SINDH MADRESSATUL ISLAM UNIVERSITY

Aiwan-e-Tijarat Road, Karachi

Subject: - Minutes of meeting of the Procurement Committee held on 29t May, 2018

The Procurement committee meeting for “Pre-qualification of Contractors for Development
of SMIU Malir Campus (Building and related infrastructure works in Lots) at Education
City Malir, Karachi, Pakistan” was held on 29" May, 2018 in Directorate of Planning,
Development & Services at Main Building SMIU, Karachi.

Prequalification Notice was published in Newspapers (Daily Dawn, Daily Jang and Daily
Kawish) on 10% April, 2018 as well as uploaded on SPPRA and SMI University website.

In response to that following contractors have submitted their pre-qualification documents for
the said scheme:

M/s. Noble Enterprises

M/s. Pakistan Civil & Electric Works

M/s. Sultan Mahmood & Company

M/s. SMK Construction Co.

M/s. Ziauddin Ahmed & Co (PVT) LTD.
M/s. Abdul Majeed & Co.

M/s. Haji Gul Muhammad Khan Shirani
M/s. Amcorp Engineering & Const. (PVT) Itd
M/s Mohammad Siddique and Brothers
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. M/s Fazal & Brothers Builders and Developers

. M/s Sherjan MosaKhail & Sons

. M/s Qavi Engineers (pvt.) Ltd

. M/s H.A. Construction

. M/s ECHOWEST Engineers and Constructors

. M/s Evershine Constructors

. M/s. Sachal Engineering Works (Pvt.) Ltd.

. M/s. JV Shams Builders and Developers and N.K. & Company
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The Prequalification documents of contractors were opened on 02-05-2018 at 1500 hours at
the “Directorate of Planning and Development Sindh Madressatul Islam University,
Aiwan-i-Tijarat Road, Karachi”. >

Furthermore, the pre-qualification documents of all above participants were sent to M/s, EA
Consulting (Pvt.) Ltd. vide letter No. SMIU/DPD&S/2018/1010 dated 3t May 2018. After
detailed scrutiny of all seventeen (17) contractors, the evaluation report has been received by
undersigned office vide Letter No. EA/986/1171/2018 dated 15% May 2018.

Based on the prescribed prequalification criteria, the evaluation result and the earned respective
scores of all seventeen (17) contractors are tabulated below:
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Result

S. No. Name of Company Obtatnad (Passing Femarhs
(Outof | rrorks=50)
100)
The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
1 M/s. Noble Enterprises 32.5 Not Qualified | bench mark score of. 50% in each
category, hence not qualified
: P . The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
2 lvv'v/ s'k Pakistan Civil & Electric | o . |\, Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
orks category, hence not qualified
3 g/& Sultan Mahmood & | ... Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria
ompany

The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
4 M/s. SMK Construction Co. 69.0 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
category, hence not qualified

5 M/s. Ziauddin Ahmed & Co (Pvt)

Ltd 79.0 Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria

6 M/s. Abdul Majeed & Co. 67.0 Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria
.o The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
7 g’:l/isr‘an?a” Gul Muhammad Khan | 5, |y Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each

category, hence not qualified

The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
80.0 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
category, hence not qualified

3 M/s. Amcorp Engineering & Const.
(Pvt) Itd

The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
46.8 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
category, hence not qualified

9 M/s Mohammad Siddique and
Brothers

. The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
o B & Diothes Bulldes oo | gus | iosk0miitiod| huncih. metk: soms 4 508k . et

Developers category, hence not qualified
1 M/s Sherjan MosaKhail & Sons 76.5 Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria
12 M/s Qavi Engineers (Pvt.) Ltd 87.5 Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria
The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
13| M/s H.A. Construction 69.5 | NotQualified | bench mark score of 50% in each

category, hence not qualified

14 M/s ECHOWEST International

(Pvt) Ltd 79.5 Qualified Fulfils the requisite criteria
The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
15| M/s Evershine Constructors 53 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
category, hence not qualified
. . The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
16 ggs Sachal Engineering Works (Pvt.) 57.5 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each

category, hence not qualified

The firm couldn’t achieve minimum
65.5 Not Qualified | bench mark score of 50% in each
category, hence not qualified

17 |M/s. JV Shams Builders and
Developers and N.K. & Company

RECOMMENDATIONS OF PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE ARE AS UNDER: -

After detailed assessment, the Committee. unanimously recommended based on the prescribed *
prequalification criteria set in Pre-qualification document and based on evaluation report by M/s. EA
Consulting (Pvt.) Ltd, following six (06) contractors stand qualified:
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. No. Name of Applicant Score
1 M/s. Sultan Mahmood & Company 86.5
2 M/s. Ziauddin Ahmed & Co (PVT) LTD. 79.0
3 | M/s. Abdul Majeed & Co. 67.0
4 | M/s Sherjan MosaKhail & Sons 76.5
5 | Ms Qavi Engineers (pvt.) Ltd 87.5
6 M/s ECHOWEST International (Pvt) Ltd 79.5

PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE

Mr. Gulzar Ahmed Mughal
Registrar, SMIU

Mr. Suresh Mal Dodani
Project Coordinator
SMIU Malir Campus

Mr. Ali Gohar Larik
Executive Engineer, SMIU

Mr. Magbool Raza

Head of Contracts and Construction

EA Consulting (Pvt.) Ltd.

(from agencies/dept other than SMI university)

Mr. Munir Ahmed Sehar
Resident Auditor, D.U.E.T, Karachi
(from agencies/dept other than SMI university)

Meeting ended with the vote of thanks.
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Submitted for approval
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Vice Chancellor
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