BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item S#-01. Renovation of Office Building T.C Pithoro.
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Singh Express, dated
5 [Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated £7.05.2014.
& |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified {if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected .
11 |Financial Big Cpening Date 28.062014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . . Reasons for
. - Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
S.# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost accfepta.nce;‘ Remarks
rejection
o 7.39 %,

1 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 8%| 1stLowest Being Lowest |Approved

Above

o

2 |Mr. Shakee! Ahmed 8.50%| 2nd Lowest 7.85 %

Above
3 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 9.80%) 3rd Lowest 9.05 %

Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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ID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item

S#-02. Renovation of Water Supply Scheme Pithoro Town.

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

& |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

& |Total Bid Documents soid 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable} 28.05.2014
No. of Bid technically qualified (if
9 applicable) 03 Nos
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin jComparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost acct.aptzfncel Remarks
rejection
g,
1 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 26%)| 1st Lowest 2062 % Being Lowest [Approved
Above
g,
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 33%| 2nd Lowes: 26.17 %
Above
i,
3 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 35%| 3rd Lowest 27.78 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO
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MEMBE AIRMAN
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/A72/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-03, Construction of Shade for Vehicles @ T.C office

3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ item .
building

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 iTender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

9 No. (_)f Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . Reasons for
. . Costofoffered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bldder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost acce.eptafnce;‘ Remarks
rejection
. 16.52 %| ...
1 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 19.90%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
%
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 22.50%| 2nd Lowest 18.68 %
Above
4]
3 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 23.75%| 3rd Lowest 19.72 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

Tender Description Name of Work/ Item

S#-04. Construction of Black Top Road from Naka to Main
Chowk Akri Pithoro town.

Method of Procurement

One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
Neo. of Bid technically qualified (if
° |applicable) 03 Nos
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. : Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
5.# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost acc(_apta_nce.f Remarks
rejection
" X
1 |Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 6% 1stLowest 6.30 % Bglng Approved
Below Highest
o
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 5%| 2nd Lowest 525%
Below
o
3 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 4%| 3rd Lowest 420 %
Below

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem

S#-05. Construction of Meeting Hall @ Public Park Pithoro

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Pubtished

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 jTechnical Bid Opening {if applicable} 28.05.2014
g No. _of Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 280562014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
SH# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost acct_apta.nce.* Remarks
rejection
i . a 8.86 %|,...
1 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 9.75%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
L+
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 10.25%| 2nd Lowest 9.32 %
Above
L)
3 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 14.75%| 3rd Lowest 13.41%
Above

MEMBER/SHCRETARY
TOWN OFFICER
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

MEMBER
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 28.04.2014

S#-06. Providing, Lying, Jointing PVC Pipe 3" & 4" dia
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem from Chohan Paro to Kolhi Paro and Akri Primary School
to Kolhi Paro Pithoro town

4 [Method of Procurement Cne Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 [Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 iTechnical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

g No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . . Reasons for
. . Costof offered| Ranking in | Comparison with
s.# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost acc?pta_nce! Remarks
rejection
. . a 17.40 % .
1 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 21.10%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest [Approved
Above
Q
2 [Mr, Aftab Ahmed 24.75%| 2nd Lowest 2041 %
Above
Q
3 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 28.50%| 3rd Lowest 2351 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ item S#-07. anstructlon of open surface drains for various
Mohalla Pithoro town
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
8 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Teotal Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Dpening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
_ . . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acr:t.epta_ncel Remarks
rajection
&,
1 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 24%| 1st Lowest 19.32 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
o
2 IMr. Knalid Hussain 27%| 2nd Lowest 21.74 %
Above
o
3 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 30%) 3rd Lowest 24.15 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
— (ol
MEMBER/ RY MEMBER IRMAN
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TCIPHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

2 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item

S#-08. Construction of Cement Concrete Road for various
streets in Akri Mohalla & Station Mohalla Pithoro town

4 |Method of Procurement

Cne Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
No. of Bid technically qualified (if
® lapplicable) 03 Nos
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered[ Rankingin |Comparisen with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct.a,pta.nce! Remarks
rejection
) ° 31.34 %o
1 [Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 45.70%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
o,
2 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 46.50%| 2nd Lowest 31.88 %
Above
[+
3 [Mr. Preemchand Kolhi 48.25%| 3rd Lowest 33.08 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 28.04.2014

3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ Item

S#-09. Construction of Cement Concrete Road for various
Villages of U.C Pithoro, Taluka Pithoro

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |[Total Bid Documents sald 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 {Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in {Comparison with
S Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce.-‘ Remarks
rejection
Q
1 [Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 51%| 1stLowest 33.70 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
i,
2 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 53%i 2nd Lowest 35.02 %
Above
Q
3 |Mr. Dilawar Arisar 56%)| 3rd Lowest 87.00 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER/S MEMBER AN
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithero

2 Tender Refrence No.

TCPHOQ/372/2014, Dated 28.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ item

S#-10. Earth work of Katcha road in various villages of U.C
Pithoro, Taluka Pithoro.

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
g No. quld technically quaiified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financiai Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
N . . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Comparison with
S5# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost accgpgncel Remarks
rejection
. X
1 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 15%| 1st Lowest 17.85 % Bglng Approved
Below Highest
o
2 |Mr. Dilawar Arisar 12%| 2nd Lowest 1412 %
Below
o,
3 |Mr. Mohammad Ramzan Jat 10%; 3rd Lowest 11.76 %
Beiow

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 25.04.2014

Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem

S#-11. Construction of Brick Pavement Road @
Community Centre Soomra Mohalia, From Chohan Para to
Kolhi Para, From Main rcad bachaband to Masan,
Gravyard,, Masjid road village Ismail Rind, Village Abdul
Wahid Arisar Deh 10 Heral, Khuda Dino Shah, Esso Rind
Mohalla Ameer Hussain Shah, Ghulam Mchammad Bhatti
Deh Lagni, Mugeem Shar and Surtc Kolhi.

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 [Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |[Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 [Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in [Comparison with
S Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta_nce;‘ Remarks
rejection
. o 11.42 %/,

1 |Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 12.90%, 1st Lowest Being Lowest | Approved

Above

o,

2 |Mr. Atta Mohammad Nehri 14.25%| 2nd Lowest 12.61 %

Above

o,

3 |mr. Ghulam Sarwar 18.75%)| 3rd Lowest 16.60 %

Above

.—/
e

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithcro

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

2 |Tender Refrence No.
S#-12. Construction of Brick Pavement road for village
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Iltem Anwardin Sand, Hondc Arisar, Fazaldin Arisar, Kirshan
Kolhi, Beerbal Malhi and Haji Faizal Abro.
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Decuments sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Dpening {if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified {if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 [Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014
12 {Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in |Gomparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce:' Remarks
rejection
. 11.44 %[, .
1 [M/s Amin 12.92%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest | Approved
Above
q,
2 {Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 15%| 2nd Lowest 1328 %
Above
L)
3 |Mr. Mohammad Ramzan Jat 18%| 3rd Lowest 15.93 %
Above

%_.:_}..I e

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID_ EVALUATION REPORT

1 [Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem

S#-13. Construction of Brick Pavement road for various
villages of U.C Pithoro Taluka Pithoro

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. c_)f Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report,
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct.apte!ncef' Remarks
rejection
0 11.42 % 5 ..

1 |Mr. Ghutam Sarwar 12.90%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved

Above

4]

2 {Mr. Preemchand Koihi 15%| 2nd Lowest 1328 %

Above

1)

3 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 17.50%| 3rd Lowest 15.49 %

Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |{Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

. 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04 2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item g::hcl. Construction of Water Tank for village Khuda Dino
i

: 4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 [Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s} rejected -

11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
s# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce,‘ Remarks
rejection
o,
1 |Mr. Saishta Khan 15%| 1st Lowest Ab13-04 % Being Lowest |Approved
Qve
15.64 9
2 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 18%| 2nd Lowest 5 %
Above
o,
3 [Mr. Atta Mohammad Nohri 20%| 3rd Lowest 17.38 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

) | —

i
Lyusa) —
MEMBER/ TARY MEMBER MAN
TOWNOFFICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
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BiD EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
- S#-15. Construction of culverts on water courses in various
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ item villages for Union Council Pithoro (38 Nos.)
4 |Methed of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Decuments sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening {if applicable) 28.05.2014
No. of Bid technically qualified (if
9 applicable) 03 Nos
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financia! Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report,
. . . Reasons for
. . Costof offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
5% Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost Estimated Cost accgptz{ncel Remarks
rejection
0 16.36 %, .

1 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 19.80%| 1stlowest Being Lowest |Approved

Above

G,

2 |Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 22%| 2nd Lowest 18.36 %

Above

0,

3 |Mr. Aftab Ahmed 25%| 3rd Lowest 20.86 %

Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

/

/
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MEMBE T MEMBER RMAN
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Wark/ ltem

S#-18. Earth work of Katcha road from Girhore Road {0
Mukhtiar Bhurgri Kumbhar Paro, Girhore road to Ghulam
Qadir Abro, Miran Shah to Ashigue Hussain Chhoro.

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

8 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28052014
9 No. qf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . . Reasons for
. - Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | torms of cost Estimated Cost GCCI‘Epta.I"ICEJ’ Remarks
rejection
- X
1 |Mr. Mohammad Ramzan Jat 15.25%| 1stlowest 17.94 % Bglng Approved
4]
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 12%| 2nd Lowest 1412 %
Below
4]
3 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 10%| 3rd Lowest 11.76 %
Below
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER/SECRETARY..— MEMBER MAN
ToWR OFFICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem S#-17. Renovation of Office Building T.C Shadipalli
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 jTotal Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable} 28.05.2014
9 No. t_:)f Bid technically qualified {if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid{s) rejected -
11 |Financia! Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Repaort.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta!ncef Remarks
rejection
: . 13.92 %|n..

1 [Mr. Khaiid Hussain 10.80%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved

Above

L+]

2 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 12%| 2nd Lowest 1547 %

Above

L+]

3 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 15%| 3rd Lowest 19.34 %

Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 25.04.2014
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem S#-18. Construction of Staff quarter for T.C Shadipalli
4 |Method of Procurement Cne Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 [Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
B !Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
g No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 [Bid(s) rejected
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost accf}pta.nce! Remarks
rejection
9.69 %|, .
1 [Mr. Achar Jee 10.75%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |[Approved
Above
10.82 %
2 |Mr. Shakeel Ahmed 12%| 2nd Lowest 0.82 %
Above
Q
3 |Mr. Ghulam Sarwar 16%| 3rd Lowest 14.42 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
_ 7 P
‘ /
MEMBE MEMBER AN
TOWN OFFICER ASSiSTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PiTHDRO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

. 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-19. Construction of Cement Concrete road from Shahi
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ Item Bazar to water supply scheme and approach road for T.C
office Shadipalli.

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

& |[Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 [Financial Bid Opening Date 28.052014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Compatison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nca! Remarks
rejection
- . o 3203 % .
1 |Haji Nawab Ali Rajar 47.25%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
33.55 %
2 |Mr. Preemchand Khatri 49.50%| 2nd Lowest °
Above
v}
3 |Mr. Atta Mohammad Nohri 52 50%| 3rd Lowest 35.59 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

i
§ ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
: % TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOQT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TCIPHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
.. S#-20. Construction of Cement Concrete road for various
3 | Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem |, o6 of U.C Shadipalli Taluka Pithoro
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 [Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Costof offered| Ranking in |[Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct.epta_ncei’ Remarks
rejection
1,
1 |Mr. Khalid Hussain 40.20%: 1st Lowest 27.10 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
o
2 [Mr. Preemchand Khatri 50.54%| 2nd Lowest 34.07 %
Above
o
3 |M/s S.KDars 54%| 3rd Lowest 36.40 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

TOWMN-OFFICER
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

i ==

MEMBER IRMAN
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Commitiee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
. S#-21. Construction of Open Surface Drains for Khosa,
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ltem |\, b har & Kolhi Paro Ward No. 02 Shadipaili town.
4 [Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
& |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |[Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid QOpening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
o No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 tBidis) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Gost acc?pta.nce;‘ Remarks
rejection
[+]
1 Mr. Mohammad Saleem 23.50%]| 1st Lowest 19.00 % Being Lowest [Approved
Khumbhar Above
20.82 %
2 [Mr. Quiub Din 25.75%]| 2nd Lowest 082 %
Above
Q
3 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 28.75%| 3rd Lowest 23.24 %
Above

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

EE PITHORO

TOWN COMMI

ASSISTANT DIRECTDR
LOCAL FUNO AUDIT UMERKDT

-
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DIRECTOR
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHQ/372/2014, Dated 25.04.2014

S#-22. Construction of Brick Pavement road for Menghwar
Paro, Kolhi Paro ward no.03, Jalalabad Paro ward No. 03,
Khosa Paro ward no. 02 and Village Fagir Mohammad
ward no. 04 Shadipalli town.

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ item

4 [Methcd of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

8 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 |Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in [Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct.aptztncel Remarks
rejection
. o 11.08 %/ ..
1 [Mr. Qutub Bin 12.50%| 1stLowest Being L.owest |Approved
Above
14.41 %
2 |Mr. Fayaz Ahmed Mughal 16.25%! 2nd Lowest ’
Above
i,
3 |Mr. Khan Mohammad Shaikh 18.75%| 3rd Lowest 16.63 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
\\ . //"ﬂﬂ
MEMBE MEMBER AIRMAN
T0 FICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
S#-23. Construction of Brick Pavement road for village
Sahib Khan Lashari Deh Bareji, Umeed Ali Shar Deh
- Degan Palli, Allah Jurio Shar Deh Shadipalli, Jeve Kolhi
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ ftem 15 "o i Akbar Rind, Ghulam Mohammad Arain, Dar
Palli Deh Dhandi, Dr. Wali Mohammad Rahimon, U.C
Shadipalli.
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 {Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Tota! Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. Qf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Comparison with
SH# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost accn.apta.nce;‘ Remarks
rejection
[+}
1 [M/s. Yasir Yasin 15.50%| 1st Lowest 13.40 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
)
2 |Mr. Qutub Din 18.25%| 2nd Lowest 15.78 %
Above
3 |Haji Suleman Socomro 22.75%| 3rd Lowest 19.67 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER AN

MEMBER!
TO OFFICER

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT

DIRECTCOR
LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
S#-24. Construction of Brick Pavement Road for village
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem Inayat Makrani, Mukhtiar Bhurgri Deh Piror and Sagho
Halepoto via Taj Mohammad Halepoto U.C Shadipalli.
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |[Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 [Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid{s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Biddor | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce! Remarks
rejection
: o 13.78 %o
1 [Mr. Preemchand Kolhi 16%]| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
Lv)
2 |Mis Hamood Rehman 19%| 2nd Lowest 16.37 %
Above
Lv)
3 |Mr. Quiub Din 22%| 3rd Lowest 18.95 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
. !
Jl | ‘/‘
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Tow CER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DRECTOR
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/IPHO/372/2014, Dated 28.04.2014
_ S$#-25, Construction of Brick Pavement Road for varicus
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem | 0 oo o 1) ¢ Shadipalli Taluka Pithoro
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |[Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 (Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
L . . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S.# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost at:ci'n,npta.m.:e:r Remarks
rejection
[+]
1 |Mr. Qutub Din 15.90%| 1st Lowest 13.70 % |gaing Lowest |Approved
Above
[+]
2 IMr. Khalid Hussain 18.25%| 2nd Lowest 15.72%
Above
[+]
3 |Mr. Khan Mohammad Shaikh 23.50%| 3rd Lowest 20.24 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER CHAIRMAN
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

o 1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithcro

'} 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-26. Construction of water tanks various villages in

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item Union Council Shadipalli (04 Nos )

4 (Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |[Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Receivad 03 Nos
._ 8 |Technical Bid Opening {if applicable) 28.05.2014
i 9 No. gf Bid technically qualified {if 03 Nos
| g applicable)
| 10 |Bid(s) rejected )
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce! Remarks
_ rejection
§ . 13.03 % /g,
. 1 |Mr. Preemchand Koihi 15%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approvead
' ' Above
2 |Mr. Shaista Khan 18%| 2nd Lowest 1564 %
Above
4]
3 IMr. Qutub Din 20%| 3rd Lowest 17.38 %
5 Above
E
; Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER/SE MEMBER
TO {CER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
TDWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIViSION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 25.04 2014
S#-27. Construction of Culverts on water courses for
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ item various villages in Union Council Shadipalli Taluka Pithoro
(22 Nos)
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Dpening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 {Bid(s)} rejected -
11 [Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in [Comparison with
5.4 Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Gost acct_epta.ncef Remarks
rejection
16.41 %, .
1 [Mr. Achar Jee 19.65%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
2 |Haji Nawab Ali Rajar 22.50%| 2nd Lowest 1879 %
Above
&,
3 {Mr Qutub Din 24.75%| 3rd Lowest 20.67 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
f'/-—: /r}"/’ ’
MEMBER/S RY — MEMBER IRMAN
TOWM-CFFICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

MIRPURKHAS DIVISIDN




a BID EVALUATION REPORT

r 1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

. 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-28. Construction of Open Surface Drains type "A.B.C"
in various Mohallas and Cement Concrete road from Allah
Warayo House to Madrsa, Sameja Mohalla near Massan in
Ghulam Nabi Shah Town.

3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ [tem

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

: 8 [Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8§ |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
i applicable)
10 {Bid(s) rejected -
." 11 |Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
- . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
: S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct.apta'nce:‘ Remarks
i rejection
] -
R 1 |Mr. Qutub Din 33.50%| st Lowest 25.07 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
L+]
: 2 IMr. Mubarik Ali Samoon 35.75%| 2nd Lowest 26.75 %
K Above
p Ly
; 3 |Mr. Ketash Khatri 42.50%)| 3rd Lowest 31.80 %
§ Above
®
§ Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
§ 4
'. g MEMBER/S MEMBER IRMAN
;i TOW ICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
B TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT
g MIRPURKHAS DIVISION
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04 2014
S#-29. Construction of Cement Congcrete road from Noor
. Mohammad Samon house to Eidal Samon house and
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem Pirshotam house to Jamal Shah Hawali in Ghulam Nabi
Shah town.
4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
§ |Tender Published
(8.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold {03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technicat Bid Opening (if applicable} 28.05.2014
g No. _of Bid technically quatified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report,
. . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparisen with
S.H Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | temms of cost | Estimated Cost acct_epta.nce! Remarks
rejection
Q
1 |Mr. Qutub Din 40.80%| 1st Lowest 28.93 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
Q
2 |Mr. Kelash Khatri 44 50%| 2nd Lowest 31.56 %
Above
i)
3 [Mr. Khan Mohammad Shaikh 48%| 3rd Lowest 34.04 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER/SECRET MEMBER
TOWN ICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR HRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORC

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHOQ/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
S#-30. Construction of cement concrete road for Khambro
. Masjid, Sain Bux Mchalla, Sabho Machhi Village Makhdem
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem 10 ur ) Molia Colony and Lal Mohammad Rajar Mohalla
Village Sawan Rajarin U.C Shah Mardan Shah.
4 [Methed of Procurement One Envelop
Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable} 28.05.2014
9 No. gf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report,
Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with Reasons for
SH Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acct_eptal.nce! Remarks
rejection
. 31.44 % .
1 |Mr. Mubarik Ali Samoon 45.80%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
[+]
2 |M/s Amin 48.25%| 2nd Lowest 33.05 %
Above
g,
3 |Syed Muneer Ahmed Shah 50.75%| 3rd Lowest 34.76 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
o
. F ’///

MEMBER/S

TOW ICER

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR
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IRMAN
DIRECTOR
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

!
T 1 [Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro
i 3
o
; : 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014
e
i
‘ . S#-31. Construction of cement concrete road for various
i 3 |Tender Description Name of Work/item | o0 .G Shah Mardan Shah Taluka Pithoro
3 4 [Method of Procurement One Envelop
| Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated
: 5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.
6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 [Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicabie)
10 [Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
1 12 |Bid Evaiuation Report,
Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Rankingin [Comparison with
S Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta!nce,-' Remarks
rejection
. o 34.38 %],
1 [Mr. Ghulam Qadir Khoso 52.50%) 1stLowest Ab Being Lowest |Approved
ove
g
2 |Haji Suleman Soomro 55%| 2nd Lowest 36.02%
Above
Q,
- 3 iHaj: Nawab Al Rajar 58.50%| 3rd Lowest 3831 %
; Abgve
R Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
//z,
_.--/
MEMEBER/S AR MEMBER MAN
TOWN®FEICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR D!RECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORG LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 26.04 2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem

5#-32. Construction of Brick Pavement road from
Khambhro Dharonaro road to Jamal Samoen heouse, Village
Mehar Ali Machhi and Ghulam Mohammad Machhi,
Machhi Paro Village Haji Jani, , U.C Shah Mardan Shah.

4 |Method of Procurement

One Envelop

5 |Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

(08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 |Technicat Bid Cpening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
g No. qf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . Reasons for
: . Cost of offered| Ranking in [Comparison with
SH Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta'nce:‘ Remarks
rajaction
; 0 3117 %5 .

1 [Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 45.50%]| 1stLowest Being Lowest |Approved

Above

4]

2 |Mr. Mubarik Ali Sameon 48%| 2nd Lowest 32.88 %

Above

4]

3 [Mr. Qutub Din 52%| 3rd Lowest 35.62 %

Above

Precurement Committee, Town Committee Pithore

+ i . /;/
o
MEMBER/S Lo— MEMBER CHAIRMAN
TOW FICER ASSISTANT DIRECTCR DIRECTOR
TDWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION



- BID EVALUATION REPORT

r 1 [Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

. 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-33. Construction of Brick Pavement road from Khambro
Main Road to Shafi Mchammad house, Khambro Wadho
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item to Neohri Paro, Ghazi Samon road to village Hafiz Samon
and Habib Halepcto to Adam Mari U.C Shah Mardan
Shah.

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

6 [Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable) 28.05.2014

9 No. Qf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 |Financial Bid Opening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. : . Reasons for
. . Cost of offered| Ranking in |Comparison with
b S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?ptzfnce! Remarks
rejection
; o 21.84 % |, .
1 |Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 28%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
) 24.96 %
: 2 |Mr. Qutub Din 32%| 2nd Lowest
| Above
5 5
3 [Mr. Atta Mohammad Nohri 36%]| 3rd Lowest 28.08 %
Above
k.
8
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
MEMBER/S AR®/ MEMBER
TOWN OFFICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




L BID EVALUATION REPORT

4 1 {Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithorc

' 2 |Tender Refrence No. TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

§ - S#-34. Construction of Brick Pavement road for various
3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ ltem | o6 of U.C Shah Mardan Shah Taluka Pithoro

4 |Method of Procurement QOne Envelcp

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

3 5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

& |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 |Technical Bid Opening (if applicable} 28.05.2014

9 No. pf Bid technically qualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 |Bid(s) rejected -

11 |Financial Bid QOpening Date 28.05.2014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

. . Reasons for
. . Costof offered] Rankingin [Comparison with
S# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost | 2cceptance/ Remarks
8 rejection
B 4 , 0 .
1 |Mr. Nehru Mal Khatri 34.30%| 1st Lowest 25.51 % Being Lowest |Approved
Above
[+]
2 |Mr. Quiub Din 37%| 2nd Lowest 27.52 %
Above
7 3 |Mr. Bhemoon 39%| 3rd Lowest 29.00 %
- Above
% Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

| K -
MEMBER/SE / MEMBER

AIRMAN

TOWN OFFICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT
MIRPURKHAS DIViSiON




* BID EVALUATION REPORT

. 1 |Name of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

5 l 2 |Tender Refrence No. TCHPHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

S#-35. Construction of Culverts on water courses for
3 [Tender Description Name of Work/ Item various villages in Union Council Shah Mardan Shah
Taluka Pithoro (27 Nos.}

4 |Method of Procurement One Envelop

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

5 |Tender Published
08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014.

& |[Total Bid Decuments sold 03 Nos

7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos

8 (Technical Bid Opening {if applicable) 28.05.2014

g No. pf Bid technically gualified (if 03 Nos
applicable)

10 [Bid(s) rejected -

11 [Financial Bid Opening Date 28052014

12 |Bid Evaluation Report.

s . . Reasons for
. . Costof offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S.# Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost acc?pta.nce! Remarks
rejection
- R o 15.95 % .
1 |Haji Nawab Ali Rajar 19.90%| 1st Lowest Being Lowest |Approved
Above
18.84 %
2 [Mr. Bhemoon 23.50%| 2nd Lowest °
Above
e}
3 {Mr. Kelash Khatri 26.50% 3rd Lowest 21.25 %
Above
Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro
/’\
! /-f"
MEMBER/SE ﬂ:‘BX--f/ MEMBER IRMAN
TOWNGFEICER ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 |Name of Procuring Agency

Town Committee Pithoro

2 |Tender Refrence No.

TC/PHO/372/2014, Dated 29.04.2014

3 |Tender Description Name of Work/ Item

"

S#-38. Earth work of Katcha road for various villages of
U.C Shah Mardan Shah Taluka Pithoro.

4 |Method of Procurement

Cne Envelop

5 (Tender Published

Daily Jang Karachi, Awami Awaz, Sindh Express, dated

08.05.2014 The Express Tribune, dated 07.05.2014,

& |Total Bid Documents sold 03 Nos
7 |Total Bids Received 03 Nos
8 [Technical Bid Dpening (if applicable) 28.05.2014
9 No. pf Bid technically qualified {if 03 Nos
applicable)
10 |Bid(s) rejected -
11 {Financial Bid Cpening Date 28.05.2014
12 |Bid Evaluation Report.
. . . Reasons for
; . Cost of offered| Rankingin |Comparison with
S Name of Firm or Bidder by the Bidder | terms of cost | Estimated Cost a::c.(;f!pt.a'nc:ear Remarks
rejection
5 .
1 |M/s Ghulam Qadir Khoso 15.25%( 1st Lowest 188 % Bgmg Approved
Below Highest
1)
2 |Mr. Qutub Din 12%| 2nd Lowest 1.48 %
Below
1)
3 |Mr. Mubarik Ali Samoon 10%| 3rd Lowest 123 %
Below

Procurement Committee, Town Committee Pithoro

MEMBER/SRLRE
TOWNOEFICER
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

STARYS

MEMBER
ASSISTANT DIRECTOR DIRECTOR
LOCAL FUND AUDIT UMERKOT LOCAL GOVERNMENT

MIRPURKHAS DIVISION







.. on the award of contract,

. NIT must stateé the description 6f the work, dates, time and place of issuing,
- ‘opening. of bids, completion: time, -cost of bidding document and bid
- lump sum or percentage of Estimated Cost/Bid Cost.- The interested

~validNTNalse.- & .~ o . - 3

' Dmﬂ-Bjd.ding'Dog:ument for Works upto 2.50' M

- This éection- of .t_he__'Bidding. d_éc;lm_éhté ‘should
.. bidde
- Agency, It should also.g

The Instructions to Bidders will not be

“Procuring Agency and also inprinted media where ever required as per rules

4 The Procuring Agency shall have s
~ provisitnsof SPP Rules 2010, -+ ¥

- printed:

such percentage, on gl

o " Instructions to Bidders/ _P-Iroc'u_fing"Ag'g’m_:-ies.

Ge'n'_'e’riil_' Rules and Directions fdr:_the_'GuidaﬁEe-of Coutractors.

provide the information necessary for
rs 10 prepare responsive bids, in aceordance with the requirements.of the Procuring -
.give Information on bid submission, opening and evaluation, and

 Matters governing, the performance of the Contract or payments urider the: Contract, or
- 'matters affecting the risks, rights, and obligations of the partiés under the Contract are
-included as Conditions of Contract and Contract Data. e ' '

. part of the-CQntréct and will cease to have effect
once the contract is signed. - A : e

‘LAl work proposed td be executed by co ntract shall be notified in a form of Notice

Inviting Tender (NIT)/Invitation for Bid (IFB) ‘hoisted on website of. Authority and

“submission,
security efther in..
-bidder must have -

2. Coment of Bidding Documents must include but not limited to: Conditions of
contract, Contract. Data, specifications - or - its _rcf:rqnce,_ Bill of Quantities- containing' .

-+ description’ of! items ‘with scheduled/item’ rates with premium to. be filled in form of -
- peréeptage'abov_e{ below oromitem'r,

dtes to be quoted, Formi of ‘Agreement and drawings.

3,0 'Fiié_d __P.rj_éc_:'Cd_'_i:ltra é-ts:'-'”l_“ﬁ_e Bid I.Jlfides;'and rates are fixed during currency of
- contract and under no:gircu;

sircumstance shall any coritractor be entitled to ¢laim enhanced

. rates for any item in this contract. SRS

ght .o'i"rej cc;iﬁg 5_11_1_ _'c'_nj: _aﬁy:c.}f the ._I_éndpr'-s as_péf_ -

. COI]dlthllRlOffCl"Any personwhosubnnts .. atcnder Shall fill "-u'p. the ﬁsual'_ P
form stating at-what percentage above or below.on the rates specified in Bill of

" Quantities for items of work to be ‘carried out: he is willing to-undertake the ‘work and”
also. qu_'ot'é .the rates' for those items . which are based on market rates.-Only one rate of

Sindh I?libl_l_c;_Pi'Gc_@rgnlérlt_.'Rr:'_'gu[atqrylﬁﬁ..ut'hqrity-/ \I#'\'vw,sg'pr:asindh.gov.gk‘ . S LT - n o )

i the Scheduled Rates shall be framed. Tenders, which propose any
alternative in the works specified in the said fomn of invitation to ‘tenderor in-the time’ e




S

-

,ocument for Works upto 2.50 M

atlowed for carrying out the work or wlnch contain any other. eondrttons w111 be lrable to -

rejection. No printed form of tender- shall'include a tender for more than one work, but'if

contractor wish to teuder for two or more works, they shall SubI“tlt a SepaIEite tender for
eaeh : : - : :

1ty as and when requested by the

work
6 - AJI works shall be measured by standard mstruments aeeordrng to the rutes
7. Brdders shall provrde evrdence of thetr E:llo'ibll

Procurmg Ageney

8 ~Any brd recewed by the Agency after the deadhne for submtssron of brds shall

IC_}CCtE:d and retarned unopened to the brdder

9, | PI’]OI‘ to the detarled evaluatron of btd

whether the bidder fulfills all codal requirements of eligibility criteria given in the tender

notice such-as regtstranon with tak authorities, registration with PEC (where appllcable) .
any Gther condrtron mentioned in the NIT-

turnover statement expertence statement and

and bidding document Ifthe btdder does not

fulfrll any of these eondrtrons it.shall not be
evatuated ﬁlrther . :

10. - B1d wrthout bld seeurrty ofrequrred amount and prescnbed form shall be IE}GC’[Cd

The enveIOpe contarntng the tender doeuments shall refer the name and number of the .-~

s; the Proeurrng Agency wxll deterrmne :

11, . Brds detenmned to be su‘ostanttally responsrve shall be checked for any arzthmetrc -

- GITOrS. Anttunetrcat errors shall be rectrﬁed on the followmg basrs

o)
* - will be checked and added or subtraeted fronr amount of bill of quantities to
arrrve the final brd cost ' S

By . In case of 1tem rates,
total cost that is obtained by muItlplymg the unit
' rate shall prevarl and the total -cost wil] be. corréct

- the- Agcncy there is any ‘obvieus: mlsplacement of the decmral pornt in the unit

_1ate, 'in “which «case- the ‘total “cost as quoted will govemn and the unit rate
- corrected. If there is a dlscrepa.ncy between the tota

rate.and’ quantrty, the unit

shatl be’ correeted

- amount m words wtll govem

Sindh Public Procurement Regui-atot'y Autbority / ¥rwwsporasindh gov.pk ST _m .

: Wherc there 15 a drscrepancy bctween the amounts ru ﬁgurcs and in Words the

_ _In case of sehedule rates the amount of percentage quoted above or below . -

If there isa drscrepancy between the unit rate and the

ed unless in the' opuuon of

1"bid amount and the sum -
- of total costs; the sum of thu_ total Costs. shall prevatl and thedotal brd amount -




_ang Docurnents for Works upto 2.5 M

pra

BIDDING DATA

(This section should be filied in by the Engineer/Procuring Agency before issuance of the
Bidding Documents).

(a). Namc of Procuring Agency Town Committee Pithoro

(b). Brief Description of Works g#.01. Renovation of Office Building T.C Pithoro.

{c). Procuring Agency’s address:- Near Pir Pithoro Chowk, T.C Pithoro

(d). Estimated Cost:- 1.250 Mil}ion

(c). Amount of Bid Security:- 2% Rs. 25000/ (Fill in lump sum amount
or in % age of bid amount / estimated cost, but not exceeding 5%)

(). Period of Bid Validity (days) :- 40 Days (Not more than sixly days).

{g). Security Deposit:- (including bid security):- 2% Call Deposit & 8% Security Deposit
(in% age of bid amount / estimated cost equal to 10%)

(h). Percentage, if any, to be deducted from bills:- 8% Security Deposit & 6.5% Income Tax

(i). Deadline for Submission of Bids along with time:- 28.05.2014 (02:00pm)

(j). Venue, Time, aud Date of Bid Opening:- AtT.C Office Pithoro (02:30pm) on 28.05.2014

(k). Time for Completion from written order of commencc:- 03 Months

(L). Liquidity damages:- 0.05 Per day {0.05 of Estimated Cost of Bid cost
per day of delay, but total not exceeding 10%).

{m). Deposit Receipt No. Date Amount _Rs. 2000/-

(In words _Rupees Two thousands only

Gl
TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority / www .spprasindh.goy.pk
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.aft Bidding Docunﬂcm for Works upte 250 8

.' Conditions of Cornt'rac'f_ .

Clause a—llzCQ'r'x_imeric'eme'ht & C_,oﬁjpigtion Dates of worle. The contractor shall not

CNier Upon, or cominence any portion or work. except with the written. authority and

~instructions-of the Engineer-in-charge or of in subordinate-in-charge of the work. Failing

such authority the.contractor shall have: ne claim to ask for measurements of or payment

' fo;.W'ork..- o

- -

' _'ll“he'__ébr.itmcltbr_' shall pf_'c")'ceccll with the w'ork_'é with due f::x'pe'd._'itioﬁ and without delay and -
complete the works in the time allowed for. canying out the work as entered in the tender
~-shall be strictly observed by the contractor and shall reckoned from the date on which the _

during the execution of the, wok, contractor shall be bound; in all in which the time
allowed' for completion of any work exceeds o

prorate basis. . .

" Clause -—',2_iL:iquida-téd.:Darﬁ.ages; The. contractor shall pay liquidated damages to the

Agency at the rate perday stated in'the bidding data for cach day that the completion date

- Is later than the Intended completion date; the amount of liquidated 'd'am::lg'e paid by the -

- contractor to the' Ageney shall not exceed 10 per cent of the contract price, Agency may

damages does not affect the contractor's liabilities. -

deduct liquidated damages from paymients due to the ‘contractor, Payment of liquidated

“ Ciaﬁse ~3: Termination of the Contract.

- (A) - Procuring Agency/Executive Engineer may terminate the contract if either of the

- following conditions exits:- o

@) 5 '_,Colmrzict_di; ¢éu_ses.-a b'r_éach'iof any &;Iau"sé' of the ;_Conffact;" o

).

Sl hoticeof 10 da}is ha_s'eIXpirc(_i_;'__ﬁ T :
-(ii), . In the case of abandonr_qe_ht__ of mc'work-_owmg._tq' the 'serious illneéss or
... deathofithe eontragtor. or any other cause. - o L

(%8 Contractor ‘can -also. request for termination - of "'Cdntr_ac't_ if7a payment
e certified by the Engineer.is not paid to'the' contractor within 60 days of the o

| date ofthe submission of the bill; -

(B)... TheExecuthe ';'Epg'inee_r}P_rqquﬁn_g' ggehcy_.;_\ha_s--'po.\yer_'- to adopt -any of the.
L fo__l_IoWiiig courses as‘may dt;:em_'ﬂt:,;__-'-;:-. T e :

() To forfeit the security deposit évﬁila-blé:'fexc_e;i't_:q_orj'_d_iﬁcjhs mentioned at A -

e

G and (v abovel

Toﬁnah ze the workby measunngthe workdane bythecontractor

. Thg- progress ¢ fany particular portion of the’ work. is unsatiSfactbry and

o tas ceie e .

s, g




_ R

In the eyer; -of any of. 'ﬂié_above'_course_:é_ being adopteq by the Execytive
o Engineer/Prpc_uﬁng Agenc'y,'_the-éontr@ctor-shall have.. - o -
(B No claim t _compe;'nsatioil for any 'Ioss'-s'us_tained'. by him by reason of his -
o  having’ purchaseq O pracured Y. materials op entered " intg any:
éngagements, OF made any adyapces ©h account of o with a view o the
eXecution of the-Wdrk_' or the Performance of the Contract, - o
(i) However e contractor can claim for he work done site duly certifieg
by the eXecutiv'g.engineer'iﬁ-'wﬁting Tegarding: the Performance of Such
o 'Work and has'-not'beenpaid; L el N
- . Procuring Agency/Engineg_r-_ may ifvite fresh b;

ds for emaining ok

_Recessary o Proper, The

1, the date for completioy of the

e final: Where time has been. -



' U Againgt the- finaj Payment 'only and not 45 -payments “for work g
I S -'_complete_d,_.and shall. 't p i e -Enpt i
final Bill a:id-r_écti-ﬁcation of defects g _
- to him dming_defect-li'_ ity perigd. _ N
B) . ‘The Finaj Bill. A bi shall be submittad by the cdntra;':to_r.'within one month of
7 the date fiyeq. for the i:on'iplétion: of 'the '_worl_«::'other'wf_se"'_Eiigfneer-in’-’charge’-s :
S ;:-er’tiﬁqate_'_of the_mcas-ureménts"and. of the tota] amoit- payable: for the works:
& Shaﬂ_be.ﬁnél_-and-'bindff:g-oi_i}aﬂ_'pa'rties. _..-'-_'__- R e

are 10t accepted asso
‘of such ftemg gf such -

ariatioy .Oijder.-_-fd'f'-jjrd _f:_'-iir_eln:énlt_’-df Works? 5

ine 120l Contractor. - 'cb*r’c_r.'a'nY-.iﬂtéreaS'i‘-‘.‘:'qr_.'déCr#'
ineluding themtmd uction, =b_f_.=h,é_w,\_-WO.'rk'-__._.itcm's. that, are “either, dye
 plang; design -’6'r_-,aligmﬁén' tosmtactual fi Wil

: 1 Or.aligr eld Cbﬂditi-dn_s;’m'_th'fn_
_a.rid-phys_ih:a; boundarieg o s L

- the V&n at_(OIl
15% ot the 82

aI"o_r_on_ Manrg - -

ase in quantities "~

the 3gen¢ra1"-'s;¢(jpe R




< Bidiing Docwment for Woikis upto 250M -

s work. and at the same rates, as are specified in the tender for the main work. The
- contractor has no right to claim for tompensation by reason  of alterations or -
curtailment of the work.” oo T Y - '

€y In case the jnlat'ur'e of the work' in'.thc-#aﬁation-does'no't_c'¢rrespond_°vvith items in

- rates for'the relevant itemg of work, and if the:E-ngi'neer'-'in"-bhar_ge ts satisfied that -
" the rate quoted is within the rate worked out by him on detailed rate analysis, and.
. then-only. he shall allow him that'rate afier approval from higher authority, -
('D)-_ " The time fdr'_Thé 'c'ompl_-etilqn? of the Work_ shéll.be 'ex't'ende_d_ in the pf_oporti;jn that "
- the add'i_tio_nr_ilfwcirk bear to the original Contact-work_._‘ ST e

- (B) - Incase of quantities. of work executed result the Initial Contract Price to be -
R _.'.exceedéd'by.mo_'_re'than 15%, ‘and then 'En’gin'éér'ca_n adjust- the rates for those -
' ._Quantities causing excess ‘the cost of “contraet beyond 15% afier approval of. -
'.SuperintendingEnginaer_. T i P o :
(F)' " Repeat -Order: Any camulative variati-on;_beybﬁdfth_é,_;1_5%'of_.initial contract
o amount; shall be subject of andfhéf:contraCt--tQ be tendered out if the works are:
" _‘sep'a'rablc_'from"theoriginal- contract, |, . - L s -

o= Clause-10: Quality Control. . .

(A) " Identifying Defects: If at any time before the security deposit is tefunded to the
tontractor/during ‘defeot liability period -mcn}ti_{jncd_'iq bid. data; the Engincer-in- ,
~-chargg or his, subordinate-in-charge ‘of thie work may instruct the contractor to

. uncoverand test-any part of the works whieh he considers may have'a defect due - o

.+, 10 use of unsound materials orunskillfyl workmanship and the dontractor has to. .

o earry out a test at his own cost Irrespective of work already approved or paid: .

(B) o -_,Clor"_;fé'qit'it)n"}_of 'Dgfe:é_ts:i_ ‘The. _cc'j_n't;ab"t_drj shall be bound forthwith “to -'r'cctify or
S < Temove aﬂd‘.'fgconstmct the work._s'o:.specjﬁed. n ‘wheole orin part, as the case may
.- require. Ihe_;contjra_c_:tor -Shaﬂ-;fc_orre;_‘t'_' -thf:__n_o__tiﬁad_- defect within “the  Defects -

- Correction Pe’fibd'mentioned_in_njotiée. e

(C) un correcied Defects:

l¢ Procurement ke

Sindh Fub




T R e e

&) No part of the wo.rk_s.shgl_l_bé' covercd up or put out- of vieW!_b’_eyond'the reach
without ‘giving natice:of 1ot less ‘than five days. to' the Engineer whenever any .

L lying with the Engineer. . .- e

Findh Public. Precurement Regulatory AuLhomy!_

J:dding Document for Warks upie 2.50 M

e ) If the Engineer cbﬁsidefs that :ect_iﬂcatiohfodrréction_..of a defect i3 not
P essential and it may be aceepted or made use of; it shall be within his
Lo diseretion fo accept the same at such: reduced rates as he may fix therefore,

(A)_"."_.-"]::_nspgli':.ti-()l].. :ofl .. (_.)ﬁelrziti'(jns'. _Th‘e' Eﬁgineef and ‘his- subordina?es,3 shall at. 4l

) Dates for Inspection  and Testing. The Engincer shall give (e contractor

. present.to receive orders,'_é:__tnd.i'_r;sti'uctjons,_:or have .a responsible -agent duly
. aceredited in WIting present for that purpose, ‘orders given io. the conftractor’s .
-duly authorized agent shall be, constdered to have the same force ay effect as if-
they had been given to the tonfractor himself, . - . S ' ' :
Clause - 12; Ei'ahl'ina'ﬁ_o_n :ofwo'r_k béfoi'e"cbve'r'ihg'-up'. :-

such part of the works or -foundations s Or are- ready-‘or about to be ready for
- €Xamination - and the Enginecr shall;’ ‘without -delay, unless- he ‘considers it

unnecessary and "agvi_ées.._tht;- contractor accordingly, attend for the purpose of
examining’ and ‘measuring. such part - of the' works or 'o'f"cxaminjng..such- :
foundati_crns;' o Lo e e TR R -

B) I any work s cq'\«?c'r;f:"d'ﬁpl “or placed heyond. the reacl of measurement without.
such notice having beep given, the same shalf be uncovered at the Contractor’s -
expense, and in _d:lé&;ul_t__th:ergof no payment or allowance shall be made for such -

- any damage is caused whi'l__é_..}th"g_-i_\fojr_k;.i_s;-'.in-'prog-rcs's_- or :bécbme 'apjj-arent"witlﬁ_nﬁ- three -

months of the grant-of ‘the c'er_ti'ﬁ_f_:ate_'--qf_,‘;."c'cirﬁpl_didh;-:ﬁ_'nal,_{3_1_'_ otherw
shall make good the same at ‘his own expense; or i default the Eﬁgineer'may Cause the -

“ame to be made good by other wdrkmen_,-'and_deddct'the_ é'xpex_l_s_es'fr'om retention money - .

w'ww-.sggraﬁndh,gov;'gk :

TWisE) the ‘contridctor -
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Cluuse-14: Measures for preveation of fire and safety measures. The contractor shall -
10t set fire to any standing jungle, trees, bush-wood: or grass without a written permit’
! from the Exeeutive Engirieer. When such permit is given, and also in all cases when
destroying,'cutting Or uprooting trees, bUSh~WO0d,'grass,' etc by fire, the contractor shall .
take necessary’ measures: to prevent such fire. spréading o or otherwise ‘damaging
surrounding,p'rOpérty.--iThe_COntradtor-is.-'-re5p0nsib1e for the safety of all its activities
. including protection of the environment on and off the site. Compensation of all damage
. done mtentionally or unintentionally on or off the site by the contractor’s labour shall be
paidbyh_im. . Do _ : _ _ :

ST

Cla use—lS:Sub-contra;'tiffg. The contracto? shall not subcontract the whole of the works,
‘except -where 'othgrwise provided by the contract, The contractor shall not subcontract
any pait of the works without the prior consent of the Engineer. Any such consent shai]
- not relieve the contractor from any liability or obligation under the c{vntract and he shal}
be responsible’ for the acts,: delihu}ts-_énd“néglect'_s- of . any subcontractor, his agents,.
Servants or workmen g3 if these-aets; defaults or neglects were those of the contractor, his
agents’ servants or workmen. - The provisions of ‘s contract shall apply to such -
subcoritractor or his employees as if he or it was employees of the contractor,”

i Clause - 16: Disputcs, All disputes arising in connection with the present contract, and "
: which cannot be amicably settled. Eetween'the parties, thé decision of the Superintending
Engineer of the-ci_rc_lefofﬁcerﬁone grade higher to awarding authority shall be final, .
conelusive and binding on ali parties to.the contract upon-all questions relating tn. the |
- meaning of the specifications, - designs drawings, - and instructions, here in before .

mentioned and as to the quality of workmanship, or materials used on the work or
any other questions, claim, right, matter, or thing what /

relating to the contract design, drawings, specifications, estimates, instructions, orders or
th or the- execution, of failure to

FI85¢ conditions or otherwise concerning the works,

hereof, -

«dispose of the same 'as-'he.'-_thh1ks.--'ﬁ§:and--shall-'deduc_:t_.lth___f:' amount of..
. incurred from the contractor’s retention money. The contractor shall
g Tespect of any surplus materials a"s'__'afor_e"sai'd £xcept for any sum-actua
sale thereof. o B

rising,. during ‘the ‘progress of the work, or after the.. . -
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Ciause — 18 : Financial Assistance / Advance Payment
(45 Mobilization advance is not allowed.

(B} Secured Advance against materials brought at site.

(i)  Secured Advance may be permitted only against imperishable
materials/quantities anticipated to be consumed/utilized on the work within a
period of three months from the date of issue of secured advance and
definitely not for full quantities of materials for the entire work/ contract
The sum payable for such materials on site shall not exceed 75% of the
market price of materials; R

(ii}  Recovery of Secured Advance paid to the contractor under the above
provisions shall be affected from the monthly payments on  actual
consumption basis, but not later than period more than three months (even if
unutilized).

Clause-19:  Recovery as arrears of Land Revenue. Any sum due to the Government
oy the contractor shall be liable for recovery as arrears of Land Revenue,

Clanse -28:  Refund of Sceurity Deposit/Retention Money. On completion of the whol of
the warks (a2 work should be considered as complete for the purpose of refund of security
deposit to a contractor {rom the last date on which its final measurements are checked by a
competent authority ,if such check is necessary otherwise from the last date of recordi'ng the
final measurements}), the defects notice period has also passed and the Engineer has ccrtfﬁcd
that ail defcets notified to the contractor before the and of this period have becn éorrccted, the
security deposit lodged by a contractor (in cash or recovered in instailiments from his bills )
shail be refunded to him afier the expiry of three months from the date on which the work is
completed.

ACCUUNTANT

TOWN IIT'TEE PITHORO

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHORO

-+ . CONTRACTOR

“Sind Public Procurement Regulatory Authority / www.pprasindh. gov.pk



w Bl OF SUANTITIES,,
' SCHEDULE “B”

- _WORK: DETAILED WORKING ESTIMATE RENOVATION OF OFFICE

'. BUILDING T.C PITHORO. B
- . 5.W0. 1 DESCRIPTION __ | QTY ] RATE l UNIT | AMOUNT |

1. Dismantling of brick in lime or cement mortar (GSI No. 13 P-10}.

223.00 Cft " @ Rs.1285/63 P % Cft Rs. 2867i-
2. Rémoving cement or lime plaster {GS1 No. 53/¢ P-13)

8111.00 Sft @ Rs. 121/- P % Sit Rs. 9814/-
3 Pucca brick work in ground floor in cement sand motor (1:6)

(GS! Na. 5 P-21}.

365.00 Cft @ Rs. 12674/36 P % Cit Rs. 33587/-
4 Cement plaster 1:6 upto 12" height %" thick (GSI No.52 (¢) P-

52). .

B8745.00 3§t @ Rs. 2590/50 P % Sit Rs. 226539/-
5 Cement plaster 1:4 upto 127 height 3/8” thick (GSI No.52 (¢} P-

52). . :

8745.00 Sft @Rs. 2197/52 P % Sft Rs. 192173/-
6 Fiooring of mosaic {Marble chips tiles of white cement laid flate in

(1:2) white cement mortor over % thick bed of grey cement

mortor {1:2} (GSI No. 64 P-48).

204.00 Sft @ Rs. 12698/37 P % Sft _Rs. 25905/-
7. Glazed tiles dado 4" thick laid in pigment over 1:2 cement sand

mortor %” thick ifc finishing {GS!No. 38 P-45).

164.00 Sft @ Rs. 28299/30 P % Sft Rs. 46410/~
3 | -Supplying and Fixing in position Aluminum (GS! No. 83 (b} P-

105}. ' '

28.00 sft @ Rs. 1507/66 P.Sft Rs. 42214i-
9 Sup'plying and Fixing in position Aluminum (GSI No. 84 (b) P-

105}). .

- 24.00 sft @ Rs. 1647/69 P.Sft Rs. 39545/-

Scheme Na. 01 _ 1




11

13

14

BN -

_ptying and Fixing faise ceiling of plaster (GSI No. 52 P-64).

202.00 sft @ Rs. 25293/42 P%.Sft Rs. 51082/-

White washing (1 coats) (GSI No. 26 P-54}
27892.00 Sft @ Rs. 416/63 P % Sit 3 Rs. 115373/-

Distempering 2 coats (GS! No.24 P-54). |
07692.00 Cft @ Rs. 1043190 P % sft _ Rs. 289077/

Preparing the surface & painting with matt finishing paint of
approved make to old matt finish surface (GSI No. 37 (a) P-55)

(Three Coats)
1859.00 sft @ Rs. 1772/38  P%.Sft Rs. 32949/-

Painting old surface (GS! No. 4 P-68)

{Three Coats}

3093.00 sft @ Rs. 1486/21 P%.Sft Rs. 45968/-

Total Rs. 1153513/

CONDITIONS..

The rate should inclusive of all the taxes i.e Sales Tax, Qctroi, Royalties etc. if any.
No separate carriage will be allowed to the firms/ contractors.

No Premium will be allowed on non schedule items,

Steel shuttering will be used in RCC works. '

Far RCC & Plain Cement concrete the mixture machina will be used.

The testing of the work will be arranged by the contractor at his own cost, no separate

. payment will be made.

Any error or omission in the specification item will be governed by the relevant
specification and schedule items.
The decision of the undersigned shall be final and binding on all the parties in any dispute.,

CONTRACTOR | NGIN

TOWN COMMITTEE PITHQR_O

Scheme Na. 01 2
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