Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Works & Services Department (Sindh)

2. Tender Reference No: PD{RRCP-1}/122/2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Recondition of Road from Ghouspur - Tangwani Road to
Village Muaadam Wahid Bux Jafri and Link to Sikandarabad

4, Method of Procurement: Local Competative Bidding (LCB)

5. Tender Published: No
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold; Five

7. Total Bids Received: Four

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) NA (Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): NA

10. Bid(s) Rejected: NA

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 29-11-2013

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost Ranking in Cam‘ﬂ?ﬁmn Reasons for
Name of Eirm or with
5No gidder offered by | termsof Estimated acceptance/ | Remarks
the Bidder cost refection
0 | 1 2 3 4 5 6
M/s. Syed Pir Ali y
143,181,859 at Responsive/
1. Shah. 1 3.87% Above Lowest
M/s. Barkatullah
3 Ealnu_l:h 149,924,650 5nd 8.77% Above
Construction Co.
M/s. Acha
], Muhammad Khan & | 155,440,876 3 12.77% Above
Co.
M/s. Muhammad 158,809,026
4. Ramzan & Co. SN 4" 15.21% Above

Signatures of the Members of the Committee.
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

Woarks & Services Department, (Sindh)
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT,

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Provinciel

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT Rural Roads Construciion Project - |l (Sindh)
4) T ENDER NUMBER PDIRROP-INM2272013
5} BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT f‘._ﬂf:gﬂdillﬁn of Road from Ghouspur - Tangwan| Road JA-B

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME ECNEC

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE Rs. 137,842,000

%) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE Rs. 137,842,000
{For civil works only)

oN BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ' V&

28-11-2013

9y ESTIMATEDC
10) TENDER OPEN

1) NUMBER OF TE?
{Attach list of buyers)

[ Fiva

12y NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT 3

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE 143,181,583

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO 5 4
(i.e. 1%, 2% 3" EVALUATION BID). Mis. Syed Fir Ali Sha
M5, Barkatullah BalougiEonstruction Co.

Mis. Agha Muhammad Khan & Co.

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

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE X Domestic/ Local

b) 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 ADOPTED e
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS
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Japan International Cooperation Agency
19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes No
21y ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i) SFPRA Websito
(1f ves, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
Mo X
i) News Papers Vos
(If yes, give na f newspapers and dotes)
N X
22) NATURE OF CO pmee 1 v || Int.
23) WHETHER QUALTFICAWON CE
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE
{If yis, enclose a copy) Yes No v
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA =
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU Tes Na

(If ves, enclose o copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORTY
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDI

FOR USING A
Yes No

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS? ves || v | INo

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yies No
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes || ¥ ]| Neo
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ves |[v | Ino

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

Yes No v




31 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Y
(If yes, result thereof)
No p
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details)
Yes
No b4
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIMET
(1T yes, give reasons) Yes
No X
TION CRITERIA
Yes
Mo X

NCY THAT THE SELECTED FIEM IS NOT

Yes Fl No

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFRICER/OQ E E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

SUPPLIER'S PREMISES [N CONNECTION Wi REMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING §
(If yes, enclose & copy)

Yes MNo v

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M P> VANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

A8) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, TF ANY
{IF yes, give Brief Description)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

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

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Works & Services Department (Sindh)

2. Tender Reference No: PD(RRCP-11}/122/2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction / Recondition of Road from Village Dost Ali
Nindwani to Thul Kandhkot Road at Saifal Banglow.

4. Method of Procurement; Local Competative Bidding (LCB)

5. Tender Published: No
Print & Electronic Med(a (SPPRA 1D No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold; Five
7. Total Bids Received: Four
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) NA (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable}: NA
10. Bid(s) Rejected: NA
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 29-11-2013
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
. Cost Ranking Camp.?nsun Reasons for
Name of Firm or with
SNo Bidde offered by | in terms Etihatad acceptance/ | Remarks
4 the Bidder | of cost rejection
Il ~ cost o
o 1 2 3 4 _ 5 6
1 M/s. Syed Pir Ali Shah, | 125,865,204 1% 2.929% Above Responsive/
Lowest
M/s. Barkatullah
2, Balouch Construction | 130,306,720 nd 6.55% Above
Co.
. M/s. Agha Muhammad
3. Khan & Co. 131,285,573 | g | 7359 Above
-M,fs. Muhammad 433.449.732
‘ 4. Ramzan & Co. ey ] 4" 9.12% Above

Signatures of the Members of the Committee.
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

[EGNTRAET EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

Warks & Services Department, (Sindh)
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT.

2} PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Provincial

3} TITLE OF CONTRACT Rural Roads Construction Project - Il {Sindh)

4) TENDER NIMBER PD{RRCP-IIV122/2013

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT _Gl::ns'!hmli-un} Recondition of Road from Village Dost JA-B
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME ECNEC

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE Rs. 122,284,541

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE Rs. 122,254 541

(For civil works only)

oN BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ' Y&

28-17-2013

9) ESTIMATEDC
10) TENDER OPEN

11) NUMBEROFT
{Ateach list of buyers

Five

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RE
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT g

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{(Enclose & copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUI

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONERER
(i.e. 19, 2™ 3% EVALUATION BID), M/s. Syed Fir Ali Shah
Mis. Barkatullah Baloug

gnstruction Co.

Mis. Agha Mubiammad Khan & Co

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE X Domestic/ Local
b SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE N _|

¢) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED ic
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC, WITH BRIEF REASONS

/ oLt A i

AFTF . #0




Japan Inlernationgl Cooperation Agency
19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLANT

Yes Mo
21) ADVERTISEMENT -
Yes
i) SPERA Website
(If ves, mive date and SPPRA Identification No.)
Na X
i} News Papers Yo
(I ves, pive namesaf newspapers and dares)
Mo X
22) NATURE OF CO =1 v || Int
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON CR
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE
(If ves, enclose a copy) Vs N v
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA o
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU Yes sl

(If ves, enclose a copy)

FOR USING A
Yes Mo

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIY
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BID

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERSY ves | 1v | [No

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes Mo
BID /! BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes || ¥ || Mo
COMPLIANT?

20y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OFENING OF BIDS? ves | v | INo

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
(Attach vopy of the bid evaluation report)

Yes No v




31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
(IF vey, result thereol)

Yes

No B

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE /| DOCUMENTS

(I yes. give details)
Yes
Mo X
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE INRESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, pive reasons) Yes
Mo X
34) DEVIATION E TION CRITERIA
{If ves, pive detalilld Yies
Mo X

NCY THAT THE SELECTED FIEM IS NOT

Yes ITl No

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFHICER/OF HE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WIT] } REMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING @ ROATD
(TF ves, enclose a copy)

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
Bl ACK LISTED?

Yes Mo ¥

VANCE PAYMENT IN

Yes L B

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS FROVIDED ON M
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

(1f yes, give Brief Degcription) Yes

No x

Signatore & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. ﬁ’ﬂ.& Sindh Secretariat No.4-A4, Court Road, Karachi

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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1. Name of Procuring Agency:

2. Tender Reference No:

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Recondition of Road from Karampur - Mangsi Road to Lashkar

4. Method of Procurement:

5. Tender Published:

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Tatal Bids Recelved:

Bid Evaluation Report

Waorks & Services Department (Sindh)

PD{RRCP-11}/122/2013

Khan Banglarii / Attai Khan Banglani Including Link from Ali

Dost Pahore to Rahimabad - Thul Road at Village Jangul.

Local Competative Bidding {LCB)

Na

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

Five

Four

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) NA (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified {if applicable): NA
10. Bid{s) Rejected: NA
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 29-11-2013
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Name of Firm or Cost Ranking in f.'om:;:mn Reasons for
SNo T offered by | terms of ; acceptance/ | Remarks
Bidder 2 Estimated :
the Bidder cost rejection
cost
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
M/S. Agha
R .
1. Muhammad Khan & | 130,407,996 1* 1.03% Above esponsive/
Co. Lowest
M/s. Muhammad i
2. Ramzan & Co. Sl T 4.49% Above
M/S. Barkatullah
3 Balouch 137,269,993 31 6.35% Above
Construction Co.
M/s. Syed Pir Ali A1
4. Shah. S 4™ 9.45% Above
/Sjgnatures of the

271
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

Works & Services Department, (Sindh)

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT.
2) PROVINCIAL/ LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Provincial

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT Rural Roads Construction Project - 1| (Sindh)

4) TENDER NUMBER PD{RRCP-)122/2013

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Recondition of Road from Karampur - Mangs| Road JA-10
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME ECNEC =
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE Rs, 129,037,824

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE Rs. 120,037.824 L

{For civil warks only)

9) ESTIMATEDC ON JERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ' V= )
10) TENDER OPE 3y 28-11-2013 LN
11) NUMBER OF TE 1D Five -
{ Attach list of buyers)
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT 288 OPENING OF BiDs Fouf

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Enclosen copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONEREPO
(e 1% 2" 3" EVALUATION BID). M/S. Agha Muhammag
Mg, Muhammad Ra

WIS Barkaiuilah Balouch Consiruction Co.

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

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE i Domestic’ Lecal
b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c} TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

i) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED e
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCONS

7
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Japan Intemnational Coopearation Agency

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yies No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i) SPPRA Websiie
{If ves, mive date and SPPRA Identification Na.)
Mo x
i) News Papers Vs
(1 yes, give na { newspapers and dates)
Mo X
22) NATURE OF CO ol | K R 1112
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATON
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER, ENTS?
(1F ves, enclose a copy) You Mo o
24y WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU Yes No ||¥

(If ves, enclose a copy)

D FOR USING A
Yes Mo

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIE
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIRG

261 WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?
Yes |[|¥ ][ No

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes Mo
BID/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes | | || Mo
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDXS? ves | 1v | o

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Yos No =

4"'1 -'-.-'J : vl £




A1) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Ves
(1f ves, result thereof)
No X
32y ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / BOCUMENTS
(If wes, pive details)
Yes
Mo x
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, pive reasoms) Yes
No X
) DEVIATION F TION CRITERIA
(If ves, give detaflld reas Yes
No x

ICY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT
Yes | |v | | Mo

15) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFHICER/O
SUPFLIER'S PREMISES IN CONKECTION WITI
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING
(If yes, enclose a copy)

E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
REERUREMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO

Yes Nao v

VANCE PAYMENT IN

Yes [|¥ || Na

ATy WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(1 ves, give Briel Desoription)

Mo X

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

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

Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Works & Services Department {Sindh)
2. Tender Reference No: PD{RRCP-11}/122/2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Road from Karampur - Mangsi Road along
B.S.Feeder Canal with Link To Yaro Bijarani / Mitho Bijarani

and Heerdin Jhangwani

4. Method of Procurement: Local Competative Bidding (LCB}

5. Tender Published: No
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & News papers names with dates)

E. Total Bid documents Sold; Five

7. Total Bids Received: Four

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) NA (Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): NA |
10. Bid(s) Rejected: MNA

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 28-11-2013

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

: C i
. Cost Ranking OMPArison | peasons for
Name of Firm or with
SNo < offered by | interms acceptance/ | Remarks
Bidder L Estimated e
the Bidder of cost rejection
cost J
| O 1 2 3 4 5 6
| M/S. Barkatullah
onsive
1 Balouch 96,830,800 14 2.23% Above Respon /
Construction Co. Lowest
M/, Muhammad
F Ramzan & Co. R TEHAIS i 9.55% Above
" M/s. Syed Pir Ali
3. Shah. 109,157,842 | 3¢ | 1575% Above
M/S. Agha '
a. Muhammad Khan & | 117,868,740 4™ 24 44% Above
Co.
| _ l
i
Signatures of the :.I'I/embers of the Committee. E D‘;.. '
/ e
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

L PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

E FILLED IN BY Al

Works & Senvces Depariment, (Sindh)
1} NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / BEPTT.

2} PROVINCIAL/ LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Provincial

3} TITLE OF CONTRACT Rural Roads Construction Poject - 1| (Sindh}
4) TENDER NUMBER FO{RRCP-1)1 222013
5} BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Recondition of Road from Kaampur - Mangs! Read SHA-T

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME ECNEC

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE Hs 94,716,038

) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE s 84 716.038
(For ¢ivil works only)

9) ESTIMATEDC thees

10) TENDER OPE

11} NUMBER OF TE
[ Attach list of buvers)

10D (AS PER CONTRACT)
28-11-2013

D Five

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) SUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT S F OPENING OF BIDS Eur

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
[Enclose a copy)

13) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

[6) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIC
fie 1% 2% 3" EVALUATION BID). MIS. Batkatullah Ba

WIS Syed Fir Al Shah

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE X

b} SINGLE STAGE- TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _
¢l TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE =
d} TWOSTAGE - TWO ENVELORE BIDDING PROCEDURE I:

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED e
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING EIC WITH BRIEF REASCNS,

173




Japan Infematicnal Cooperalion Agancy

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yy No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, pive date and SPPRA ldentification No. )
N
i1} News Papers Yes
{11 yes, give na  newspapers and dates)
Mo
22) NATURE OF GO P nt.
231 WHETHER QU ALIFICA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TERDE
(1 wes, enclose a copy) Nas No 7
24) WHETHER BIDEVALUATION CRITERIA | | e 7
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU, ey o2
(I yes. enclose a copy)
25 WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT ALTHORITS FOR USING A
METHODOTHER THAN OFEN COMPETITIVE BIDE Ves No

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERSY

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFLIL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANT?

Yies

Yy

|h Yies

My

207 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIRE QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

[ ek |

4 an |

30 WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
[ Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

[ Yes

s

|




-

3l ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
{1 wes, result thereof)

No x

321) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give details)
Yos
Mo X
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) Yer
No x
34) DEVIATION F LIFR@ATION CRITERIA
(IF yes, give detnlilid reashile | Yeu
Mo X

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

MY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT
Yes (| || No

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFEICER/OF
SUPPLIER™S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WIT
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING
(1f yes, enclose a copy)

E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
IREMENT? IF 80, DETAILS TO

i7) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

18) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, |F ANY
(I ves, give Briel Desoription)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-920629]
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Ny

LIST CF PARTICIPANTS

ATTENDED THE BID OPENING MEETING

HELD ON 297" NOVEMBER 2013 IN THE OFFICE OF PROJECT DIRECTOR

JAPANESE ASSISTED RURAL ROADS CONSTRUCTION FROJECT -l SINDH

HYDERAEAD
S.NO. NAME e DESIGNATION | SIGNAJURE
L | St el | 0. | B
2 ﬂt;y.n Snnsée fyai| P A. o ﬁQ
3 | Nopuo /{a&{ry'ifé,\' éfi-'@vgg j,/ﬁ/a.!;-/ééf/ﬂ—&ﬁl
“ | Q. Kazim fews) |DTL | K1~
| [Bowdeafultad Beluf A -D, @L
o |G- Pivtrs &rk |Prap. || b
B j
§

10.

11

12

13

14

15

16
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