SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

EONT RACT EVALUATION FORM

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

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. Mehran University of Engineering & Technology, Jamshora
2} PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Autonomous

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT Installation of Barbed wire on wall

4) TENDER NUMRER MUET/XEN/JAMIZ012/-43, dated: 30-01-2012

3) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Maintenance & Repsic work

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME  From Regular Allocated _
7) TENDER ESTIMATER VALUE Rs. 972,020.00 z
8) ENGINEER’S ESTIMATE Rs. 972,080.00

(For civil works only

9) ESTIMATED COh ] ERIOD {AS PER CONTRACT) 02 {twe) Manths
10) TENDER OPEN ATE 05-03-2012 at 12:00 noon

11) NUMBER QF T JE
(Attach [ist of buyers)

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSE uliah Qureshi & Co, Hyderabad

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION

(ie M 2" 39 BEVALUATION BID), 1] W/s Mis Ubedullah G & Co, Hyderabad

2} Mfs Muhammad U o, Hyderabad,
3)Mfs MR E Contra Hyderabad
18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)
a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE  Single Staga Domestic! Lacal

c} TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

dy) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

b)  SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY QTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:

I/

Led




Execitive Enginear
12) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

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

Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes | s.# 10070
i) SPPRA Website I.D 6594/2012, Dated:- 01-02-2012
{Ifyes, give date and SPPRA Identification Mo
No
ii) News Papers _ Ves —l
(If ves, aive name newspapers and dates)
B
—

22) NATURE OF CONGRAG : IIWIII

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION 2
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDEI L

(If yes, enclose a copy) Yes No v

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUM
(If yes, enclose a copy)

Yes Mo ¥

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS

FOR USING A
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BID ! [

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes (| ||No
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in casc of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIGDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes [| ¥ 1Mo
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? ves | [+ | o

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

(Attach copy ol the bid evaluation report) | Yes | FF-“ND “‘"ﬂ

213




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED

¥
(11 yes, result thereof) 2

Mo | Mo

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If ves, give details)

Yes

™o | No

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

TION CRITERIA

No | Mo —I

MNCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM 1S NOT
Yes ||+ || No

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY O ICER/G)
SUPPLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITE
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING |
(If yes, enclose a copy) &

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

K21 NI )

DVANCE PAYMENT IN
Yes No || |

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ET B

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY 7
(If yes, give Brief Description) e

[NO No o

Signature & Official Stamp o i -
Authorized Officey m{‘ '

el L
Ve L% 7

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY Py
w\

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindli Secretariar No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: #21-920629]

- -_m_“ m’ ! Res.et
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SUBJECT: Iustallation of Barb
University, Jamshorg,

MEHRAN UNIVERSITY OF ENGINEERING

& TE

CHNOLOGY. JAMSHORO

SCHEDULE - B

ed wire on wall the Partitioning the Mehran University & Sindh

per approved sample and

& per instruction of Engineer / Incharge,

S# ITEM s QTY Rate:Unit AMOUNT
! Providing / Fixing Barbed Wire Fencing straight type in 12 gaugel
in size over the existing boundary iron grillsbars including 8- B 5
Horizantal and 2 cross wires and round type good quality fencing i ,: %\‘ i R o
of heavy gauge (length caleulated in rings) botween the doub]e 460.00 f‘;g’ PRt /Z:;r Do S%
angle iron 2" 2%x1,/4" and the angle iron fitted in C.C. foundation P b s T ﬂ__ﬁ,
with necessary painting ele complele in all respects as per T v el —_—
approved sample as per instruction of Engineer/Incharge,
2 Providing ¢ Fixing sound I¥pe zood quality Barbed Wire Fencing
between the angle fron over the existing straight barbed wire ang ) e
iron grill including 1o provide the extra angle iron pieces in size ':; 2 r'f"jé?z{--.-.--wt_)
X 2147 joint 7 welded with the sxisting single angle fron ang| alooe tgj‘ r'#;% B Rs [_ 2 'L%
- providingiing ewrs  siraioht barbed wires with necessary i T 3 E e B
painting cie; complete i all respects as o

Total o= IR

53
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Bid Evaluation Report

I. Ndme of Procuring Agency: Mehran University of Engincering & Technology, Jamshoro

- Tender Reference No: MUET/XEN/JAM/2012/-43. dated: 30-01-2012

[ ]

- Tender Deseription/Name of work/item:  Installation of Barbed wire on wall the partitioning

Mehran University & Sindh University. Jamshoro.

4. Method of Procurement: Domestie/ Local

5. Tender Published: MUET Web Site on 01-02-2012, SSPRA Web Site on 01-02-2012

[

. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Total Bids Received:

10. Bid(s) Rejected: Nil

12, Bid Evaluation Report;

03 Numbers

I'1. Financial Bid Opening date: 06-03-2012

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): Not Applicable

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

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) Not Applicabie [(Provide details in separate form)

T +

_ Cost affered Ranking | Ca.ﬂﬂpfm.mn Reasons for
|5 Name of Firm or Bidder by the in terms witlh acceptance’ Remarks

g | ameef b Bidider - Estimuated ceptal

af cost ) refection
_— cost
0 1 2 3 4 5 _ 6
My Ubedullah Qureshi & Co, st 0.297% Accepted due
[ ! Hyderabad. 969,200.00 1 Below 1oy lowest
M/s Muhammad Umar & Co, nd 1.482%, .
2
| 2 | Myderabad. 986,500.00 2 Ahaye Higher
. | Mis M.R.B Contractors, : i 7.881% .
| | 3 | Hyderabad. 1,048,700.00 3 Above Highest
%
r- 2 03
Sighat re&snof the ]
e
L
L ) — — T




