- Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.-WYTCR225; dated 05-//=2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Two Roomed Primary School in exisling
shelterless at GPS Kouro Khan Solangi (Electric Work)

oML &“""?"'-

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable}:

-----

-

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: . 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Name of Fir 0 ﬂgii; b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame oj I 49Y ' terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder S
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
M/S Hafiz Blectric
1. | Works 71882 1™ Lowest 1118 Saving 1™ Lowest Wf"‘)
M/S Ghutam .
2, | Mustafo & 74135 | 2™Lowest | 1135Excess | 2" Lowest Qo
Brothers
M/S S.R .
t 1 T
3. Enierprises 75336 3" Lowest 2336 Excess 39 Lowest | ? L
[AFTAB AH EMON)]) [ZAHOORUDDIN UJJ
Assistant Endneer Assistant Enginegr
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineering
Naushahro Fercze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{Member) {Member)
(IRSHAD AHMED N)

Execulive Engineer
Education Works Division

aushahro Feroze
cirmany)
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#7) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL Bip wag LOWEST EVALUATED | Yes [] ‘ﬁﬂ'.l |
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of‘ConsultancIes} :

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICE

S WERE READ Ot AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? LBz
e oo 7]

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDE
CONTRACT?

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)
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{If yes, give details)
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No | \/ J
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME? '
{if yes, give reasons) Yes \
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34) DEVIATION FROM QUALIFICATION CRITERIA
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36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERJ’OFFICIAL_&QFK’E",@:}E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WlTl—{,‘_-_ff,i:IE PRO;S}“UREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
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THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? «;;w/”ﬁ ]
" 33) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY ”
(1f yes, give Briel Description) S‘
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Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer
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SPPRA, Block. No.8. Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: (12]-9206291
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Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XENEWYTC/R72% dated 5-/7--2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Conshuction of Two Roomed Primaty School in existing

shelterless at GPS Mevo Tagar Taluka N.Feroze (Electiic
Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage oA A&Mu«%‘—

5. Tender Published: Website

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) %ﬁ’ (L& (Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicabley: _ ===

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ——

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost . .

, Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for

Narme ‘ff ;’:rm Glj'_"f e;e_g;y terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ Remarks

or Bidder the Bidder cost rejection
M/S Hafiz Electric )

1. | works 70425 1% Lowest | 2575 Saving 1% Lowest
M/S Ghulam .
Mustafa & 7312 | 2" Lowest | 312 Excess 2 Lowest fy?*“/
Brothers

)

M/S SK | .
Corporaton 26531 | ¥ Lowest | 3531 Exeess 34 Lowest

{ZAHOORUDDIN UJJ;]

Ege?N) Assistant Engineer
i i ivisi public Health Engineering
Educatfion Works Sub-Division Dl e N Forore
NGU?R@:L%Z?{OZG (Member)
(IRSHAD A N)

Execufive Engineer

Eqcation works Division
d@;gushahro Feroze
[Cho‘nrmon]
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< Bid Evaluation Report

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

7 Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)YT C/27a8 dated & ~/~2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Two Roomed Primary School in existing
shelterless at GPS Chutto Khan Lashari Taluka Bhitia
(Elechic Work)

" 4. Method of Procurement: Single stagg g4 Lo b:é/’..g

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ___———————

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost Ranking in
Name of Firm offered by | (ops of
or Bidder the Bidder cost

M/S A.R Builders 1% Lowest 763 Saving 1" Lowest ﬁ?)ﬁa

<

31 [ owest 2883 Excess 34 [ owest
-MON} (ZAHOORUDD'IN UJJAN) ;

istant Axeer Assistant Engineer

£ gucation Works Sub-Division public Health Engineefing
Naushahro Feroze sub-Division N.Ferocze

(M ember) [Member)

(IRSHAD AH MERO
Executive Engineer
Education wWorks Division

Na(shahro Feroze
{Chalrman;
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27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves || JNo [[ |
BID/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHN[CALLY I Yes | L\M IIEIE
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OWT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?
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30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
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LYes | l\_/HNo Il

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
{1l yes, resuli thereof}

yh
Nol \//

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{1 yes, give details)

Yes

No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If ycs, give reasons) Yes

///\
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g R
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& 45

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFFICIAL. OFm-u-: PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, JTHE PRGGUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OP;\’!SI'I‘ IF ABROAD:
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ENT IN

|
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Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer
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Bid Evaluation Report

-

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.
2 Tender Reference No:  XEN( E.W)/TCRIXE dated Q511-2013

Construction of Two Roomed Prima school in existin

3. Tender Description/Name of wcn‘k./item:—_/_’_/_f/-yf""'dg
shelterless at GPS Allah Dino Motio Taluka Bhiria {Elechic

Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage g™t 2 w/y\*
5. Tender Published: Website

03 Nos.

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) é e//1Y  (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid(s) Re] ected:
04-01-2014

11. Financial Bid Opening date:

12. Bid Evaluation Report:
. Cos‘; b Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
Name of Firmt off ereid dy terms of | with Estimated acceptance/ Remarks
the Bidder rejection

or Bidder

Mustafa &
Brothers

[AgAB AHM Q‘AEMON) (ZAHOORUDD'.N UJJA
“assistant E Npeer Assistant Engir_v.eer »
o p-Division public Health Engineenng
Educatiofy Works Sub-Divisl ol e Foroze
Member)

Naushahro Feroze

(Member) {
(IRSHAD A%D %MON)

Execulive Engineer
fks Division

. Education Wo
Ashanro Fercze
[Choirmon)

e
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Liives, enclose a copy} p ' 'u' No l.'
o N L

G
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DO%E

{Ifyes, enclose a copy)
b, P}

¥ ~
25) WHETHER AFPPROVAL OF COMPETEN’]" AUTHORJ‘T"%\VAS ?EIDATH EDFOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN OpEN COMPETITIVE BIDDINGY, g ,," IEI
NG : -

i
: ; ’ : 5 4
~ 26) WAS BID SECL RITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? é;f 'u MI.I

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESsFYL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED l "ml.l
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case ofConsuIlancfes) o

?%) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY m’n’rﬂl.l
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THE(R QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OB AT
THE TIME oF OPENING OF BIDS? - Py
| Ao [[]]

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIvEN TO BIDDERS BEF
CONTRACT?

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
(I yes, result thereof)

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN INTHE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(1f yes, give details) ‘7
Yes

[ |, N

_._.__-

/\

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(if yes. give rcasons) Yes

_

No |- N4
ok, . B -
34y DEVIATION FROM QQALIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give det:u,led reasons.)

* J
-ﬁ ,g F’es 4

W,
R
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN(;}'AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMAS NOT
BLACK LISTED? £ Yes l Ny

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERJ'OFF‘ICIAL OFﬂjE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITHTHE PROGUREVIENT" iF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANC{N?E}VKS I.IF ABROAD

{If yes, enclose a copy) i Yes _HINO
&3
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON VlOBlLlZ TI

'%
.-.,ON AD\’AI\CE PAp(n:/\'T iN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.Y? ¥

Ao 11
/}
\/.

" 33) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(if yes, give Bricl Description)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer
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Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN{ EW)!'I‘C/'-’JZJ" dated =§Z/(-:--2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: . Construction of Two Roomed Primary School in existing

shelterless at GPS Dhani Bux Kalhoro Taluka Bhirig (Electric
Work)

4, Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos,
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: ~~ __.
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N, Fi Co.g b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame t.’f irm | offe ered by terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder oo
cost cost refection
1 2 3 4 S 6
L msssk Lowest
Corporation 72348 1¥ Lowest 1252 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | MIsKS . ] .
Enterprises 76506 2" Lowest | 2906 Excess | 2" Lowest Rejected
3. M/S AR
Enterprises
P 77372 3" Lowest 3772 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected

{ZAHO
Assistant Engineer
Public Health Engi
Sub-Division N Feroze
(Member)

Norks Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
(Member)

{IRSHAD AH MM

Execuftive Engineer
Education Works Division

thhro Feroze
(Chairman)
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31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
{Ifyes, result thereof)

3é) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

{If yes, give details)

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?

{ifyes, give reasons)

s

2
34) DEVIATION FROM Q)

%L]F@ATION CRITERIA
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‘f’"f‘l' i f,
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No |- \/
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/\
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35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN’;G;ﬁ'&Eégycv THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTS NOT

BLACK LISTED? %

Sk,
FLo
e

Yes No

e PN '
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERJOFFIC]IA}{L_;QF{@;{E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
' SUPBLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH,‘{THE PR’O!C_‘;HUREMENT? IF SO, DETAIL_S TG

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING QF'\"’I;S

{Ifyes, enclose a copy) X

Sy L iaEE
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON N!Q?ILLZ&TJON'{}

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.?

" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY
(If yes, give Brief Deseription)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

=

USHANRQ frm

T,IF f};B ROAD:

Yes _l No
DVANCE PAYMENT IhY

Yes L«/‘/No H;H
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive En ineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E, W VT Cl292gdated 5-1/ ~2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Two Roomed Primary School in existin

shelterless af GGPS Dheengo {Haiji Ghulam Fareed Keerio)
Taluka Bhirig (Electic Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos,

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) e (Provide details in Separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable); 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: —
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost . ,
, Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
Name ‘.’f Firm | off. ere:d by terms of | with Estimated acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder S,
cost cost refection

M/SSK
Corporation

1™ Lowest

72805 1¥ Lowest 795 Saving

74270 2" Lowest 670 Excess 2" I owest

3. | M/S Hafiz Blectric
Works rd rd
74712 3" Lowest 1112 Excess 3™ Lowest Rejected
AEMON) {ZAHOORUDDIN UJie,N)

M/SK.S
Enterprises

(ARTAB AHM 35
sistant Engiaeer Assistant Engineer
Educationwarks Sub-Division _ Public Heaith Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member} (Member)
(IRSHAD A

Executive Engineer

Equcation Works Division
hahro Feroze
(Chairmc:n)




f »
19y APPROVING AUTHORTY FOR Awarp OF CONTRACT X EN M . “‘4'"@ '

20 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

21) z\DVER'J'rSE!\*IENT:
iy SPPRA Websito
(Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Idenriﬁcarion No)
it News Papers

(If yes, give na[n'q.r_.“o_fnews;mpers and dares) {
& |
29 5] |

W “

’ e T )

22 NATURE OF CONTRA_G‘E}” e
. B

Qfg

LW i, s
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIS

/
; 333 f
i e Af -:3‘-'3'54

i WAS INCLUDED 1 BIDDINGKTENDE&Q@CE{MENTS? |
. ; {fyes, enclose o copy) éﬁ%‘ ‘ _ '
{‘ T %mm

4
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA

%
WAS INCLUDED INBIDDING / TENDER bocuy LE%TS?
Tyes, enclose a copy)

27) WHETHER Ty SUCCESSFUL B1p wias LOWEST £vaLyatep _ m,nﬁa’.,
BID/BEST E‘MLUATED BID (in case of‘ConsuItanciesJ g

29) Wl-fETHER NAMES op THE BIDDERg AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ o AT
THE TIME oF OPENING OF BIDg?

30) WHETHER EV:'\LU.-\TION
CO:\?TRACT“?
(Attach €Opy of the big ev




t(

31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes 7
(I yes, result thercof)

/‘ ]
No \/

Bé) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{If yes, give details)

Yes

No N |

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE [N RESPONSE TIME?
{if yes, give reasons) Yes

Mo | N
3 B X B R . -
i ¥ - - :
34) DEVIATION FR:QM Q?U_PQLIF( ATION CRITERIA
{Ifyes, pive detailed reasons.) . Yes
2 3 PN e
ik
3 1 Na | N
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIL\,[(E;"AGEFCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMIS NOT
BLACK LISTED" ﬁ%@ “Q;' [ Yes ' Q’F\‘o ’ I
gﬁ- ’r‘%’ g A,

N S
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFEICER}’OFFICI?\L_-;QF [HE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITHCTHE PROGUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING QBVISIT, IF ABROAD:
tIFyes, enclose a copy) &5 % :

fe3
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON N'OBILI;gTI
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.y? RSt

‘ Yes No

oS
ON"ADVANCE PAYMENT IN

|ch No 1 ”

{ i
BRAT L.

" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY .
Uf yes, give Brief Description) es

Signature & Official Stamp of ] GINELR
Authorized Officer CATION WORKS DIvisia

~

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Biock. No.8. Sindh Secretariar No.4d-A, Court Road, Karych i
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-92053 69 & Fax: 027 -9206297
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- Bid Evaluation Re ort
———=xayation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.
2. Tender Reference No: XEN (E.W)/T( &datedﬁ-//f 2013

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure
5. Tender Published: Website

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualifieq (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: e
- 11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost
offered by
the Bidder

Ranking in
terms of
cost

1* Lowest

Lo I msssk
Corporation 33862 138 Saving 1" Lowest
2. M/SS.R
Enterprises 34542 Rejected
1296 Excess 3" Lowest

M/S Ghulam '
Mustafa &
Brothers 35296 3" Lowest

(AFAB AMMERNAEMON) (ZAHOORUBDIN U

Reasons for
acceptance/
rejection

Name of Firm

§ No or Bidder

Rejected

! !
istant Engkeer Assistant Engineert
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{(Member) (Member]

(IRSHAD AH

Executi € Engines&T
Educo#on Works Division
aushahro Feroze

(Chairman)



R

o

19} A PPROV]

20y AD \’EI{'I‘!SL-'MENT :

(Ifyes, give date and SPPRA ldentification No, —
+ 8 o "’;«;%

i}

NG A UTHORITY FOR AWARpD OF CONTRACT 0( E~v g&q’,{;@. Le ng_j.

20 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMEN

T PLAN?

- Le[w ]

SPPRA Website

23) WHETHER QUALY

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDERQ@%E{MENTS?
(U ves, enclose g copy) e

23) WHETHER APPRO

METHOD or

27) WHETHE
BID/BEs

29) WHET g
THE TImE

RTHE sy

T EVALUATED BID ¢in case ofConsuhanci

UNA MES

OF OpeyN

ﬂi‘ﬁ"

FICATION CRIYER/R £,

! i,
VAL OF COMPETEN'T AUTHORIT}:“; Was Q%T&ED FOR USING A
HER THA; ! OPEN COMPETIT}VE BJDDING,? Ry £ /]
L ¥ BNty

26) was BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM AL THE 3IDDERS?

CCESSFUL BIp wag LOWEST Eval yarep _ m
es) S

OF The ZIDDERS AND THER QUOTED PRICES
ING OF BiDg?

—



31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes|
(Il yes, result thereof) i
[ N | N
‘, 3?l.) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN {N THE TENDER NOTICE ! DOCUMENTS
4 (Ifyes, give details) _
b Yes
. P
[ No N
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME? —
- {IT yes, give reasons) Yes
- ot A 2
34y DEVIATION FROM QQ&LIF@ATION CRITERIA
(Ifyes, give denailéd reas‘ohi.) Yes
By . r \ /‘\
P © | No | N
,{KF . 1‘«‘.':"5:'--‘;; g\e‘,&\
33) WAS T ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN};}?\QE\T‘\CY THAT THE SELECTED FJRM IS NOT
BLACK LISTED? g Yes | o Mo

- S
rciies %
4 [/',“J\;E%, N
: &

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANGING QIAVISLT, IF ABROAD:
(If yes, enclose a copy} & ‘;3 ciff

EGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mmof
NK GUARANTEE ETC )

37) WERE PROPER SAF
THE CONTRACT {BA

' 33) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(If yes, give Brief Dcscriplion)

Signature & Officiai Stamp of
Authorized Officer

L PRt
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFEICER]OFFIC]RLCQFQI}&{E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH THE PROGUREMENT?

IF SO. DF_'T‘AII__S TO

373




. Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN( E.VV)/TC!Z928, dated 05-11-2013

:
-

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:-Consiruction of Additional Class Rooms in existing Prima

Schools GPS Mitho Solangi (01 C/R) Taluka Kandiaro
{Electric Work}
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in Separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicabie): 03 Nos

10. Bid(s) Rejected: __

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost

offered by
the Bidder

Ranking in
terms of

Comparison | Reasons Jor

Na Fir, . .
me of Firm with Estimated acceptance/

or Bidder

1¥ Lowest 164 Saving 1 Lowest hence

34338 2" Lowest 338 Excess 2™ Lowest
3" Lowest 2459 Excess 31 Low_est

(AFTAB AHMEDWEMON) - (ZAHODRUDDIN

M/S Ghulam
Mustaig &
Brothers

M/S Hafiz Electric
Works

\gsis’ronf._ greer Assistant Engineer
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engine
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Fer, ze
(Member) (Member)

(IRSHAD A%D :Mao/ﬁ]

Exgeliive Engineer
wn Works Division
Naushahro Feroze

frme Ll e |




PR e

191 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD oF CONTRACT }( Efj %- {2 gé_ '

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes No l I

21y AD VERTISEMENT -

Yes
i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date and SPPR A identification No.)
1} News Papers Yes .
{Ifyes, give namq;-,of‘newspapers and dates)
FE Y
J.s No ff
; % I f
(2N wid %
RO N 4 N R !
22) NATURE OF CONW ﬁ %}% g Int. ‘
LA, ;
ﬁf‘g ‘::3

= ¥
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAT BN CRITERTAY o,
VA INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TEND SR,
{Ifyes, enclose 2 copy) £

4) WHETHER BIDEVALUATION CRITERIA

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMER A 'Ei No || ] |
(Ifyes, enclose a copy) ‘34; = § i

£ s
23) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'[},*!Y?WAS Q_B:'FA NED FOR USING 4
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETIT!VE BIDDING? «;,,‘v oL ;;J N
f_:(:aﬁ \‘{_ ndl NO

ol

+ ’ H 1? | A
26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE.BIDDERS? ."-7’ lu N

290 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THE

THE T ¢ QUOTED PRICES wepp READ 01T A7
"ME TIME OF OPENING OF Bipss I
Lve [T 7]
30) WHETHER Ey . ATION Rp ' i .

CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the big evaluation Tepart)
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L U

K

"\

31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

(Il yes, result thereof)
(f yes, give details)

(If yes, give reasons)

#35%

- O

34) DEVIATION FROM QQ‘&LIF[ ATION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detailéd rcas‘ohi.) y

W

Ny & R

R A
33) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCU
BLACK LISTED?

A~

£

{Ityes, enclose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON
THE CONTRACT {BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

" 33) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
{Ifyes, give Brief Description)

Signature & Officigl Stamp of
Anthorized Officer

3'.;.} ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?

ﬁil}ggﬁ%eycv THAT THE SELECTED FIR
N

W, B

36) WAS & VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFFIIAL, GRiTiE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH THE PROGUREMENT? if SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANC:N’?;,,;W%T, IF ABROAD:
% k }_} Lay

% 7 Yes No
MOBILIZ TION"ADVANCE PAYMENT N

ki ] o ",

S o]

o

Yes
W N/
Yes
[N [
Yes }
o] N

/\

1S NOT

Yes f WO

kel

FOR OFFICE USF, ONLY

SPPRA

y Block, No. 8. Sindh Secretariar No

A-A, Court Road, Karachi

Tele: 021-9205356: 92

1-9205369 & Fyx- 021-920629]
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- Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive'Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No- XEN(E.WYT C/2928, dated 05-11-2013

) ————— v aaonal \-lass Rooms in existing Primary

Schools GPS Sukhio Kalhoro (01 _C/R) Taluka Kandiaro

{Electric Work)
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) = _ (Provide details in separate Sform)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ~~ _____

L1. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost

Name of Firm | offered b y Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for

S No or Bidder the Bidder | ™S of | with Estimated acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
L Mr. Imtiaz Lowest
Ahmed 34000 1¥ Lowest - 1* Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | M/SKS

enterprises nd d
35323 2™ Lowest 1323 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected

3. | M/S Hafiz Electric
works "
35612 3" Lowest 1612 Excess 3" Lowest Rejected

(ZAHO
' . Assistant Engineer
Education Works Sub-Division Public Headlth Engineerifig
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{(Member) (Member)
(IRSHAD A N)

Executive Engineer

ducation Works Division
shahro Feroze

[Chaitman)




N

-

~ 26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3iDDERS?-

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS B.EF

H9) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X =44 %‘Jﬂ—\ e ‘6'2-" '

20 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes No

Y AD VERTISEMENT -

. YCS L/
i} SPPRA Website : _ .
{If yes, give date and SPPRA identification No.)
: No [
i News Papers Yes .
(If yes, give names.of newspapers and dates)
T, -
= j;? No ] / ‘]
R "
& 2N <

22) NATURE OF CONT

"{tﬁ% l'i':,'.“" int.

AN
23} WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRTT}%B_PA (}
WAS INCLUDED N BIDDING!TENDE@_@EJCU_MENTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) L %

i
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA

WAS INCLUDED N BIDDING / TENDER DOCU E,%
{Ifyes, enclose copy} @% -

¥ ey
25 WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORFI‘?—?\VAS QI?._-‘T—’A@ED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN QOPEN COMPETITIVE BIDD]}J =l

No
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL 81p WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes J'
BiD/BESTEVA LUATED BID {in case ofConsuItancies} C

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER wAS TECHNICALLY ln!m l l
COMPLIANT?

29 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ T AT
THE Tivme oF OPENING OF BIDS? L}z
o Lo 7

CONTRACT? ORE THE AWARD OF
AN N

(Attach copy of the big evaluation report) i.l. :
No l




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
(T yes, result thereof)

(II'yes, give details)

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?

Yes _|
No \/
32 ) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE/ DOCUMENTS
Yes
/\
No |- \/
Yes

(If yes, give reasons)

AT

— }3_1-'-'". ,
-:\;‘-‘;|r %\
34) DEVIATION FROM dﬁAuF
(If yes, give detaded reason;)

353) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO(EUR?\G*AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIR}

BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER!OFFICIAL OP(U:!E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, THE PROCLRE‘VII:\T" iF 30, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINER REGARDING FINANCING OI}\ [8IT, IF ABROAD:

(If yes, enclose a copy)

37} WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC. »

© 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
{1f yes, give Brief Description)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

AEXECUTIVEENG!
ATIO! wonKs BWISIBN

O —

Yes

TION CRITERIA

e

No N

-~

IS NOT
LYes I C No fm]

.J"'—'

‘%‘yf %::'z@d;:} .Yes —r No L /

PROVIDED ON M C_)'B[L[ZATIOT\".A

NCE PAY /mﬂ'r IN

ves oAl 1]

T

No \_/

e,

A

Yes

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4

-A. Court Road, Karachi

Pt § a0 B Resot |

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax- U21-9206291
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< Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring A gency: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-1 1-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Additional Class Rooms in existing Prima

Schools GPS Sakhi Dad Wahi (01 C/R) Talukg Bhiria
(Electric Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) —ememeemee (Provide details in separate SJorm)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: —

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

B N, f Fi ffcog b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for w
ame of Firm | offered by . .
S§ No or Bidder the Bidder | T€T™ms of | with Estimated acce:'pta'nce/ Remarks
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. ) Lowest
MrKoramat Al | 33820 | 1% Lowest | 178 Saving | 1¥TLowest | hence
accepted
2. { M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 35566 2™ Lowest 1556 Excess | 2" Lowest | Rejected

3. | M/S Hafiz Electric
Works g
36006 3" Lowest | 2006 Excess | 3" Lowest Rejected

(ZAHOORUDDIN UJJAN)
Assistant Engineer
Public Health Engineering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)

Education Works Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
(Member}

(IRSHAD A ONy

Execyiive Engineer
W Works Division
aushahro Feroze

e




§

P

&

30) WHETHER EVALUATION

197 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

M&é.ﬁ/,

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

2h 'f\D\’ERTISE.\»IE:\‘T :

i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)

i} News Papers
{If yes, give nam

:Q:
o

qs_.\ofnewspapers and dates)
ih,i:}}

_ 3 )

‘:'\ \} K *.
22) NATURE OF coNT-\ﬁg;” 1‘{*%& té%
&?\ AT

it &b, ) ,}
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION ¢ TERIA® g,
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER Q@CU‘MENTS?
{If yes, enclose 4 copy) g ”{;‘ "
‘.;f ‘ P & "é
P Rt
24) WHETHER BID E\’ALUATION CRITERIA I

WAS INCLUDED |V BIDDING / TENDER DOCU_ ‘ﬂé%_ ?
{Ifyes, enclose a copy) ﬁf i

hL o
Je
25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIT‘-ﬁWAS OBT,

L s
ol I Int,

Y BTA éI}\JEI:) FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN Opgn COMPETITIVE BIDDINGY e I
D 6 I.'IEI

l_k:d:'-vf
76) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED Froy ALL THE 3IDDERg7 ‘g lﬂi -
& I

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID was LOWEST EVALUATED )

BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of'ConsuItancies)

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICE

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS§?

CONTRACT?
{Attach €opy of the big evajuation report)

————



- .

Yes ]

pa
No \/

32'} ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(I yes, give details)

31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
] (I yes, result thereof)

Yes

No |- \//
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
{Ifyes, give reasons) Yes

/‘\

— E}E)ﬁ%‘& NOI . \/ .
iy oy - A
34} DEVIATION FROM QQ‘%LIF CATION CRITER!A
,&@:9% Yes

(If yes, give detajled reasons.}
% <

‘ﬁ}..{ %
0‘%}“—«.':‘??(. No -

.Q.'? *i.«?e- :\f,'\-
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIT%}G?AGEI\'CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM 1S NOT

BLACK LISTED? ‘ﬁi}% '\ B:s‘ VI)T/\'O “-_”
= <y ™

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER!OFF‘IGI{L_‘_:QF";@@E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH,THE PROGUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING gp‘-\'{ggm IF f}'g!{DAD:

{Ifyes, enclose a copy) o ] !
et Y N
A Les L e ]

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON MOBILIZATION” ADVANCE PA}M‘@T N
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? Y A
Yes a7 (No I

=7

" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, {F ANY
(Ufyes, give Brief Description) %

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

——

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

NAUSHg/ A =

SPPRA, Block. No. 8. Sindlt Secretariar No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 024 -9205356; 021-9205369 & Fux: 021-920629]
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/4
— Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:-Construction of Additional Class Rooms in existing Primary
Schools GPS Yar Muhammad Kalhoro (01 C/R) Taluka
Kandiaro (Electric Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos. .

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) -—————-—  (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ————

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Name of Firm | o jfg";g b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No or Bidder the Bidd é]; terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/S Ghulom
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 33800 1% Lowest 200 Saving 1* Lowest | hence
accepted
2. [M/SSR
enterprises nd nd .
35276 2™ Lowest 1276 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. | M/SSK
Corporation ol d i
35723 3" Lowest 1723 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
AN
K A
[ARTAB AHM EMON} [ZAHO
sistant eer Assistant Engineer
Educationworks Sub-Division Public Health Engineéring
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.feroze

(Member} (Member)

(IRSHAD AHME EMON]}
Executive Engineer
cation Works Division

b imbmbaem Do




o e b o mmmn i 1t A it T 8

%) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT ) 12 S, w 0 rle,.
200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
| Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT - L
' “| Yes /
i} SPPRA Website :
{Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Identification Na.)
No
M) News Papers Yes
e {If ves, give namcsofnewspapcrs and dates) /
No v’

i
i m [nt,

23y WHETHER QUALIF!CA'K]O’\‘ CRI"EERFA?

4
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DGJCUMENTS"
(If yes, enclose a copy) AF

yd
LM T
D e T

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CR]TERIA B NP
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DO%B TS")

{(}f yes, enclose a copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOR] CY Twas OBTAI}\IED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING" S ﬁll"s No
“~~ 26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? é& LYes Mo L—I
27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED . | Yes No
BID /BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancies) :
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY ] Yes M | B ”
COMPLIANT?

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

Lves [[sAfe ]

ALUATION REPORT GIVEN TQ BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

30) WHETHER EV
CONTRACT? D>
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

%

Yes || 4] {No I




- ,_,..-’4&

31y ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

Yes
{11 yes, result thereof)

h
No \/

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN INTHE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{Ifyes, pive delails)

Yes

/‘\

No |- N |
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME? : — '
(if yes, give reasons) R’es

o -
34) DEVIATION FROM QLLALIF *ATION CRITERIA
{Ifyes, give deta\led reasons.) "b;- Yes
kN ; 457 R /
e :
AP X No ‘\\/
4z ‘-t w"?;‘?’;

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURiNG s‘;&GEI\CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM'IS NOT

BLACK LISTED? ves | [wAlNo
ei?&x ‘@uﬁ/’

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERJOFFIGIAL OF\TJ:IE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, Tr{E PROCURE\&E\ET” If SO, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANC[NQ&E:»\’[S T, IF ABROAD
ffyes, encl co /
(ifyes, enclose a copy) Yes INO

d

%
37} WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON N’OB[LILAT f?.DVA\CE PAW’F IN
THE CONTRACT {BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? ’c__:

Yes H :1’“1\"0 Hi“
" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, If ANY v
(If yes, give Brief Description) e /

No \/ ' J

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

|

SPPRA, Block. No.8. Sindl Seeretariat No.4-A. Court Road, Karaclti
Tele: 021-9205356; 021- 9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

3/3




J2
- Bid Evaluation Report

e

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Construction of Additional Class Room:s in exisling Primary

Schools GBPS Tameer-e-Millat Mehrabpur (01 C/R) Taluka
Mehrabpur (Electric Work)

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: e
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
Name of Firm | offered by . .
| S No or Bidder the Bidder | €S of | with Estimated acce.:ptt{nce/ Remarks
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/SKS L
enterprises ot ) ot owest
72763 1> Lowest 837 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/SS.R
terpi
enierprises 77592 2™ Lowest 3492 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 78670 3 Lowest 5070 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
il
N

(AF(AB AHMX

Assistant Engikeer
Education Works Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
{Member}

{ZAHOORUDDIN
Assistant Engine
Public Health Engirfeering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)

Education Works Division

J [ PR A =

LS T -




PRPRY
o sren i

30) WHETHER EVALUATION

19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT K 2oV % . wu@.

20} WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDE

D IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes rHNo |J

21} ADVERTISEMENT -

T
Yes L//’/
i} SPPRA Website :
{If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification Np,)
No
i) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n:{ggigfne\vspapers and dates) !
No (/ :
A pd
22) NATURE OF CONTRAG Dt [ IV 10t

i 3
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITJERI‘A i
WAS INCLUDED IN B]DDNG/TENDER‘;PE}CUMENTS'? - yd

(H yes. enclose a copy) 5,{\ I Yes IVI No l—”
<‘t"‘/ '

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA | [—\/ﬂ/ 7]
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCU 1:' TS? 4 | Yes | No
(I ye3, enclusc a copy) éf’

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIT WAS

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDI]\!G'? : é Yor [No J
b — .
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? é&f ves [[of e 1] ,
o . :
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED - ves | MR
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancies) -
| e ‘
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHMCALLY Ly WG T
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR

QUOTED PRICES WERE READ Q6T AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

e [T 7]

REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

Yes W 1

CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

273



31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

Yes
(I yes, result thereold

/

Nag \/

3?:) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{1f yes, give details)
s

Yes

No |- \/

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(if yes, give reasons) Yes

o %
34) DEVIATION FROM QL,LALIF ATION CRITERIA

{If yes, give delailed reasons ) Yes
RN e
. No T
ra A 4‘?
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN(E,TAQ‘ED'CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMIS WNOT
BLACK LISTED? o i 1 Yes

F4 ;¢
4 ’“@"@-ﬁ’*ﬁf o

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER}OFFICIKL OFXTRE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH; THE PROGUREMENT? IF SO. DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OP;ws T, IF ABROAD:
{If yes, enclose a copy) § e ” l//\
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON VOBIL]ZATIO'\""ADVA\CE Payd{-.\:T N
THE CONTRACT {BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? & 5
Yes No I:H
" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY

e
(1f yes, pive Brief Description) ch‘ w /

No \/

-)

g

Stgnature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

- =

" NAUSHAHRO F™"

>

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: Executive Engineer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No:  XEN(E,.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item . Repari /Renovation of GP$ Rais Photo Khan Zardari Taluka
Moro {Elechric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) ——————=-—_ (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nes
10. Bid(s) Rejected: ——e-
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Name of Firm ﬂeCos: b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame 0j 1 oered BV | orms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder o,
cost cost refection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. M/S SK y
Corporation “ ) “ owest
49906 1" Lowest 94 Saving 1* Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 51715 2" Lowest 1715 Excess 2™ [ owest | Rejected
3. | M/S Hafiz Electric
Works ed 1d .
52841 3 Lowest 2841 Excess 3™ Lowest | Rejected

Education Works Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
{Member}

{ZAHOORUDDIN UJJAN
Assistant Engine
Public Health Enginéering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
{Member)




R

-

s /‘l
2 \V. j I ’ IN M A L HE BIDD R ? i t
. 6} AS BID SECUR 'Y OBTA ED FROM LLT E S_ . %" ‘ Yes | H

_ &
19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X & CAZ: 2 J)‘Q .

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN AN

NUAL PROCUREMENT PLA N?

Cve T[T

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Yes
i) SPPRA Website

(Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)

M

it News Pa[_:rcrs Yes : :
{!f yes, give namfs-.ofnewspapers and dates)
EAE o )
£ TS0

No

140 '-'gl'z
S 3 %’5’% i
22) NATURE OF CONTRAGY 48 "“L'%. : P L"’ ]

: 2ok Lomal ) Int.
T 6;-({1:»:} 5“.;-;
O e
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIY g
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/TENDER;QGCUMENTS?
(Ifyes. enclose a copy} i R

S
24) WHETHER BID EVA LUATION CRITERIA I,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DO;;?E T5?

{If ves. enclose a copy) o EY

' . it
25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS QBTATNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDQJ%@%f { ves [| o Lﬂ/
i ’

No

el
270 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED 1 ves ||y Mo ]
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies) C

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | ves [Ty TG I
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OWT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? LYBS IL H’No “ —”

EPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

30) WHETHER EVALUATION R
CONTRACT? P
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Yes \/* No

2/3




LW
e
31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED v
es
(1T yes, result thereot) /A
[ Na \/
Bé] ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(11 yes, sive details)
Yes ///\
No \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(if yes, give reasons) Yes
¥E 23 - -
34) DE\’IATION FROM QUALIF ATION CRITERIA
{If yes, give detalled reasoni} Yes
S, %ﬂ PR pd
e 4 5
4 ' : No N
& e

BLACK LISTED?

{1f yes, enclose a copy)

’ 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY
{If yes, give Brief Description)

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

7
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER}'OFFICIAL OF?THE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, THE PROCURL\AE\IT" IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OF;\’[SIT IF ABROAD

1S NOT

i

“'1 l Yes \\/"r

Nol

1

Yes

WANCE PAY,

/ﬂﬁT iN
Yes ”:H

-

v

T
Yes | &F

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi

j. Pent W Savo N Reset |

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)Y/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Repari /Renovation of GHS Kolri Muhammad Kabir Taluka

Mehrabpur {Electric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) —eeree——o

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: _ @ ===
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Name of Firm | o ﬁec;"::; b Ranking in | Comparison | Reasons for
S No ; 2V terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder . .
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. Mr. Karamat Ali Lowest
294856 1% Lowest 1144 Saving 1 Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/SSK
Corporation : ad d .
299154 2" Lowest 3154 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. [ M/SKS
terpri )
snierprises 302179 3% Lowest 6179 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
£
<
(AFTAB AHM EMON} (ZAHOORUDDIN UJJ
neer Assistant Engineer
Educatiorrwerks Sub-Division Public Health Engineering

Naushahro Feroze
[Member)

Education Works

Sub-Division N.Fercze
(Member|

Naustiahto Feroze
(Chairman)




19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Erl Ety. ¢

20} WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT wWaS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Dol The T

21} ADVERTISEMENT :

{If yes, give date and SPPRA |dentification ND.)

|

i) News Papers
{fyes, give names,of nesvspapers and dates)
X :,'.;;':J-.b
i

Yes

"

e
- ' ’_ch
i SPPRA Website :

:’:*? No

o /
g‘fﬁi-

‘ gﬁﬁf Q‘t‘% e L Int.

-

R34 o, i
23} WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITER[AT B,

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING /TET\FﬁERQO%QM_ENTS?
(ifyes, enclose a copy) 3 A

rl

24) WHETHER BID EVA LUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DO‘;’E"L%{(I

{If ves, enclose a copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY, WAS QB?[?AT;NED FOR USING A

*ef LR g
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE Blooryv;géggfg %?. Yes No
aly -
~ 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THEIBIDDERS? g Yes ‘ wATno
: o~
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes \{|No ]
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancies) -

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY I“-WI‘I
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QBT AT

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? | Yes K [ t[No I H

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD oFf
CONTRACT? '

P
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Yes I HNO “ ”

_
7.




il

A

31}y ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
1 yes, result thereof)

/
WNa \_/

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

(1 yes, give details)
= Yes o

No | \/

WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
tIf yes, give reasons) Yes

T .3._?.“'}*'?-1‘_% No | N

34} DE\’]ATION FROM QLLALIF SATION CRITERIA

el

{[fyes, give delailed reasons.) Yes
hRY &
g / !
No T

'
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURINGQ‘AGEI\CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMIS NOT
BLACK LISTED? m ‘ Yes |w No | :

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFF[CERJ’OFFICIAL OF*\THE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, Tr[E PRQﬁURE\iENT" IF SO, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OF,\ [S T,1F ABROAD
If i : ’u
{If yes, enclose a copy} % - e - | J/\
& o5

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M OBELLZATION AD\»'ANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.
¢ ”? Yes @No ‘
) 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

({f yes, give Brief Description) Yes: A / '

No \/ ‘

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: (121-9206291

313



— Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:.Repari /Renovation of GBPS Mehar Haiji Taluka Mehrabpur

{Electric Work).

4, Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: —
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No Name ?f Firm | offt ere.d by terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder o
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. M/$ S.K
Corporation . _ “ Lowest
49491 1¥ Lowest 509 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | M/SKS
enterprises nd nd .
51088 2™ Lowest 1088 Excess 2™ Lowest | Rejected
3. Mr. Imticz
Ahmed rd o .
51595 3" Lowest 1595 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
[AFTAB AHM MON} [ZAHO R%IN
i gheer Assistant Engineer
Educatiorr Works Sub-Division Public Hedlth Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{Member) (Member)
(IRSHAD AH N)

Executive Engineer
Education Works Division
MNeawshahro Feroze

(Chairman)




s AR

P S

st

'9) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT K Bar gé C W or_/_@A ,

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

Ll The I

21) ADVERTISEM ENT :

i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date and SPPRA [dentification No.)

W

z
&

55

o //
'u‘% L/

A }*ﬁ No

Cay

ORI |
0 73
22) NATURE OF CONTRACY 4
T

{-\g%ﬁ‘% _ renes "j} Int. '

A e, ";“§
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRTTERTA z\f::"

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER BOCOMENTS?
(Ifyes, enclose a copy) ' <

A,;f,,‘ Yes No
Q‘;:‘,‘;-*
24} WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA .
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER DOC%‘E Yes No

1
(If yes, enclose a copy) é"

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTI‘IORIT"-..{J WAS OB«'FATT:?ED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDIN g )

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? .

Yes! v/ (No :”

__ P
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WA LOWEST EVALUATED t{es [ [ \,Hﬁo I f ”
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of ConsuItancies} o

COMPLIANT?

#8) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY I“!ﬁl.l ,

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

bcs No

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

P
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) LYes l ﬂNo ”

i) News PaPcrs Yes
(If yes, give na_rncs.,c_;f'newspapers and dates) '
L) .""-‘t‘

2/3




LW .

31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yesi
LT yes, result thereof

/

No \./

32y ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(1f yes, give details)

Yes

No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
{If yes, give reasons) Yes

N

34) DEVIATION FROM Q\‘géup TION CRITERIA

I \_- I Aﬁ:",-ﬁ&%—'" ; éﬁ‘ NQ . \/

(If yes, give detalled reasg ; Yes
‘,," Sy No | . N
e %»{
35) WAS [T ASSURED BY THE PROCUR[‘?}! “\“'AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT
BLACK LISTED? 55 ‘:.
: 3 %’i Yes No
¢ Dooris

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY QFFICER/OFFICTAL. ORHiE PROCURI\IG AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH,THE PROGUREMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCINFg/V[SIT IF ABROAD
Yes No ISL

(If yes, enclose a copy)
in WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON VOBILILA’TION- \CE PAZﬂ;(h:T N

™o

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY

{If yes, give Brief Description) . /

No \/

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

NAUSHMARO FRE~—"

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindlt Secretariar No.4-A, Court Road. Karachi

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-92053369 & Fuax: 021-9206291

I
t
P
}



14
Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Repari /Renovation of GPS Kot Alam Shah Taluka Moro
{Elechic Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published:

Website

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Total Bids Received:

03 Nos.

03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) -

— __ (Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10.Bid(s)Rejected: _ ~ mmee-
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Name of Firm | o ﬂc;f;g b Rankingin | Comparison | Reasons for
S No e o erea sy | terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder .
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 49675 1% Lowest 325 Saving 1¥ Lowest | hence
accepted
2. Mr. Imtiaz
Ahmed
me 51595 2™ Lowest 1595 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. | M/S Hafiz Bectic
Works d d .
52285 3™ Lowest 2285 Excess 3 Lowest | Rejected
(ARTAB AH EMON) (ZAHOQO
i ineer Assistant Engineer
Education W Sub-Division Public Hedalth Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member) {(Member)

(IRSHAD
Exe

ve En
ation Works Division

EMON])

irieer

Naushahro Feroze
IChairmont




A s T

-

¢ G
et

&

i

/I
“— . 26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3]DDERS? g LYES ’

k.

19 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT )(%V M“ e '7@ )
—_—_ e - T
201 WHETHER THE PROCLREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
Yes No '
21} ADVERTISEMENT - 7
' ' Hcs
i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, oive date and SPPRA ldentification No.)
No
i News Papers Yes !
e {(!fyes, give names of' ncwspapers and dates)
Bf‘ - /
—..'.::. NO /
e
g"@ "%.% e M e T
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAT G CRI"cERI‘A’ 2
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER.. DOCUM_ENTS°
Ufves, enclose a copy) i Yes No !

.j |
24) WHETHER RID EV ALUATION CR!TERIA '@;f [ < :
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER DoOCU ﬁ' \% Yes ” ;I INO Hj_J
(If yes, enclase a copy) 424
1;;9

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIT%\VAS OB'I‘":'TNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING?,

A f Yes |No

No

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSF
BID/BEST EVALUATED B

ol
UL BID WAS LOWEST ’”VALUATED l ves ||y Mo I
ID (in case of Consultancies) -

) ]
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes ! I ’
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR

QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

Lves [[uAfe 77
30) WHETHER EVALUATION

REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT? >
{(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

Yes H\/TNO _H I
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‘-u.t( N
J1) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Y
) es
(Il yes, resull thereof) /(
No \/
3") ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(Ifyes, give details)
Yes
s
No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
{If yes, aive reasons) Yes
o 55) No \/ -
34) DEVIATION FROM QQALIF TION CRITERIA ' i
{[fyes, give detatled reasons.) Yes
&3 No N

BLACK LISTED?

{If yes, enclose a copy)

© 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(!f yes, give Brief Description)

Signature & Official Stamp of

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURING‘}KGEI\CY THAT THE SELECTED FIR

P

&
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFF]CER!OFFICIAL OF%IJ:I\E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, THE PROGUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINCD REGARDING FINANCINwV (S I IF ABROAD

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON V’OB[LIZATIO\'J 'DVAI\’CE PAMT Ii
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? o

Authorized Officer ﬁcvn N

IS NOT

\ LYesl V'rN “—H

1

Yes No

l.:‘-;‘

PR
T w'#d

ves |[+A]no |
/

=
Yes &

Y
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Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:.Construction of Two Roomed Building with C/Wall & Lavatory

Block for existing shelterless Priimary Schools in Sindh at GPS
Muhammad Ibrahim Koral (Muhalla Habibullah Korai) Taluka

Moro (Electric Work).

4, Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) ———ece——-  (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: ~~~ aa.
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N, Fi Cag b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame ‘ff wrm | off ered W | terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
: or Bidder the Bidder A
cost cost rejecfion
1 2 3 4 S 6
1. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 72602 1" Lowest 998 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/S AR
enterprises nd nd .
78664 2" Lowest 5064 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/SSK
Corporation o d .
30228 3" Lowest 6628 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
(ZAHOO
ssisfonj,Eﬁg eer Assistant Engineer
Educatién Works Sub-Division Public Hecith Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{(Member} (Member)
(IRSHAD A EMON)”

fgocec
Naushahro Feroze
{Chairman)

cutive Engineer

cation Works Division
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19 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF cONTRACT x eV gaé« , o 09

20 WHETHER THE PROCURE

20 ADYERTISEMENT :

i) SPPRA Website

‘ "] Yes
{If yes, give date and SPPRA identification No.)
in News Papers es

Y
i (If yes, sive namq.r_,,qfnewspapers and dates)
(7%
e ?‘1\ 1{’:*3‘ No
oy, d ey
5 A
T ?5” ﬁ;
22) NATURE OF CONTRAGT ﬁﬁg ;
Y {{15?‘\
iy
23) WHETHER QUAUFICAT}ON CRITERTA %

Ecal, N
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDEF}:@E}%QMSNTS?

(if yes. enclose g copy}

=
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED N BIDDING / TENDER )
{Ifyes, enclose a copy)

OCU%*_,

MENT was INCLUDED 1N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

[P ’ lnt-

: o
25) WHETHER APPROVAL oF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS OBTATRED FOR Usine 4
G il

METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BIDD‘I]\!

L

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ 0BT AT
- ’ [~
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? . I ‘EMI ]

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD 0O

CONTRACT?
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

2 ¥ DinTE;

“—- 26} WASRID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS?




31 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED v
e es
Il yes, result thereof} /
No N
32y ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(I yes, give delails)
Yes /_\
No |- \/
33} WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(I yes, give reasons) Yes
34) DEVIATION FROM Qu;AuF TION CRITERIA ' -
(If yes, give detalled reasons.) Yes
No N
- 7 l‘
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURI}%}AGE?\CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRpATIS NOT
BLACK LISTED? o %,
e Lo (it L]
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERIOFFICIAL OFQHE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, TrlE PRO&UREVIEI\T" IF 8O, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OP}\"[S[T IF ABROAD
If I
{If yes. enclose a copy) ves D lNo i /‘
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON N‘OBFL[ZATION AD\*’ANCE PAMT IN
THE CON T NE ARANTEE 7
ONTRACT (BA GUAR ETC.)? @No ”:H
" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY Ve %7
(1f yes, pive Brief Description) Sl v /
No \/
Signature & Official Stamp of " m{.ﬁ
Authorized Officer
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY d
SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9203336; 021-9205369 & Fax: §21-92062891
[\ Print W savo B Reset |
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education V Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.WYTC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:-Repair of GGPS Khuda Bux Shah_Taluka Mehrabpur {Electric
Work].

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) a-——ee—-  (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: _~ eemee

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

N Fi Co.s;‘ b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ar::eBc.!_g d. trm ;“ge;e. 1d Y terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or biader wader cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 79519 1% Lowest 481 Saving 1¥ Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | M/SAR
enterprises nd nd .
80768 2" Lowest 768 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/SSK
Corporation
P 81933 3" Lowest 1933 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected

(ZAHOC Ul
Assistant Engineer
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineeririg
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Ferdze
(Member) (Member)}
(IRSHAD A MON)

Executive Engineer
ducation Works Division
| sNaGshahro Feroze

[Chairman)
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19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X &0“' M 2 o N@ '

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

e [k 7]

3] SPPRA Website
(!fyes, give date and SPPRA Identification o, }
i News Papers '

o {Ifyes, give names, ofncwspapers and dates)
2 f-,a\

20) f\DVERTiSE.\'lENT

epd

.

[a]
—

'J"J
22) NATURE OFCO‘QI\:gpj ,ﬂ‘}ﬁ : e T e

Larcat

’J..
23 WHETHER QU \LIFICATJO\I CRIT.ERI"A
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER QOCUME’\JTS"
U yes, enelose & copy])
{,-a

24} WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA

Was INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER DO %E‘%_‘TS” ;
t1fyes, englgsc o copyl 25 :
‘ {fg 4’? i

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETE\'TAUTHOR:T}?WAS OBTAIN FOR USING A J
METHOD OTHER THAN QOPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDQ\[ a7

\f

.""f-'f;' rl
k 1 ’ . 35 P 1
T-- ~ 20} WASBID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE I3IDDERS? i; l Ao l.l r

=
@
ta
E
[ )
z
o
.
—

ks A2,

] B
27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL 81D WAS LOWEST EVALUATED _ l ‘Eﬂl.l
BID/BESTEvA LUATED BID {in case ofConsullancres)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY ln!ml.l ’ ‘i

COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES oF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QT AT

THE TIME OF OPENING OF Bibg? mlp'MI.l

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

{Attach copy of the big evaluation report)

2/3



31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes B :
({[yes, result thereo) .

/
No \/

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS I‘ .
{IT yes, give details) :I

Yes
et

No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(1l yes, give reasons) Yes

o | " f

34) DEVIATION FROM Qu;e;LIF TION CRITERIA - R

{If yes, give delalled reasoni] Yes
No v

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN@Q’AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM”IS NOT i

BLACK LISTED? .‘f . m} I Yes l@H’VO ”’“‘”

& @,
.:6) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFFICIAL. OF-Ql;x-J\E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPBLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH THE PROGUREMENT? IF $0, DETAILS TO

1
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING F;\"[S[T IF ABROAD:
If l
(Iyes, enclose a copy) & w : No e

3i7) \\’ERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M CEBiLIZ.Fﬂ"I‘C}'\'r D\’ANCE PAYMENT IN

Yes ENO 1
" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY

(I yes, give Brief Description) Yes_ « /

No \/ :

..*

P e s

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindli Secretariat No.4-A. Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 02]1-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 02]1-9206291
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Bid Evaluation Report

N
-

7

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

2, Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)Y/T C/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Repair of GGPS Darbeillo Taluka Kandiaro (Eleciric Work).
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: (3 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: —
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N \f Fi ﬂgo.g b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame oj rirm | @ OV | terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder K
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
I. | M/S Ghulom
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 149548 | 1% Lowest 952 Saving 1¥ Lowest | hence
accepted
2. [ M/SSR
enterprises nd nd .
151970 2™ Lowest 1470 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. | M/SSK
Corporation o d .
189237 3" Lowest | 38737 Excess | 3" Lowest | Rejected

ssistant Engi

Education Works Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
(Member)

(ZAHOORUDDIN UJJA
Assistant Engineer:

Public Health Engineering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)

(IRSHAD AH MEMO/N)‘
Exegttive Engineer
Wﬁgn Works Division
Naushahro Feroze

[Chairman)
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19 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT X B L2 oW cf@-

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

e T ]

21 A DVERTISEMENT :

i} SPPRA Website

(f yes, give date and SPPRA Identification o)
Y
1y News Papers

"::5 % "
G J‘Z“
22) NATURE OF CONTRAGE 4 3

s v, A
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRI"EI;I_\R[Ay e .
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING!TENDEF}QOCL{MENTS?
{Ifyves. enclose o copy) o

AN

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMERTs
(I yves, enclose a copy) S

e
7
15) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITLéWAS O%I‘AT

e
rY SEATNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OpPEN COMPETITIVE BIDD]}J‘%{;?% _éf% IE’

+ 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERs? /8 T
J | & L]l 7]

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL pip WAS LOWEST EVALUATED l"}m'.l
BID /BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of‘Consultancies) -
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFLL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY l“’;’ﬂl.l

COMPLIANT?

29 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ O

AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDs? -Ip" I I
Yes :\.o
. ¢
30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD oF
CONTRACT?

{(Atach copy of the bid evaluation report)

2/3
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

Yes
{1 yes, result thereot)

a
Nao \/

Jé] ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

{If yes, give details)
No |- \/

Yes

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(1f yes, give reasons) Yes

TION CRITERIA

34) DE\’IATIO\! FROM QL{%LIF'

(Ifyes, give delal!ed reasons. ) Yes
No N
€5 A .«J’f
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURINC{P{AGET\CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT
BLACK LISTED? )Vdi\ ng { \cs! Vf\o “ H
2% : i

dﬂ,r

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICERJOFF]CISK:L OF\'];HE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH,THE PROGUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OE':\’ [%g; IF ABROAD

{If yes. enclose a copy) g

Yes

No
'CE PAyA{m:T IN
No \

Yes

" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

(if yes, give Brief Description) ch. ‘-‘5

| —

Signature & Official Stamp of
Anthorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No. 8. Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Roud. Karachi
Tele: 021-9203336; 021-9203369 & Fax: 21-9206291

j. Pt W Savo J' Resot |
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Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/T C/2928, dated 05-11-2013

22

04) Programme ot GMS Mahi Khan Wagan _Taluka N.Feroze

(Electric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos,

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: —
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
N Fir 0 Cog b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
§' No ame ?f irm | off erea oy terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder .
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 297495 1" Lowest | 2505 Saving 1" Luwest | hence
accepted
2. M/S Hafiz Blectric
Works nd nd p
301338 2" Lowest 1338 Excess 27" Lowest | Rejected
3. [ M/SSK
Corporation o d .
303246 3" Lowest 3246 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
P
<
(AFTAB AH WAEMON] [ZAHOORUDDIN UJJAN)
ssistant Englneer Assistant Engineer
Education-Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineerin
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{(Member) (Member)
(IRSHAD AH N

Exgcutive Engineer
cation works Division
Naushahro Feroze




P

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT K N éi@’g oYy,

201 WHETHER THE PROCURE

2N AD VERTISEMENT -

Yes
1 SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date ang SPPRA Identification Ng.)
No | ]
in News Papers Yes
{tfyes, aive hames.of newspapers and dates)
-3~ ¥ No >

’ &+
%

) 1&:?
L% *
[ £
= 3 2y
22) N.—\TUREOFCONT&%@? ,,;?ﬁg "ﬁ% el vl L
K B
AT e g

23) WHETHER QUALIFICAT On CRITERIA o

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/TENDE}_-D(OCUM ENTS?

I

{Ifves. enclose g copy)

. ST
¥

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA =5
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER Docu 1'}3_%

(Ifyes, enclose a copy)

% i
25} WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORH}% WAS OBTATNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE Bloomﬁ?@“’a
T

G 5
g
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? éﬁ" Iu'

[ ]
| — |

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED _
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case ofCUnsultancies) :

#%) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER was TECHNICALLY [ veg LIS T
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS

AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OWT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? L1
Lves [T ]

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GjvEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

213

el The T3~
el ]




b’h’.ﬁ

1y

31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes |.
{11 yes, result thercof)

/
No \_/

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN (N THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS ]1
(1§ yes, aive details)

Yes

/\

No |- \/ _ 1
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(!fyes, give reasons) Yes

/‘

No v

34) DE\’]ATION FROM QLLALIF *ATION CRITERIA

{If yes, give detalled reason'i} Yes
LN é _
R 1.
No \ :.'-: |..
é %

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURH\GTAGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM™IS NOT IE:
BLACK LISTED? s E"

[ﬁr'f '?1’;-; ‘ Yes ”-;
f/’d\ p, B
-\_?"ﬁ/“f A

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OF FICER/OF FIOTAL OFSTHE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES [N CONNECTION WITH,THE PROCUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO :
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINA\[CING OF \’!SIT iF ABROAD /\

: 3 Yes ‘ lNo i

{!f yes, enclose a copy}
M

e e ) % l
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON V'OBILIZATlON AD\"A\CE PAMT IN :

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? [T} B
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY — =
(if yes, give Brief Description) N / ' ?

No \/ ' 1

Signature & Official Stamp of
. ,éEXE VEENGI
Authorized Officer cun SION

T NAUSHAHTD FTm T

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA. Block. No.8, Sindl Secretariat No.4-A. Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9203369 & Fax: 027-0206291
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< Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive.Engineer {Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Up-aradation of Middle Schoolsto High Schools in Sindh (2005-
06) Programme at GGMS Muchar Taluka Bhiria (Electric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: =~ emuee
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N of Firm _”.CO‘:;‘ b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame @ agereda terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder S
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 298617 1 Lowest 1383 Saving 1* Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/SSR
Enterprises nd nd .
301931 2" Lowest 1931 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/SS.K
Corporation d rd :
304802 3" Lowest 4802 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
(AFTAB AHM {ZAHO
i Assistant Engineer
Educatten Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineefing
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member) {Member)
{IRSHAD A D )

Executive Engineer

Education Works Division
@Wshuhro reroze

(Chairman)
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19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT XE~ LA . (»d_'"@‘
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
el T 1)
21) ADVERTISEMENT - o
. [ Ves /
i) SPPRA Website -
(If yes, cive date and SPPRA ldentification No.)
[N |
in News Papers [Tes
e (fyes, give namgslq_f'newspapcrs and dates)
S5 ‘“'xa% e
R No|
WY
W £33 ' <
22) NATURE oF CON@ d % : l et Int.
tf;g‘i%\ =

O N

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRIng_{‘A; o,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMENTS?

iIf yes. enclose a copy) £ ~ Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA o
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER DO((;%%‘E«Q
e

(Ifves. enclose a copy)

g -
33) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITLEWAS Q_B-'FAT?;IED FOR USING A

i . o
METHOD OTHER THAN QOPEN COMPETITIVE BlDDWﬁ%@mﬁJ ﬁq Yes M E/
T ‘k\&x :
“~o o 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? i i
J & Dl 7
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No
BID /BEST EVALUATED BID {in case ofConsuIlancics) a
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY_ Yes Q .
COMPLIANT?

—_—

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ O AT
THE TIVE O =NIN T R -
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BiDg? Ipil l

30y WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

- of the bid evaliart >
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Iu No D]




31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

Yes |-
(Il yes, result thereof)

pa
No \/

3"] ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

{IFyes, give details)
e

Yes

No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
{1f yes, give reasons) Yes

k= - .
34) DEVIATION FROM QL{%LIF ATION CRITERIA
(Ifyes, give detalled reasoni} ‘ Yes
/‘:- NO \/
4?"‘; ST {‘:}?\
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN?}AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM-1S NOT
&
BLACK LISTED? iy ch’ V»ﬁ H H

.r".v \
9/’) \%" 4?\
36] WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER{OFFICIAL OF‘IL-IE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, 'I‘I—IF PROCL'RE\AE\JT" iF 80, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING OF;WS T IF A'EROAD

tf ! 1 SL
{If yes, enclose a copy) Yes No /\
DVANCE PAYMENT IN

Ml [T
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

&
{If yes, give Brief Description) Yesl e /

No \/

Signature & Official Stamp of v > NEER
Authorized Officer -y FERRSN
2 N2

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road. Karachi

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fux: (21-9206291
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- Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.WYTC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Rehabilitation existing High/Higher Secondary Schools in Sindh

{2008-09) Programme a} GBHS Bhiria Road Taluka Bhiria
(Elechic Work).

4, Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelo

rocedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: J—
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
N, Fi Co:::: b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame G.'f irm | off ered oy terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder .
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
I. | M/S Ghulam
Mustofa & Lowest
Brothors 291921 | 1" Lowest | 3079 Saving 1™ Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/S S.R
Ent j
rerprses 299542 | 2" Lowest | 4542Excess | 2™ Lowest | Rejected
3. Mr. Karamat Ali
299757 | 3“Lowest | 4757 Excess | 3 Lowest |Rejected
N
(AFTAB AHMERNAEMON]) (ZAHO
sistant neer Assistant Engineer
Educatior Works Sub-Division Public Health Enginegring
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member) {(Member)
N
{IRSHAD A N}

Executive Ehgineer
Education Works Division
aushahro Feroze

(Chairman)




L
-
i

:

L)

£

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR Awarp OF CONTRACT X £/ L, Wortes .

N e\D\*’ERTISEMENT :

i) SPPRA Website
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No,

in News Papers
i {(Ifyes, aive namas‘of'newspapers and dates)

% A

3 nd
22) NATURE OF CONT-\E_Rﬁ;g;; fg@‘ﬁ%
23} WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITER[A 45,
WAS INCLUDED INBIDDING / TENDER,:QGJCEIM_ENTS?
U yes, enclose g copy) G ~

£FE

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA

WAS INCLUDED 1N BIppiNG / TENDER DOCUM
(Ifyes, enclose a copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENTAUTHORIT« 1WAS Ow@ED FOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN opEN COMPETITIVE BID DGy pens m . )
T éj, [ 1w 9

23
'C:;_ ;

“——w 26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS?

29) WHETHER NAMES o THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE ReAp o ST AT
THE TIME OF OPENING oF BIDS? II"WI l
: vl

30} WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD oF
CONTRACT?

(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)




. - T — —————
“ . L - i - .
. - T T e .

) P

. P
3 t. i

N !

o

31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
I L yes, result thereof)

L]

e v

3é) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(I'yes, give details)
ﬁs
. /\

[ N V. B
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) Yes

o
34) DEVIATION FROM QUALIFICATION CRITERIA

{Ifyes, give detailéd reasons.) " Yes
% £
G, £ pd ,a
T o J
AV B No ‘ +
’{E" -":." ,’;34.1 a?"- i
33) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURIN_@?A.QE‘Q\‘CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT
BLACK LISTED? S N Yes No
P

s

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFE‘EICERJOFF‘ICIAL:-:QPSCEJ:I\E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH THE PROCUREMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANC[NG_QE}\’I_§IT, IF ABROAD:;

{1 yes, enclose a copy) ‘,l‘” KS&%‘PT b’cs ‘ No
£

A

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON N{Q!BILI

DVANCE PA;M{N'T N
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.}7

Yes ”_ﬂ?\'o ”:”
" 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

(Ifyes, give Brief Description) ' £ /
L No \/

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block, No. 8, Sindh Sebre!ariat No.4-A, Court Road, K arachi
Tele: 021—9205356; 021-92035369 & Faxy: 021-9206297
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- Bid Evaluation Report

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

2. Tender Reference No:  XEN(E.W)/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Rehabilitation existing High/Higher Secondary Schools in Sindh

{2008-09) Programme at GGHS Moro Taluka Moro {Electric
Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos. .

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

— (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ~~~ cmeew

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Name of Fir ﬂ.c;_‘:g b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame of TIrm | QJereay | - iorms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder S
cost cost rejection
1 2 -3 4 5 6
1. | Mr. Imfiaz
Lowest
Ahmed ) . "
297539 1™ Lowest 1461 Saving 1% Lowest | hence
accepted
2. | M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 301937 | 2™ Lowest | 2937 Excess | 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/SS.K
Corporation od o .
304419 3" Lowest 5419 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected

(ZAHOORUDDIN UJJAN}
Assistant Engineer

Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineering
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroze
{(Member) (Member)
(IRSHAD AH ON)

xecutive Engineer
aucation Works Division
Naushahro Feroze




s s L —— .

19} A PPROVING A UTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT é’\’ 8&‘-' M‘@ ‘

204 Wy ETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED 1N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

| - NI
21 ADVERTISEMENT - .,

i) SPPRA Website
Uf yes, give date and SPPRA ldentification No
i) News Papers : .
r ' k] i rl
y Py
Y

22) NATURE oF CONT@ (gé’;' %%

",

S

S G, 4F
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITER[A N
WAS INCLUDED |N BIDDING ; TENDER@@C{-{MENTS?
P 1

UL yes, enclose d copy) S5
@

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA A
WaAS INCLUDED 1y BIDDING / TENDER DOCU%/]

(ifyes, enclose a copy} i

25 WHETHER APPROVAL oF COMPETENT AUTHOR T

¥is

" |
oYy WAS %%E:A :{{\IED FOR USING A ‘
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BICD G2 i ' T l
| ¥ DNy |
«;

~ 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM AL 1345 3IDDERS?
- )
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIp wag LOWEST EVALUATED MI 'm,.,
BID/BEST EVALUATED g1y (in case of Consuitancies) - -

28) WHETHER Tz SUCCESSFUL BIDDER wag TECHNICALLY mln!fﬂl.l
COMPLIANT )

29) ;;’;-EE;P:FERS\’AS:Ei[OETHE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ O AT
TR HME OF opengn OF Bibse L1
s e ]

30) WHETHER E\".—\LUATION REPORT GIVEN Tp BIDDEI{.S
CONTRACT?

{Altach Copy of the bid evaluatjon Teport)

I
e




31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

Yes
(If yes, result thereof)

/
No \/

3'.;.) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN iN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{11 yes, give details)

No |- \/
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
{If yes. give rcasons) Yes

Yes

= x“ﬁ‘% No v
34 DE\’IATION FROM QUALIFICATION CRITERIA '
{Ifyes, give detatled reasoni) 2 Yes

i% No N

2 ai
35) WAS [T ASSURED BY THE PROCUR[NG"AGENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT

BLACK LISTED? ] m ”_H

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER!OFFICIAL OP “THE PROCURING AGENCY TG THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, THE PROCURE\AE\IT” IF SO, DETAILS TG
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING MNMNANCING Ol”,ﬂ IJIT IF ABROAD
{[fyes, enclose a copy) £5 A

37 WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON NOBILI
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? ‘f_’:p

' 38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
{1f 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: (21-9206291
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Bid Evaluation Report

-

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN( E.W)TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:-Rehabilitation existing High/Higher Secondary Schools in Sindh
(2008-09) Programme at GBHS Moro Taluka Moro (Electric

Work).
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure
5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos. _

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: —

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014

12, Bid Evaluation Report:

Name of Fi ﬂgo‘g b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No or eB? ? derrm :;w Bj: A, é]; terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | Mr. Karamat Ali Lowest
298949 1* Lowest 1051 Saving 1¥ Lowest | hence
accepted
2, M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 201324 | 2" Lowest | 1324 Excess | 2™ Lowest Rejected
3. [ M/SAR
entferprises d rd .
201639 3" Lowest 1639 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
__f_“\

P
{AETAB AHM EMON; (ZARHOO
sistant Engipeer Assistant Engin
Educatiorr works Sub-Division Public Health Engineerin
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.Feroz
{(Member) (Member)

(IRSHAD AH ME@)

Executive Engineer
Educa#on Works Division
aushahro Feroze
. (Chdirman]




19) APPROVING AUTHORITY Fop AWARD OF CONTRACT gEZN %w """“’(b .

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

21} ADVERTISEM ENT:

i SPPRA Website
(!f ves, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)

ity News Papers

{fyes, aive nqn1§%9£ne\v5papers and dates)
I LT,

Lewat

22) NATURE OF coxrr ggﬁ R‘% el | S Y ]
"'" ".-x
23} WHETHER QUAL!FICAT\]O\T CRIT:ERrA s .35
WAS INCLUDED N BiDDING /TENDE}KP@CUM ENTS?

{{fyes, enclose g copy) /#{&‘ i ' Yes No

Yes I qlNo q_

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERI B
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER Docu A
) ;&1 e

(If yes, enclose a copy

S

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENTAUTHOR:T» WAS OBT INED FOR USING a

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BI“DI}\J S l.llt'

"%«:

Vs ‘g? ~
» 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? éé lull.l

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST r‘VALUATED Yes \ ENO ‘
BID/BEST EVALY A ATED BID (in case of‘Consuilanczcs)

?8) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALL*{ | l“!rﬂl.l

COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ o ST AT
B [ # mn | . [~
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? Ipi D]

30} WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GjVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

(Attach copy of the big evaluation report) Iuil.l
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I A

NY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED . ‘,

i N Yes
(I es result theren ) /
| No NZ

.":j} ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN ‘N THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
{1 ves, zive details)

/‘\

No \/

WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME !
(1Uyes, give reasons, Yes

34y DEVIATIONF FROM an Tr C\l]O\ CRITERIA
([fves. give dagail ed E‘:?:O__!"_S_ Py 2 Yes

wa
L¥F}

Rl TR UMN

No N
WAS T ASSURED BY ‘i OC’ RE\G AGE\C\ THAT THE SI LECTED FIRMIS NOT

BLACK LiSTED? \:_' G ’ I_Yes HCH/VO H_l

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY O'“‘:JCER’OFF'.!EIJL OI' THE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES N CONNECTION WITH, THE "ROCL-RE‘\AE\]T” IF SC, DETAILS TQ

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FIN —\\CI\G OF,\ iSIT IF ABROAD
i |
Yes L No M

it yves, enclose 2 copy e
W “(5 PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON V' OB LIZATIO‘\' D\*‘ANCE PANMENT N
CCONTHRATT (BANN GU ARANTEE ETC.p R | |1 )
\ \ =~ “.i ) . \} cs i }\0 ‘

S ;’T‘é:w’ <. -
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, iF ANY vl
UTves, wive Brief Deseripion) es 1L

No \/

33

Signature & Official Stamp of

Athorized Officer SEXECUTIV

NAUS/E*A“I'\A O - ——

FOR OFFICE USE ONTY

|
SPPRA. Block. No.8. Sin dli Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021~9205356,’ 021-9205369 & Frx: (H21-9206201




Bid Evaluation Report

e,

.

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer (Education Y Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)/T C/2928, dated 05-11-2013

{2008-09) Programme at GBHS Tunia Baga Shah Taluka
Kandiaro (Electric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: —
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N Fi Cos"; b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame ?f wrm | off ereay | terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder oo
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. M/SSK - .
Corporation « _ “ owest
149646 1™ Lowest 354 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/S SR
enterprises nd nd )
149126 2" Lowest 874 Excess 2"" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/S Ghutam
Mustafa &
Brothers 152119 | 3“Lowest | 2119Excess | 3"Lowest |Rejected
{ZAH

Assistant Engineer
Pubiic Health Engineering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)

Educationrworks Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
{(Member)

dutation Works Division
Naushapro Feroze




e T

.

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT . a £ ;: d %‘ R W(aj ’

Wy WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED [N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes No
20 ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i} SPPRA Websiie
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification Ng,)
]
it) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give names.of newspapers and dates)
PR SN -
No -

%é% i I Int. ]

E ‘-!‘)? ‘—,."-'1 AF
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRI"I:}‘E_“&I_'A; s
WAS INCLUDED N BIDDING / TENDE}?;Q@CUQ/JENTS?
- S

(tFves, enclose copy) (‘r;";;'f,‘_ Yes lull.l
i

o
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING ¢ TENDER Docu
)

{Ifyes. enclose a copy £1.05

5 . et '
25} WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY Was QBsT-’A'ﬁIED FOR USING A
7 1

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BJDD’I’}'&M l.ll g/
&,

o 2
-+ 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3iDDERS? /&

%;:7 Yes [ { INo

es No

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED . Y
BID/BEST Eva LUATED RiD {in case of'ConsuItancies} C

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY . lnlml.

COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OB AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? _ Py :‘
N Yes [[UHRG ]

30} WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD oOF
CONTRACT?

(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) I ”

2/3




31 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

P ves, resuly therenn

Sé] ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIV

(¥ yes, give details)

33) WAS THE EXTENSION viapE iy RESPONSE TIME

(IFyes, give reasans

g,c..c.._,ur_.., P

34) DEVIATION FROM QUALIFICATION CRITERIA
3. give ceteiled reasons.) ¥ .
RS

LT
I WAS T ASSURED 3y Tus PROCURING:AGENCTY
BLACKN LiSTED? ST N
_."!:‘/ \" ;

SLPPLIER'S PRENISES |\ CONNECTION WITH, THE
BE ASCERTAINED RECARDING FJ.\'ANCING___
U es, vnciose g copy 3

&t
L)

3TOWE

CHECONTRACT (34 NN GUARANTEE ETC.?

38) SPECIAL CQ\’DITJ’ONS, IFANY
tifves, pive Briches::ip:ior_}

Signature & Officigt Stamp of
Authorized Officer

FOR QFFICE USF ONLY
———=== 0 Uk ONLY

SPPRA. Block. No.8. S indh Seere

RE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED on \OBILIZATION A

ENNTHE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

THAT THE SELECTED FI! iS5 NOT

200 WS 2 VISIT MADE 5Y ANY OFFICER/OFFICIAL OF THE PROCURING AGENCY T0 THE

PROCUREMENT? |F S0, DETAILS TO

EVISIT, IF ABROAD -

: ‘ Yes | I No S”’

DVANCE PAYMEST 1x

Ty v [No

fariat No.4-4, Court Road, Karaehi

Tele: 02!-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax- 021-920629

|

T s . L



Bid Evaluation Report

—

oK

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.W)Y/TC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Rehabilitation existing High/Higher Secondary $chools in Sindh

(2008-09) Programme at GBHS Tameer-e-Millat M/Pur Taluka
Mehrabpur(Blectric Work).

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) —oee——eem

(Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: __ ===
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N, Fi Co.:;‘ b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame "?f irm | off €réC ¥V | torms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder oo
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/SKS L
enterprises o _ o owest
293170 1" Lowest 18830 Saving 1% Lowest | hence
accepted
2. M/S SK
Corporation nd nd .
315262 2" Lowest 3262 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 318594 | 3% Lowest | 6594 Excess | 3™ Lowest | Rejected

Educatio

{Member)}

works Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze

ucation Works Division
MNaushahro Feroze

Assistant Enginegr

Public Health Engineering

Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)




. .
- K
>
L—

19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT _A N % Woyles,

2040 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Cva ][ T

21} ADVERTISEMENT - o

‘ | Yes
i) SPPRA Website

(If yes, give date and SPPRA [dentification No.) L
No

1i) News Papers

(1f yes, give names.of newspapers and dates)
AR Ty,

Yes

5

% =
ol

No / .
8, W,
i I & %,
22) NATURE OF coﬁpgég%} ,:55@;%% e M e [T
AN

S

%) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRIERIA® g3,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER [JOCOMENTS?

| o
tIf yes, enclose acopy) 2;,' Y ” b'es ]TV] 'No “‘H
& 2t

P
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DC}{:U%/Jw _ b’"—s | No [j ] |

{If yes, enclose 3 copy)

[}

! N

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AU'I'HORIT};?WAS OBTATNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING? »#{i & Ves [ 1o e

w, S5
e d
N

- 26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS? _ {f*‘-’-’x LYE:S ’ L l'f ’L]
.

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves [T o ﬂ
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID {in ¢case ofConsultancies} c —

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | ues I MA [Lﬂ

COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OWT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? L I o
Yes ; ;l’

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

| 2
Attach ¢ fthe bid evaluati t
( t¢opy of the bid evaluation report} Yes No

L

2/3




1‘{

ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
Vs esresuit thercoD

323 ANY DEVIATION FRON SPECIF
U ves, clve detals)

32 ASCERTAINED REGARDINGF

it RS nese 2 ualed o

THE CONTRACT

I
M—‘:ﬂ.

S

)
(4]

P SPEZCIAL CONDIT O\b i

s, wive Briel Descrip
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371 WERE PROPER SATEGUARDS PROVIDED ON X OBILIZnTlOT\'-..I
S3ANN GUARANTEE ETC. :

I
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ya

}\.’u.l \,/

FICATIONS GIVEN N THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

o
No \/

Yes

33) WAS THE ENTENSION AMADE IN RESPONSE TISIE S

(3 ves, give reasons) Yes

- No l \/

34) DEVIATION FROM Qb ALIF ‘_C—\ T10W CRITERILA

{17 ves, nive detailed ."“)DI‘SJ B [ Yes
350 \T"." ""OCLRI\G ’\GE\’ Y OTHAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT

r.f\\\ \;': 1 chH:;h\o ll H

367 WAS ANISIT MIADID BN ANY O""]C'" l‘-‘ . OF THE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
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Yes No
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Bid Evaluation Report

"
g

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

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.WYTC/2928, dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Rehabilitation existing High/Higher Secondary Schools in Sindh

{2008-09) Programme at GBHS Halani Taluka
Mehrabpur{Electric Work].

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5, Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos,
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicab.le)

—__ (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: —e

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 14-01-2014

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost A \
, Ranking in | Comparison | Reasons for
S No Nam;‘f{;;'”m ;ﬁ"egify terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or biaaer € biaaer cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. M/S S.K L ;
Corporation ot ) st owes
193288 1™ Lowest 13712 Saving 1™ Lowest | hence
accepted
2, M/S Ghulam
Mustafa &
Brothers 199031 | 2™ Lowest | 7969 Saving | 2" Lowest | Rejected
3. M/S S.R
enterprises d . d )
203691 3" Lowest 3309 Saving 3% Lowest | Rejected
PN

[AFFAB AHMEDRVEMON) (ZAHOO

istan}Engigeer Assistant Engineer
Education Works Sub-Division Public Health Engineerifig
Naushahro Feroze Sub-Division N.FeroZe
(Member) (Member}

xecutivé Engineer
ducation Works Division
Naushahyo Feroze




et T

“e- o 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAIN

19 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT _Y/EPX & e ArwA1s
200 WHET IER THE PROCUREMENT WaS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
v [ v 7]
)] z\D\’ERTISEMENT
"] Yes
i) SPPRA Website
(Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
No
i} News Papers Yes -
o~ {If ves, give names.of newspapers and dates)
d WI:E}"‘" . —
2 Y }3 No L/ ]
ol -
C@ =N e
NATURE OF cowTRA @ﬁ h"t'% l P {1 I i,
L W
' i =7

Pt
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRIERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE
{If yes, enclose a copy)

Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN

N BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMER,
{Ify¢s, cnclose a copy) j’ ;

23) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOR:T‘IJ WAS OBT"

e
TNED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING g

‘,ﬁgLY esﬁ No

+ /‘

G 4

¥ %] [ 7

ED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS"

ey

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID was LOWEST EVALUATED _ b’es Ao Tf ”
BID/BESTEva LUATED BID {in case ofConsu!tancms) . :

#%) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNIGALLY - Lves [Ty i IR
(‘OMPLIANT? ' -

29} WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR
THE TiME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

QUOTED PRICES WERE READ O
- el 1]

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS' BEFQRE 7

CONTRACT?
(Autach copy of the bid evaluation report)
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310 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(I ves, rosult therea?)

/
No \/

“"| ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN .N THE TENDER NOTICE / POCUMENTS

(14 vus, cive detaiis)
No \/

Yes

AE ENTENSION NADE IN RESPONSE TIME"
IV reasuns) Yes

: ,*\ No \/

34 DEVIATION FROM QUALIFICATION CRITERIA
(I ves. o \-t.\..;‘\.'llleu rca ors ) Yes

(. ¥y
—

U’ i

N o

No N ]

ASSURED 3V THT 2R DC‘L'J \G *\GE\f\. THAT THE SELECTED FIRMTIS NOT

BLACK LiSTEDC - | ves | Ao ]m!
N :

3Y ANY OFFICER/OFFICIAL OF THE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
S IN CONNECTION WITH, THE PROCUREMENT? If SO, DETAILS TO
TARDING FINANCING OB VISIT, IF ABROAD: /
Yes No
PRCPER $FZGUARDS PROVIDED ON M OBILIZATION A

. 5 (DVANCE PAVMENT IN
L CONTRACT .30

S o

38 SPECIAL CONDITIONS, {(F ANY , f
- . Yes| 5
ta2d, give Briel Description) ~

Sigaature & Official Stamp of
Authorized Officer
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Bid Evaluation Report

e

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Executive Engineer {Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: XEN(E.WYTC/2928. dated 05-11-2013

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Infroduction of Post Graduate Courses in existing Degree

Colleges in Sindh at Govt: Boys Degree N.Feroze (Canteen)
Taluka N.Feroze {Electric Work),

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage one envelop procedure

5. Tender Published: Website
6. Total Bid documents Sold; _03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 03 Nos
10. Bid(s) Rejected: ———-
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 04-01-2014
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
N, Fi Co.:*; b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
S No ame '?f irm | off ety | terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder L.
cost cost rejection
1 2 3 4 5 6
M/S Ghulam
Mustafa & Lowest
Brothers 199436 | 1* Lowest 564 Saving 1" Lowest | hence
accepted
M/S S.K
Corporation nd nd .
218804 2" Lowest 804 Excess 2" Lowest | Rejected
M/SK.S
enterprises vd od )
223958 3" Lowest | 23958 Excess 3" Lowest | Rejected
PN

(ZAHOORUDDIN UJJAN)
Assistant Engineer
Public Health Engineering
Sub-Division N.Feroze
(Member)

orks Sub-Division
Naushahro Feroze
{(Member)

(IRSHAD AH

Executive Engin

' Q{Eﬁuccnon Works Division
Naushakro Feroze
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~ 26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE 3IDDERS?

9 APPROVING AUT)- 1ORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT 55 é é‘é o~ wl’{(&

200 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT waS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes I |No

21} ADVERTISEMENT -

Yes
i SPPRA Websile
{Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Hentification No.)
e | ]
ity News Papers Yes .
(Ifyes, give names.of newspapers and dates)
E
(i3
Ty
)
;f'—"' bo '

22) NATURE OF CO\'TRA %ﬂfﬁs ”%A - ,?*“’ %:. ]

23) WHETHER QLAL!FICATJO\I CRIT.ERTA;? Ai'?
WAS INCLUDED N BIDDING 7 TEN DER.DOCUM ENTS?

(I yes, enclose a copy)

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA :,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUM;

({1f yee, enclosg o copy) ﬁ

25} WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOR:T; TWAS OB'I‘AINED FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDINW I.I No E/

Yes No

-

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BiD WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes {1No ”
BiD /BEST EVALUATED BID {in case ofConsuitancms)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICA LLy _. I“!ﬁl.l _

COMPLIANT?

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

L~
Yes No

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIvEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT? >

{Attach copy of the bid ev alvation report) e 1] '

Yes No
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310 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes 1
. N €5
Ut ves, reslt thereotd /(
No \/
) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN N THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
U ves, give details)
Yes /\
No \/
331 WAS THE ENTENSION MADE [N RESPONSE TIME '
(EFves, give reasons) Yes
Bttt pisdbtre 2 / ;'
T T 17?.--_ No \/ }
34) DEVIATION FROM AL r[C%T O\ CRITER!A
{Ifves, give dagail e_u reaso;}g.; Yes i
- * __"‘.i' ;‘-3 /
’f':x-\‘,-\" I NO ,

Rz

353 WAS T ASSURED 3y TH* DQDC\,RI\G AGE\ Y THAT THE SELECTED F R)»‘/Q,‘\OT
L%L\C'r\:,Sl*O" b \/1)/1 ]|

303 WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY O::IC RrO"FIC:—H OF THE PROCURING AGENCY 7O THE
SUPPLIER'S PREMISIS IN CONNECTION WITH, THE DROCbRE\fIE\T” IF SO, DET~ILS TO

BE ASCERTAINTD REGARDING FINANCING OD \ .SIT IF ADROAD

ves enclose a cepy; o

J[ Yes

\.1/'\‘ .’Z

Yes No

37] \L-v{; PROPIR SAFZGUARDS PROVIDED ON M DBII léATIOT\'- D\*’A.\‘CE PAYIINT N
GECONTRACT  BANN GUARANTEE ETC.y? e *\_‘ _

Yes No

L e IS 1T Yes |
U7y es. uive Brief Deserintion) - /‘

No \/

Signature & Official Stamp of
Authorvized Officer
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