i

NAME OF WORK:- Const: of A.B & C Type Drain at Jama Masjid Road to
Drainge Scheme Samaro Town Rs. 2500000/-

EVALUTION CRITERIA

Eligibility/ Qualification Criteria

'S.  Eligibility/ Qualification Criteria Bidder Name | Bidder Name | Bidder Name
No
- AMW = AAW | Anees Traders |
~ 01 Registration with PEC (if applicable) | Not applicable in | Not applicable in | Not applicable
| | this case | this case | In this case
02 ' NTN 2868249-1 ' 4233078-5 2831441-7
03 | Sales Tax Registration - ' Not applicable in Not applicable in | Not applicable |
B | this case this case | __in this case
04 | Professional Tax Not applicable in Not applicable in | Not applicable
| this case this case | In this case
05 | Registration with Sindh Revenue Board Not applicable in Not applicable in | Not applicable
N this case this case in this case

' Qualification Criteria | He is lower Bidder and Possess required Qualification

06 | Minimum Three years experience of relevant He is working as He is working as He is working
Field contractorin T C contractorin T C | as contractor in
Samaro since last 3 Samaro since T C Samaro
| years last 3 years since last 3
| = SR LTI — | | | Yeals
07 | Turnover at last three years Current turn over Current turn over Current turn
| — verified ] verified over verified
08 | Required Bid security is attached | Yes Yes | Yes
09 | Bid is signed, named and stamped by the Bid is signed by Bid is signed by | Bid is signed by
authorized person of the firm along with Bidder himself Bidder himself Bidder himself

authorization letter

10 | Qualified / Disqualified

Qualified | Disqualified | Disqualified
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Town Committee Samaro Town Co ittee Samaro Town Committee Samaro Town Committee Samaro
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CONTRACT AGREEMENT

THIS CONTRACT AGREEMENT i5 made on the 19-01-2015

AR

-

BETWEEN
(1) Office of the Commissioner Hyderabad Division, 17 Floor Shahbaz Building Thandi Sarak
Hyderabad {Purchase).
And

(2) MUS Avan Computers, Tayyab Complex Saddar, Hyderabad {Contracior).

WHEREAS the Commissioner Hyderabad invited tenders for provision of items, described ns
i = T Ty e

under:
S. No. | Name of items "Quantity | _Rate | Unit |  Amount
1 | Canon Photo Copier o1 R5.158000/- | Each | Rs.158000/-
1, henes (A4}
2 iRLODLRLL20,IRT0MA
iR 024F IR0 K103 4 8
e Runnes 2500 Sores (A3) imager
RUNNER 25201, 25251, 530/1,2545/¢ | |
2 | Panasonic Fax Machine oL Rs.10000/- | Each Rs.10000/-
3 | Dell 755 Computer. 03 | Rs56000/- | Each |Rs.169800/-
1, pROCESSOa 30 CORE ? OUO
2. Ram 2GE GORIL
3, HORD DIEL 320 GRSATE
k/‘l‘ 4, CPFTICAL DRIVE SUFER COMBD
l L. DESPLAYT 197 LED ACC MEW
T KEYBOARD, MOUSE WITH  ALL
] | - ACCESSOAIES = _ i’ .
Tl | 4 | HPLaser Jet Printers 03 | Rs.34500{- | Each | Rs.103500/
P L Pont Quaty True 00 = 60 dost.per
1 irach Tty Laut and graghics |
Ef:' 7. Resalgtion techrgiogy Fasl Res
!‘J" | BiOdpi(defaull) and FasRes [1200 dpi}
1. Lamguage Host based
4. Wik speed: Lebter Siza labes) WP 10
l'fj 19 Pages per meute AfUo b 18
E pages par metule
= 5. First Page oot PLI02: As fast as BS
= seconds. pl102wias fasl o= B3
seECOnds
6, Monthly duty oyoe U2 ta 5000 sheets
ok ol paper | =
5 UPS for Computer (Backup for 30 03 Rs5.6500/- Each | Rs.19500/-
| minutes) B B i _'
Total | Rs.460800 =

o R

and has sccepied a Bid given by the Contractor for the provision of above ltems and the
remedying of any defects (herein, and the Commissioner Hyderabad agrees to pay the Contractor




the Contract Price or such other sum #s may become pavable under the provisions of the
Contract at the times and in the manner prescribed by the Contract.

The Commissioner Hyderabad and the M/S Avan Computers agree as follows:

I, In this Agreement words and expressions shall have the same meamings as are respectively
assigned o them in the Contract documents referraed .

2. The following documents shall be deemed 10 form and be read and construed as part of this
Apreement. This Agreement shall prevail over all other Contract documents.

(g} Letier of Acceptance
(0} Rates Shest

{c) Speeification

{dy Completed Schedules,

3. In considerstion of the payments to be made by Commissioner Hyderabad (o the M/S Ayan
Computers a5 indicated in this Agreement, the Contractor herchy covenants with the
Commissioner Hyderabad o provide the presgribed items and W remedy defects therein in
conformity in all respects with the provisions of the Contract.

4, The Commissioner Hyderabad hereby covenants o pay the Contractor in consideration of the
provision of items and the remedying of delects therein, the Contract Price ar such other sum a3
may beeome payable under the provisions of the Contract at the times and in the manner
prescribed by the Contract.

Agreement to be executed in accordance with the laws SPPRA on 19-01-2013

Signed huprfa"m gi}@l_@&i‘fﬁ‘;lh Signod by: MUSA moad  WANEEM
ADDITIONAL COMM)SSIONER- T ‘ ]
For and on behalf of the Commissioner Hyderabad in the presence of WAr2 O E ﬁff,",q

For and on behalf the Contractor in the presence of — "E_..Pp \.%\"* \‘E

W‘lmﬁsb&w B Witness:

Azit Fhwme= Mame: _‘_‘y{-'ta‘f / ff.ra’xr it

W
Address: dgmmﬂ1ﬂ£'f: %-‘EL ﬂﬂd Address: '{r.rmgw Wilane 3 1{}{."'!"‘[ ,‘ﬂ?‘:ﬁ-’ﬂ
Erte: 1q_ A ﬂnr.r [ate: “ri'— ol - ,"E-lnl'r '_'j
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALl BRI H o FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION ¢ DEPTT, -OMee of the Cummessionar Hyderabac Givisien

21 PROVINCIAL f LOCAL Gi T DTHER Gorvamemant of Sinh

3 TITLE OF CONTRACT Purchase of Computers, Brnlens. Pht Coqing, Fag, & UPS

4} TENDER NUMBER

Addt Comme-IH0 1415 (Se21500;

£)  BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Purcnasing for Comaudars & Cehe liams
6] FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME Commasiones Hydarabad Division

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE b

A} ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE s

LFor eivil works-anly)

¥ ESTIMATED C i O BERIOD (AS PFER CONTRACT) 5 Dalys -
I TENDER OPER 05-17-20c04
I ‘NUMBER OF 10 Mo,
{Astnch list of buvers)
[Two Blddars Appiled)

I2) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13} RUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT3

I2) BIDEVALUATION BEFORT
[Enclose 1 copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SLICCESSFU

1o} CONTRACT AWARD PRICE

[Ty RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO N
fie 1%, 2% 3" EVALUATION BID). 8l WIS Ayan Coemput

18} METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED - - (Tick e

al SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Domasiic Dlomestie! Losal

bl SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE N®

¢} TWOSTAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE M : [

dy TWD STAGE - TW0 ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ™

PLEASE SPECIFY TF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS. ADOPTED 6,
EMERGENCY . DNEFECT COST &CTING BT Wit BRTFTELAONG

- = = e — S i =




19} APFROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Commissionsr Hyderabad Divislon

203 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANMUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes (| # | [Ne
1) ADVERTISEMENT -
Yoes |Ten
i} SEPRA Website TR T TR,
(17 yes, give date and SPPRA Identification Mo.)
Mo | Ha
i} Mews Popers Ve | A
(I yes, grve nn f newspopers and dates)
Mo | Mo
27) BATURE OF CO? vt | 4 | BT
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATON C
WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING { TEND
(If ves, enclose a copy) Yok |! iNn e
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA =
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU Yes Mo |]v
(I yes, enclose o copy)
1%) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT ALMTHORT D FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BID Yes Mo o |
20} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FEOM ALL THE RINDERST ves ||+ ||
17) WHETHER TIE SUCCESSFUL DID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes Mo v
BIDV BEST EVALUATED BID (in cage of Conscltancizs]
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY ves | [ [Ime [| ]|

COMPLIANT?

%) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT

THE TIME OF OPEMNING OF RITH:? m’

¥

Mo

0} WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE

CONTRALCT?

AWARIDY OF

{Attach copy of the bid evalualion rept]

[

Yes

L

Ha

213




I} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yoy | MR

(IF yes, reault thereof)

Mo | Mo

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

{0 ves, pive detnils) oo |10A
No Mo
13) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE [N RESPONSE TIME? "
{1f ves, give rensgms) Wes | i
1
M) DEVIATION F LIF TION CRITERIA
(1fyen, give deaf@ld reasilte ) Yy | MA
i
Ng | Mo

35) WAS TT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTEDRY

iCY THAT THE EEELE;{.TED FIRM [5 HNOT

e ¥ | [No
=

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS IMROVIDED OM M{

35} WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/D
SLIPPLIER'S PREMISES [N CONNECTION Wl
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING
(1f yea, enclose & copy)

PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
REMENT?T TF 50, DETAILS T0)
ROAD:

Yes E Mo '

ILl VANCE PAYMENT IN

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC)?
Yes M ¥
3R} SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY :
(If yes, give Brief Description) Yes
Mo |Me |
Signatore & Diiciul Stamp of = Ez i JILsi :
Authorized Officer LM% Additional Commissioner-I1
Hyderabad Division.

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block, No.8, Sindh Seécretarial No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
- Tele: 21-9205356; #21-B205369 %'Flu:: H2I-2206297

ICIITIN ET



Subject! -

Referanoa; -

M/s Avan Compuber,
Compider Accessorles,

MB-53, Tayyab Complex Cant,

Hyderabad,

The rates quoted by yaur firm for the below moted tems have baen feund lowest
thereby approved [ accepted,

Flease supply following ftems within {15) days after issuapce of this work order
and submit your bill for payment.

No.94-Addl:Commr-112014-15(Acctt) /767

WORK ORDER FOR SUPPLY,
Bid Opening Minutes and Bid Evaluation Report

g UFFELE WU 10E LUMMISSILNEK, NTUERADAL MIVISIUN,

Hyderabad dated: [$-01-2015

5.Mo

Mames of [tems

Rate Unit

Amount |

1

Canon Photo Copier
I, Serjes (A1)
& IR0 R0, R A
IR10A4F, IRLG241 (RLO24 0
Image. Runner 2500 Seres (AD) Imager

. RUNMER 2530T, IE25T, 35T, 1545/

Fs.158000/- | Each

Rs. 158000/~ |

Panasonic Fax Machine

0

R 100040, - Each

Rs.10000/-

ter.
PROCESSOR 1.0 CORE 2 OUO
Rarm 268 DDA
HEARD DISK 320 G8 SATE
CRTICAL DRIVE SUPER CosED
DISPLAYT 197 LED ADC MEW
I:E'I'ED.II.RD MOUSE WITH &LL
ACCESSORIES,

Ul Bl e

Q3

R 56000/~ | Each

Rs.169800; -

HP Laser Jet Printers.

1. Peab Qualty T 600 ¢ 600 dost
pear- irch {dpi} bewt ond graghis

¢ Resahdlon technofogy Fast Res
G00pifclefaall) and Fast Res (1200
dpl)

3. Language Host based

4,  Print speed: Letler Sipe  latier; LR
fo E2 Paoes per remiuhe Ad:Up bo
1B pages per mirte

Y. Fisst Page out PL107: Ax fast as
2.5 seconcs pLl0dwehs fast g 85
EeCOnds

B, Mondhly duly oyde UP fo 5,030
sheats of paper

G3

Rs, 34500/ Each -

Rs.103500/-

urs for Computer (Backup for 30
minits)

03

Rs.6500)-

As.19500/-

Copy to

bid Saleem %L

Additional Commissioner-11
Hyderabad Division

1. Director, SPPRA Sindh Secretariat No: 4-A Court Road, Karachi
2. Master File 2014,

M7// /5



I —

Bid Evaluation Report -'f

e -

%S
l. Name of Procuring Agency: Commissioner Hvderabad Division Office
2. Tender Reference No: ADDL: COMMR-I1/2014-15. DATED: 21-11-2014 {Sr. No. 21900} TS225489E
3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Panasonic Photo Copier or Equivalent
4. Mﬁthﬂd of PI’GCUI‘ cment. By Uploading Tender on PPRA Sindh Websie alter Approval of PC & Commssioner Hyvd: Division
3. Tender Published: Tender Published on Electronic Media (SPPRA Website) Sr. No.2 1900
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & News papers names with dates)
6. Total Bid documents Sold: 10 Nos.
7. Total Bids.Received: 02 (Two Bidders Applied) _
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) N/A (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): N/A
10. Bid(s) Rejected: 0] s
I'l. Financial Bid Opening date: 05-12-2014
| 12. Bid Evaluation Report for item E‘,humstat Machine; Panasonic or equivalent:
. . er Rankin > 1 Reasons for |
e | Name of Firm Cost ﬁfft? ed _ nking (,UHIPETHT{JH Reasons for ‘
S No v Biddss by the Bidder | in terms with acceptance/ Remarks
% - of cost  Estimated Cost rejection |
0 I 2 3 4 5 6
Specification;
Canon Photo : :
Copier 1otal Estimated
':;-""H- L ST | AL (o IHT‘I'IIJE!" v [Rerpapoe
et : (1} Series (A4) Lostol ¢ Accepted Because
F:}i" II : 1. {A) M/S AYAFTI {i1) IR 10201, | Rs. 160.000/= Rates :m low and Lowest Bid Accepled
=~ - COMPUTERS | ir1020, iR1024A Dillerence Gaod Quality
et Cost: -) Rs.2,000/=
brd ¥ Rs. [58, 000/= ) '
Fod ( (1 No.) :
= | Specification:
e ? KONIKA
o \ MINOLTA e
:-—U 9. BIZUP Phota nal Lo "3141“-‘ .
£ '__‘ % Q' p) [:B:l M/S WANIA (1) Ff: I;‘::: :'; A3) s {::!fl:ﬂ IﬂL“nﬂ%E_L Rejected because Bid Rejected due 10
% % : e el bk ates arc Hi ighest Rates
> _;m..v' = ENTERPRISES (ii) Copy/print Ditercnce Rates are [igh Highest Rates
28 gl Speed (cpm) 22 (-) Rs.430/=
feiog (.',:; 5.2'. Coslt:
53 = A RRs.159,570/= ‘
| { No.j . .
Signatures of the Members of the Committee,
% - ,
— F 1%
208 ﬂDA — o g,
Additional Commissioner-II /#utiw: Engincer dditional Commissioner-I
Hyderabad Division S j]}_., Provineial Buildings H}*d"fx@« Hyderabad Division
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Commissioner Hvderabad Division Qffice

2. Tender Reference No: ADDL: COMMR-11/2014-15. DATED: 21-11-2014 {Sr. No. 21900) TS225489E

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Panasonic Fax Machine or Equivalent

4. Method of PF(}C«UfemEnt: By Uploading Tender on PPRA Sindh Website after Approval of PC & Commissioner Hyd. Division

5. Tender Published: Tender Published on Electronic Media (SPPRA Website) Sr. No.21900
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold: 10 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 02 (Two Bidders Applied)

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

N/A (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): N/A
10. Bid(s) Rejected: u 0l

I I. Financial Bid Opening date: 05-12-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report for item Fax Machine: Panasonic or equivalent:

Signatures of the Members of the Committec.

— ¢ -
<y, | Name of Firm Cost offered | Ranking | Comparison  Reasons for f
i I of cost | Estimated Cost  yejection |
0 .| 1 Lo 2 3 4 s 6 :'
Specification: o -
Panasonic Fax Total Estimated 5
: Meachine Cost of Tender :
: N L - | Accepred Because |
. {?El:il]]’;iigzﬁ KT-IFT983 | Rs. 11,000/= Rates are low and | Lowest Bid Accepted |
Cost: Difference Good Quality
Rs. 10, 000/= (-} Rs.1,000/=
- (1No.) —ada
specification: ' i
Panasonic Foax :I E‘[H] E_Sliﬂ'!ij_tﬁd
e Machine Cost of Tender
2 {B} M/S WANIA H’I'-FTEI.;J 2 ;; ;}1 ﬂ::ﬂ?fl Rejected because Bid Rejected due 10
ENTERPRISES Costs Dif fE_IL'EI_'_IEE Rates are High Highest Rates
Rs.10,300/= (-} Rs.500/=
(1 No.) -

)

missioner-11

1onal Co

/
xecutive Enm

Hyderabad Division S / > Provincial Buildings Hy

- * B
- ﬁf-mum .::l;%g-;f,uf_

dditional Commissioner-I
3 Hyderabad Division

-

4

e




Bid Evaluation Report

I. Name of Procuring Agency: Commissioner Hvderabad Division Office

2. Tender Reference No: ADDL: COMMR-11/2014-15. DATED: 21-11-2014 (S1. No. 21900) TS225489E

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: HP Laser Jet Printers or Equivalent

= 4

5. Tender Published: Tender Published on Electronic Media (SPPRA Website) Sr. No.21900
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA 1D No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold: 10 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 02 (Two Bidders Applied)

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

fA (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): IN/A
10. Bid(s) Rejected: ) 01

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 05-12-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report for item Laser Printer (3Nos.); HP or equivalent:

1
Nanie.of Firm Cost offered | Ranking | Comparison | Reasons for
S No or Bidder by the Bidder | in terms with acceptance/ Remarks
T | of cost | Estimated Cost rejection
0 e e 2 | 3 4 5 6 |
Speeification: ks
P Laser Jet
Piii2 Total Estimated
; Print Quality True Cost of Tender A Ceined Bkcas
A) MIS . ™ - e A coeple I
1. {ﬁ")\l /S _d':'t‘i" 600600 <dpi text 7 1 Rs. 108,000 /= Rates are low and | Lowest Bid Avcepted
COMPUTERS Graphics Difference Geod Quality
Cost: (-) Rs.4,500/=
Rs. [03,500/=
| (3 Nos.) -
| Specification:
HP Laser Jet £ L.
PIip2 Total Estimated
: Print Quality True Cost of Tender :
7. (B}T s w"‘ff"?‘ GU0X600 dpi text 7 2 Rs. 108,000/= “;ﬁﬁrﬁ?’f“ B‘“H:'*“*‘j‘j’jﬂj:: -
ENTERPRISES Graphics Difference tes ¢ ah shest Rates
Lt (-) Rs.1,080/=
Rs.106.220/=
(3 Nos.)

Signatures of the Members of the Committee.
|

WODW /7%//

—— ":l:l ﬁ § .
> '1.-1,,“\..- ,::f" ='”‘ A :
itional Commissioner-I1 /ﬁxecutivc

Emditiunal Commissioner-1 . —
Hyderabad Division S}l ~_ Provincial Buildings Hyd)/ . Hyderabad Division
/ ]




Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Commissioner Hyderabad Division Office

2, Tender Reference No: ADDL: COMMR-1)/2014-15. DATED: 21-11-2014 {Sr. No. 219001 TS225489E

3. Tender Description/™Name of work/item: 8P Computers {Core 2 Dizal wilh LCD 19" inch or Equivalent {3Nos ]

4. Method of Procurement: B« Uploading Tender on PPRA Sindh Wehsite afier Approval of PC & Commissioner Hvd: Division

5. Tender Published: Tender Published on Electronic Media (SPPRA Website) Sr. No.21900
Print & Electronic Media (SPPRA ID No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold: 10 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 02 {Two Bidders Applied)

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) fA (Provide details in separare form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): N/A
10. Bid(s) Rejected: 01

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 05-12-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report for item Computer (3Nos.): HP or equivalent:

e

0 1 i 2 3 4 5 6

| g Ost o i ] ]
| Name of Firm C ﬁf?red {Eanﬂmg Comparison Reasons for
S No o Bidder by the Bidder | in terms with acceptance/ Remarks
1 of cost | Estimated Cost rejection

Specification:
Delf 755
-Processor 3.0
Core 2 Duo
-Ram 2GB DDRIT | Total Istimaled
(A) M/S AYAN :.] IARD DISK | Cost of Tender Accepled Because
COMPUTERS “.EGQB‘SA IE ] Rs. 174,000/= Rates are lowand | Lowest Bid Accepted
o : -OPTICAL Difference Goad Quality
DRIVE SUPER R RS
| COMBO {-) Rs.4,200¢/
Cost:
Rx.169.800/=
(3 Nos.)

spectication: :
Deli 755 |
-Processor 3.0
Core 2 Duo
-Ram 2GB DDRII Total Estimated
2 {B) M/S WANIA ;Eil:-':lé;{# ST'FIE 9 % Rejected because Bid Rejected due
ENTERPRISES COPTICAL [;iﬂit:r,um:r.: Rates are High Highest Rates
EfRi‘\r‘E SUPER () Rs.1,470/=
COMBO
Cost;
Rs. 172,530/= .
. (3 Nos.) |

Signatures of the Members of the Committee.

Additional Commission

#

- .

y

/&j_{ Sy ,-A.‘{';,ff\,/f* O (/C-C:? {?L:;!}L_ Y LI (

r-11 ““FXecutive [*lngineMd%iunal Commissioner-I S e
Hyderabad Division >//> Provincial Buildings HFV _ Hyderabad Division '
7



Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Commissioner Hyderabad Division Office

2. Tender Reference No: ADDI

. COMMR-I1/2014-15, DATED: 21-11-2014 (Sr. No. 21900) TS225489E

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: UPS for Computers {Backup 30 Minutes) 3 Nos.

4. Method of Procurement:

5. Tender Published: Tender Published on Electronic Media (SPPRA Website) Sr. No.21900
Print & LElectronic Media (SPPRA 1D No. & News papers names with dates)

6. Total Bid documents Sold:

10 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 02 (Two Bidders Applied)

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable):

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

N/A

N/A

(Provide details in separate form)

0l

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 05-12-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report for item UPS for Computer (3Nos.);: HP or equivalent:

g
i Name of Firm Cost offered | Ranking Comparison Reasons for
| § No g by the Bidder | in terms with - acceptance/ Remarks
B of cost | Estimated Cost | rejection
0 1 2 3 4 3 6
Specification:
G Total stimated
: Coast of Tender s b
’ Backun 30 2N e 8 Dbl Actepied Becaust
ii. (AA) M/S AYAN (Backup 3¢ | Rs.24,000 /= Rates arc low and | Lowest Bid Accepted
COMPUTERS FF‘;P{:{?S} Difference Geod Quality
Rs. 19’5{.“ = (-) Rs.4,500/=
(3 Nos.)
Specification:
| é}i‘:}ﬁ {:;r Total Estimated
| 5 {B) M/S WANIA ( Backup 30 2 Fi:.q't;i Lg:;?_ﬂ Rejectad because Bid Rejected duc to
: ENTERPRISES M intes) b‘_ it . Rates are High Highest Rates
Cost: Difference
Rs.23.814/= (-] Rs.186/=
(3 Nos.)

ng/ L}fi %xecutwe Engineer

Provincial Buildings H

Signatures of the Members of the Committee.

/f/u ~ Ao
Additional Commissio

IHyderabad Dnlsmn

1 luml] C,nmmﬁ'-.um[tr-
Hyderabad Division

[ E/h,




