'n.} .ru

{1l ves, enclose o copy) & ."*4:';7 Yes i No }/‘
17) WERE FROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON MOBILIZATION ADVANCE PAYMENT IN

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? e, A l

» o | Y Mo |
e

18) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY 7 i 1

(1§ ves, give Briel Deseription)

oo

No \/

Signature & Offcial Stamp of

Authorized Officer A
i e
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY Emmrmmmmu
MNAUSHAHRO FEROZE
|

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: §21-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: f21-920629¢1

[ i fSave B Roset |




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY @

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM l

TO BE FILLED [N BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1] NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2} PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVI./ OTHER: PROVINCIAL GOVERMMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 01

3] BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : Up-gradation of Primary School to Middle School GBPS Rais Phato Khan Zardar

(Arrow Grills).
6] FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: PAD DEPARTMENT

7) TEMDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 480000/

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS.480000/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10} TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 12:11-2013

1) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS,

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Gadir Bux Zardar:

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.461905/-
17] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

[i.e. Isi. Zna, 3ra EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Qadir Bux Zardarl

2. Mr. Deedar Ali Sohu

3. Mr. Shoukat Ali Zardarl

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick onej

a) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE skl Bamesic/ Lol

) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

C) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE == =

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPIED |.&.
EMERGENCY. DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:




Bid Evaluation Report

| Name of Procuring Agency: Exeeutive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Ferore. |

=

Tender Reference No: XEN{E.WYTC/2818, dated 2-10-2013 w

3, Tender Description/Name of work/item:

Lordarl{ Arrow Grlils).

Ug-gradeotion of Pt

Scha iddle Scheal GEPS Rali Pholo Khan

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage o /e vaéﬁd- gfadpﬁ&-ﬂ'

5. Tender Published: Website
f. Tolal Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) M_ﬂ’rwm‘u details in séparate form}
9, No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 pL88 ..
10, Bid(s) Rejected: A8 OrsyS"
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 12-11-2013 i .
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
[ Cost | | s, ] —]
. g Ranking in | Comparison | Reasons for
S No Nesie ‘ff Firm | alf: er:z:d by 1 ferms of | with Estimated | acceptan ce/ | Remurks
or Bidder the Bidder ! fesa
casi cost refection
1 Z 3 4 5 i
M, Gradir Bus ’ lowest

1. |satito 461903 1% Lowest | 18005 Saving | 1% Lowest |Hemee
| Aleepred.
| Mr. Deedar Al J ol -
| 2. |Sohu 463600 2™ Lowest 16400 Saving | 2" Lowest gﬂ-au-h:&

I
‘ M, Shouka! Ali |
farddri i .
3. | / 465141 3" Lowest 14859 Saving | 3" Lowest R‘(]""’l“;|

(SHAM

Divisionat? s Officer

Educati orks Division
Maushahro Feroze

Educatomfth
Naushahro Feroze (Member)

(IRSHAD AH!

D4

Executive Engineer

ducation Waorks Division
ausiahro Feroze (Chairman)

{EAHUD@H‘VW'

Assistant Engineer
Public Health Engineering
Sub-Div: N.Feroze (Member)

o




i9) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X EH

201 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLANY

! Yies IL‘-"'F&;

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Yes
i) SPPRA Website
(T yes, give date and SPPRA dentification NG,
o
i) MNews Papers Yes
I yes, give names.of newspapers and dates)
£ %
=i 4
P N No
B 0 ﬁ'!’,“’l l /
\_ ";;;'i ’i*.\
22} NATURE OF mwr&@f \?—. i o Int.

23) WHETHER QUALITECATJGN CRTEEH’.L#L
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDRING / TENDE mcﬁm:wsv

U1 ves, enclose a copy) v 'fh Vs No || [
¥, s
1"" p‘-‘f : .-:-t.\r

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA 497"
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMENTS?
(I yes, enclose & copy) _ )

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOR! 1%5 \E’ASWFEED FOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BICDIN G&M A ves e 119l
“~..__.‘ 1
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? & v o I
&
" 5
27), WHETHER THE SUCCESSEUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED [ ves || WMo | |
BID/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in euse of Consultancies) .
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes o

COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ DET AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

; Lk
Yes \ A NO

i) WHETHER. EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT? >
" (Attach copy of the bid evaluation repart) Yes | | v N

i
(P




313 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
(If yes, result thereof)

Yes

/A
™o \,,-/ |

| ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE f DOCUMENTS
{11 yes, give detalls)

s
b

s

Mo \,‘/

WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME!
(1F yes, give reasans) Yes

£ il"“‘ﬂ% Mo \//

i
Ll

2=

34 PEVIATION FROM QLLALlFLSﬁT 1ON CRITERIA |
(1F yes, oive {!::m]ﬂl:! rensans. ) i Yes |
M .-‘.-_;-I!'.t- -
. % & “*f“-“ / l
=
'ﬁ'_&". ‘q:'ﬂ- Mo ?\/- |
‘J{I-';: -'h T -.‘i. a
33 WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PEIUCLTREhﬂ'TﬁGhNL ¥ THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT
BLACK LISTEDR? y “ w Ve v"'?-dn
y 4
i
367 WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY (}FFICthUE’F[ﬂ[A+ tjlg‘ HHE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WiTH,,IHE PREIQ‘]‘RI MENT? IF SO, DETAILST0
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINJ\NCING VISIT, IF ABROAD:
{1F yes, enclose a copy) .J o NG
37 WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED: ON }-IJB[LI%&_H&W ﬁD‘f‘;‘kT\CE PANMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEEETE.)? y
'r {T Yis | | o] | No
w
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY Yes| &

LI s, give Brief Description) w /

No \/

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOROFFICE USE ONLY mii TION m oivision

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: (121-9206291

| Print | Savo | Rosat




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY :

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL f LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 01

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Up-aradation of Primary School o Middle School GBPS Rois Phote Khan Lordoy
[External Development),

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 500000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS.508000/-

7) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 12-11-2013

1) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Qadir Bux Zardari:
|6) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.504473/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

[i.e. 13, 2nd, 3ia EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Qadir Bux Zardari

2. Mr. Deedar Ali Sohu

3. Mr. Shoukat All Zardari

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - {Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | Demesiic/ Local }

0] SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE —‘

¢} TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

dj TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING FROCEDURE L

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED iL.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING { NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:




Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Warks) Naushahro Feroze.  ~

b

Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2818, dated (2-10-2013 -

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:-Us-grodation i Primaiy Schael o Migdie School G8PS Rals Photo Khan Lordar

Exlerngl Development
o Rl i oine

4. Method of Procurement; Single stapge

5, Tender Publishéd: Wehsite il
6. Totul Bid documents Sold; 03 MNos.
7. Total Bids Received: (13 Nos.

§. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) Mq’f’mﬂde detalls in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): & 3 ALY

10. Bid(s) Rejected: Ao any—
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 12-11-2013 va
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost | s oy |
v . Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
5 No :"'mu.!.'.;;{-_:'f'i:m ;‘g E;iji‘"; terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ Remarks
s cost cust rejection
1 2 3 4 5 1
Wr. Qodir Bus ; : |
1. | Sahito 506473 1" Lowest 1527 Saving 1" Lowest
wir, Deedar Ali 4 =
2. | Sohu 508289 2™ Lowest 289 Excess 2™ Lowesl
' Mr, Shoukat Al
Iardor . Aix . wl |
3 309500 3™ Lowest | 500 Exeess 3" Lowest |
1 7 .

(SHA
Drivisional A

8]} JAN)
tnts Officer

(ZAH DIN LI
Assistant Engineer

Public Health Engineering
Sub-Div: N, Feroze (Member)

Educatid is Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze (Member)

(IRSHAD AH EMON)"
Executive Engineer

sducation Works Division
Naushahro Feroze (Chairman)




19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT . X BV

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT W

Yis a
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i) SPPRA Websile
iIf yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
l Mo
i) MNews Pupers Yes
iIf yes, give najgﬁgfnawspnpcrs unid dates)
JII'L"_' '.:."1 . Mo e
2 A
22) NATURE OF CON %‘ @f Pt Int.
.-"-JFt 0
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION Lﬂrrm:a* &
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER, Q@CL@._\ g2
If yes, encloe o copy) »
(I yes, enclose o copy) ¢J’1 f&- | Wik No
34) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA &
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMENTS? Yes || v [Ne
if yes, enclose a copy) ég A
25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS QBT Ji.l‘-NED FOR USING A
METHOD QTHER THAN GPEN COMPETITIVE B[LJDI}‘JgﬁN s Na Pl
2 n!‘
v 4 >
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS? ﬁ I Vs -.,,-'”'wn
15
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | Yes || w/Wo
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancics)
P
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | ves | [y WG
COMPLIANT?
29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OHT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? P
Yes ||\ ANo
30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

(Artach copy of the bid evaluation report) Yes

o

2/3




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes |
{1F ves, result thereof) [ /‘_
| Mo '\/
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN N THE TENDER NOTICE/ DOCUMENTS

(If ves, give details)
Yes /,--'\.
No N

33 WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME!
{If ves; give reasons) Yew

£ ‘;-"‘i'% Na \/

5

34) DEVIATION FROM qu{mﬂmﬂm CRITERIA

(If yes, give LE.EH'EL' resas, | Yes
s P
\.l.. -ﬁg ‘ """; / .
";-E No v
‘.‘ i r.f =
15) WAS IT ASSURED BY THL T"R{_JC'LTR[T\GJAGEH-.. Y THAT THE SEi.Ef.']'E'D_ﬂR |5 NOT
BLACK LISTED? . ’ Yes | [wATNo

-/ \" ."_.

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY {JFF]{JERJU':I’!CML L.'JF’J,LIE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, THE FRG,QL'RP;’\'H:VT" IF 8O, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING :'JE\']SIT IF iBRU:‘tD /\

(1T yes, enclose a copy) Yer Ne %
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M LJBILIJ&TI{)N .&DV:\NCE Ih‘n.":r)ﬂﬁT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC)? 'l
. ’J} Yes No
»
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF- ANY ]
Yes | §

{1fyes, give Brief Deseription)

Signature & Official Stamp of %;
Authorized Officer .
[ - ,.,.ﬂ"". =

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

No -\_/

EMECUTIVE
EDUCATION DIVISION
NAUSHAHRO FEROZE

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 121-9205356: (121-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| prt " Tsavo |
33




CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM ’

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
I} NAME CF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: PROVINCIAL GOVERNMENT

3) TILE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4] TENDER NUMBER: 01

3| BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Up-gradation of Primary School fo Middle School GBPS Rais Photo Khan Iardari
(Water Supply & Sanitary Fittings).

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: PAD DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 500000/~

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS.505000/-

7) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 12-11-2013

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD; 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Qadir Bux Zardari;

14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.503335/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

(e, s, 2rd, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Qadir Bux Zardari

2. Mr. Deedar All Sohu

3. Mr. Shoukat All Zardari

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - {Tick one)

@) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Comestio/ Local

) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

cj TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ’

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE _______ !

PLEASE SPECIFY IF AMY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED Le.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:




Bid Evaluation Report

I. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze. —
2, Tender Reference No:  XEN(E.W)TC/2818, dated 02-10-2013° |
3. Tender Description/Manie of work/item:-Ye-aradation of Priimary Schiool to Middle School GBPS Rois Photo Khan Zordari
(Waler Supply & Sanitary Fittings). o
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage oae S jzl_#ﬁ fﬂaa‘z-d'-—
3. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; (13 Nos. E
7. Total Bids Received: {13 Nos. LI,
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (il applicable) %{!’mw‘dﬂ details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): ©3 e
10. Bid(s) Rejected: N0 Rg— .
I 1. Financial Bid Opening date: / 12-11-2013
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
i Cont Rauking in Comparison Reasons for
8 No e qf Foni | dye M.d by terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder ; : ks .
cost cost refection
_ 1 2 3 4 5 i
| Mr, Qadir Bux i
[. | sahito 503335 1" Lowest 1665 Saving ¥ Lowest
|
Mr. Deadar All i 4
2. |sohu 505069 | 2" Lowest 69 Excess 2™ Lowest
Mr. Shoukat Al , |
Tordari | o s &l
3 506145 3" Lowest 1145 Excess 3" Lowest
LS e 1 e
gim | Ac rh} (b IRMEMON) 12&}10W /
‘; "ﬂ?.m Accoumts Officer A Cindg Assistant Engineer /
Education s Division Education™Works Sub-Division  Public Health Engincering /

Nayskfiliio Feroze Naushahro Feroze (Member) Sub-Div: N.Feroze ( Men/ﬁ'm:rj

(IRSHAD AHEED MEMON)
| Exepdtive Engineer
U ducation Works Division




19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT ME

20} WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLANY

Yes INu
21) ADVERTISEMENT ;
Yes.
i SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
[ Mo
i) MNews Papers Yes
{IT yes, give nnn& { newspapers and doles)
% No |
o, ' 2~
225 NATURE OF LUNT i Int,

23) WHETHER QUALJI"CAﬁON CRFEE.R{‘.A" i
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING rranntmﬂt IMENTS?

(T yes, enclose a copy) Wiy l Mo
"‘" ,L

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION cm TERIA :,.:” | I’f
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER Dm,ugp NTS? }1 Yes || v [No
(Il yes, enclose acopy)
%tw/
25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUT Hufrmbwarz_gyjmu FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BID D‘izi' Vee o |
- N o : ; 2 i “,f_u? -
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE #IDDERS? § =[S
v
g
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST =VALUATED Lvm o

BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancivs)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes o ]
COMPLIANT?

2%) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE REF‘LW AT

L z! ]
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDST T, I V,.. No
30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT? >
tAttzch copgy of the bid evaluntion report) Yes v“f Mo




1} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(s, result tlerenl)

| &
Mo | ‘\/

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN [N THE TENDER NOTICE/ DOCUMENTS

(1f ves, give details)
Mo v

Yes

13) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes; give reasons) Yes

,"ﬂ Mo \/

34) DEVIATION FROM QU LIT@-’\T [ON CRITERLA
{Hyes: give dnm:!ed rmsﬂn& )

% :‘@_ ﬁ' / ==
A

Yes

,{IP N'J \/
351 WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRGCUR]h[ﬁ-ﬁGE'\ Y THAT THE SELECTED F[RWNDT
BLACK LISTED? R ves | Ao
f R .
y

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY D!’FLL'ERIUFF‘ICIM ﬂg\li!E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITHIHE i‘RﬂQUREME\T" IF S0, DETALS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING F]N:".\CIN?KQ,FW'[SIT IF ABROAD: /

{1Fyes, enclose aco
es, encle Py 4 'b‘d;;]{:- Ve No )

170 WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDER ON M uEJl lf.‘ﬁTiﬂN A.D"u’a'aNC!:‘. FAWT 1N
IlECONTR 3 ANT s
T ONTRACT (BANK GUAR EEETC.) 5L ~ T Yes || o7 1Nu _H

L

Yes i

Mo \/

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
{1f ves, ive Brief Description)

Signature & Officlal Stamp of

Authorized Officer P —
EXEGUTIVE ENGINEER
"FICE : ONLY wom DIVISIO™
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY %Fﬂnﬁ

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Sccretaviat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tile: 021-9205356: (121-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| et save N Rosas |

343
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