| OFFICE OF THE

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER EDUCATION WORKS DIVISION
NAUSHAHRO FEROZE

Tel # 0242-448988 No.XEN/EW/TC/ 2.4 7 .
N.Feroze Dated: 27 L2/ 22/2 |
‘G 8

The Director (CB),
Sindh Procurement Regulatory Authority,
Government of Sindh, Karachi.

SUBJECT:  NITNO. DO(E.W)/T.C/726 DATED 16-05-2011.

Reference: Letter No.Dir (CB-0767)/SPPRA/3-18(N.F)/10-11/5498, dated: 23-05-2012

With reference to above cited letter number the requisite

documents regarding subject N.I.T is sent herewith as desired,

This is for faveour of information and further necessary action.

Deverrrrn e B 015 Qbove
I. Bid evaluation repot
Il. Contractor Evaluation forms

MNer

Copy FWCs fo the Superintending Engineer<Works & Services
Department Naushahro Feroze for favour of kind information.

EXECUTiéENGINEER

EDUCATION WORKS DIVISION
NAUSHAHRO FEROZE




1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

1~

Ll

=

. Tender Relerence No:

5. Tender Published:

h

Bid Evaluation Report

DO(E.W)/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

. Method of Procurement: Single stage

: 'l'eﬁder Description/Name of work/item; Senstruetion of Two Reomed Primary School at GPS Muhammad Bux Zordari

News Papers

. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Total Bids Received:

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

03 Nos.

03 Nos.

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011 )
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost 3 ; 1
s Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
N ; ; S AR
S Mo a;fi;f:’;;fm EJ;Z eg:ﬁg_ terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1|y e AUZARL 0005440 | 1¥Lowest | . 2015000 | 1% Lowest
7 Egir;;iis 2010580 | 2™ Lowest 2015000 | 2™ Lowest
1
/SZabeer& | 2012600 | 3 Lowest | 2015000 | 3% Lowest

ol




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PRCCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

- 1} MAME OF THE ORGANIZATION f DEPTT, DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

7 2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK Aol
4) TENDER NUMBER: 01 :
.5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Conshruction of Two Reemed Primary School at GPS Muhommad Bux Zardarl.
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-
8] ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2015000/
9] ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10} TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011
11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14} BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Aliaz Al Zardari
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2005440/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. 1, 2ne, 3dEVALUATION BID}. 1. Mr. Aljaz Ali Zardari
2. M/$ Asad Enferprises

3. M/S Zahir & Ce.
18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ] erASe ‘

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | ‘

<) TWO STAGE BIDDING PRCCEDURE I |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE [ ‘

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.

EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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19y APFROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

p.o Ecb wribs

201 WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED N ANNUAL FROCUREMENT PLANT

Do I [ |

2y ADY ERTISEMENT : i

i} SPERA Websile :
{1f yus, mive date apd SPFRA Identification Me.}

F

] Mews Papers
(1f yes, give II&]_'I:]_(._'S.L}\F\[‘;C\\‘SPHFE]'S and daics)

4
{}

iy H
177 NATURE OF CLJNLL@é;':ra

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CF TER(E
WAS INCLUDED (N BIDDING / TENDERDOCUMENTS?
(1€ yes, encluse 2 Copy) Y

247 WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUNED
(1f ves, enclose a capy)

25y WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY, WAS OBTAINED FOR USING A

MELHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHTIVE DIDDEG?

G WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID { BEST EVALUATED 810 (in case of Consultangies)

23y WHETHER THE SUCCESSTUL RIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANT?

25) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS
THE TIME OF GPENING OF BIDG?

Wy WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
Yos Ao

[ Attaeh copy ol the bid cvaluation repart]
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Bid Evaluation Report .1

- 1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

D _.Tenr:ler Reference No: DO(E.WVYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. .Tendar.Descriptiom’Namc of work/item: Construction of Twe Roomed Primary School at GFS Allah Wasave Tardari

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
“FFotal Bids Received:. 03 Nos,

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

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

WeBidg) Rejected: . 1 i

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Repori:

Cost | Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
8 No Naﬂ?‘gﬂfr’;;fm ge;iii}; terms af with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost rejection
Ea 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
1. TZ"'{; j;i‘;mtaz A 2006200 | 1% Lowest 2008500 | 1% Lowest
Mr., Dur
2. | Muhammad 2008300 | 2™ Lowest 2008500 2™ Lowest
Chowan
M/S Pak Constt:
3. 2009800 | 3" Lowest 2008500 3" Lowest
I




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

ll CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

1] NAKE OF THE ORGANIZATION f DEPTT. RISTRICT QFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

'.2}_PRD\"[NCIAL;’ LOCAL GOWT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: O

5) BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : C_oﬁsfrucﬁnn of Two Roomed Primary School ot GPS Allah Wasayo Zardarl.

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
7) TEMDER ESTIMATED WVALUE: RS, 200000/-
8) ENGIMEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2015000/-
7] ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERICD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-056-2011
11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
. 12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Mumtaz Ali Zardari
16} COMTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.EDOBSDU{-.
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
(i, Ta, 2ng, 3ra EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Mumtaz Ali Zardari

2, Mr. Dur Muhammad Chowdn

3. M/S Pak Const:

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

@) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE [ comestc/ Local ‘

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ J

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ) | |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENWELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

FLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADCPTED 2.

EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCNS:
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19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Do éﬂﬁ wﬁ(ai

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS NCLUDED ™ ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

-
Yes Mo
21} ADVERTISEMENT © 3 ’ i
fud
: [ ves
il SPPRA Website
(10 yes, give date apd SPPRA ldentification Ne.)
Mo |.
it] Mews Papers :lg;_ i 1 H
{1f yes, nive names of newspapess and dates)
e iy,
54 “‘5’5\1
":.. *{,
é‘:" fle] |

21) MATURE OF C{JN'EE\:{\J;

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA" @
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDIMNG S TENDER, LOCUMENTS?
(1f yes, enclose a cepy) " £ i

74) WIHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERLA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING J TENDER DOCUMENTS?

(1f yes, enclose @ capy) 0
15) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI ],’-:dr‘Wr\S OBTAMEDR FOR USING

[ves [ Mo ][ |

METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETHIVE B[DDiF%i 3

IG) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

277 WHETUER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS ijWEST EVALUATED
BN/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consuliancies)

25} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes !
COMPLIANT?

70y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUUTED FRICES merts NEATY OLT AT
TLE TIME QF QPENING OF Bins? -In'll' .
Yes L)
ul

i) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT CIVEN TQ BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

{ Atlach copy of the bid evaluation report) L\, 1 ' E\J,JD]
p) fiele]
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer

ducation Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)YTC/T26, dated 16-03-2011

. 3. Tender Description/Name of work/itemn CSenstruction of Two Roomed Frimary School at GPS Muhammad Laique Zordar

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

3. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) _———-emeeaeee (Provide afez‘aii’.s in separale form)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: -

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

l | Cost g i |
.| Name of Firm | offered by Ranking il ?gm-f'“f'm’” Reasons for -
8 No R ; terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remuarks
or Bidder the Bidder | s
cost cost rejection
0 i | 2 BE 4 1 s 6

M. Muharmmad st o st .
1. SulSTHET CoraeE 2015400 1™ Lowest 2019000 1" Lowest
2. | Mr.Talib Hussain | 20017200 | 2™ Lowest 2019000 2" Lowest
3 Mr. Mihal Khan

Channa

20019000 | 3™ Lowest 2019000 3 Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNM.ENT

3] TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4} TENDER NUMBER: 0%,

- 5) BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRALT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Muhammad Laiaque Tardari,
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMIATED ¥ ALUE: RS, 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2019000/-

%) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTREACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED OM (DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS 5OLD: 03 NOS,

1 2) NUMBER OF BIbS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPEMING OF BIDS _{ALLY
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT  ATTACHED

15) NAME AMD ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Muhammad Suleman Zardari

14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2015400/-
17] RAMNKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER M EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. Tst, 2ng, 3d EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Muhammad Suleman Zardiari

2, Mr. Talib Hussain

3. Mr. Nihal Khan Channa
18] METHOD COF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

&) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Eomesm oo

) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE . ‘ ‘

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE i | |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE _ [ ‘

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.

EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING [/ MEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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{91 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D-¢ ed wedED

20y WHETHER TI |13 PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED TN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN? .
' Illmll

21y ADVERTISEMENT : .

i} SPPRA Website
(Tf yes, give date apd SPPRA ldentification Mo}

ii} Mews Papers
(T yes, give NaLes q_FHmespnpms and dates)
0 P by
£y

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA" iy,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING { TENDER,DOC
{If ves, cnclose a copy) Sk A

247 WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDOING S TENDER DOCU {EN
{If yes, enclosz 2 copy)

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

261 WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE DIDDERS?

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WaAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID / BEST EVALUATER BID {im cose of Consultancics)

78] WHETIER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHMICALLY Yes No
COMPLIANT?

1
v

20y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES T AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BlDs?

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
{Altach copy of the bid cvaluation repart) Li"lj__ ﬁ':'
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agencjf: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)/TC/726. dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender DescripiionﬂName of work/item: Consiruction of Two Roomed Primary School of GPS Dodo Khan Khoso

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: MNews Papers

‘6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 MNos.

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: i

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12, Bid Evaluation Report:

Koar

Namse of Fitm | a ffg't:z‘g by Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
8 No it the Bidder terms of with Estimated (lr:‘(:é.!pfﬂ.ﬂce-‘{ Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 1 2 .3 4 5 6
], | Mr.Mashoogque | 5019500 | 1% Lowest 2022000 1" Lowest
Ali Sahito . ]
2. | M/S Noor & Co. 2021400 | 2™ Lowest 2022000 2™ Lowest
3. | MrAbdulSatior | 5503600 | 3%Lowest | 2022000 | 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY il

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER E.W) N.FEROZE
2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOWVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4} TENDER NUMBER: glt

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of TwoRoomed Primary School of GPS Dodo Khan Khoso.
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED YALUE: RS. 200000/-

8] ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS, 2022000/ -

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OFENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011

11) MUMBER OF TEMDER DOCUMENTS 50LD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13} MUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF GPEMING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDERl: Mr. Mashoogue Ali Khoso

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.2019500/-
17) RAMKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

(ie. 1s, 2ra, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Mashoogue Ali Sahito

2. M/S Noor & Co.
3. Mr. Abdul Sattar Koari
18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick one]

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | bomestic/local |

‘b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPEPROCEDURE ] i

c} TWO STAGE BIDDING FROCEDURE ‘ ‘ ;

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

FLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED Le.

EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING f NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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vy APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

#CTHE PROCUREMENT WAS NCLUDED N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLANT
.|
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1) ADVERTISEMENT %
=i |
_ Yes
i SPPRA Websile
{1f yus, give dale apd SPPRA Identification Me.)
Mo
it Mews Papers -?;:;_

(11 yos, give ]'I:L!_'IIES_OLIIC‘.\'S]E]}-T:S and dates)
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23] WHETHER QUALIFICATION CE{‘]T;E PN
DOC £
A iy
24y WIETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERLA ﬁ\

WAS INCLUDED iM BIDDING I'['E;\IDE.]

(1f yos, cnglose a copy) ]

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMENTS?
(1€ yes, enclose a copy)

i '\
Tk
2271 NATL IE OF (_ZUNW

25) WHETHER APFROVAL OF COMPETENT AU'E'HURI}:&? WAS Sé;.;{ JE
WETII0D OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHIVE [;ED;)@%

26 WAS BIT SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27) WHETHER THI SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
B BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancics)

Yes Mo

74y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANTT

’ I
20y WHETIER MAMES OF THE BIDDERS AMD THETR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? Yes < ]

3y WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?

{Atiach copy of the hid evaluation report l_“,_ gr
cep port) Ves Mo
_________ e R T - |
E 1
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23
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b

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

Bid Evaluation Report

: -2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.WYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:Construction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GPS Meve Tagar

4. Method of Procurement: Sing!e stage

5. Tender Published:

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

MNews Papers

7. Total Bids Received:

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

03 Nos.

03 Nos,

(Provide details in separate form)

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost | )
. . Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
Name of Firm | offered by | = ; i
8§ No or Bidder the Bidder | €715 of | with Estimated acce_rptz{ma—’ Remarks
| cost cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
A Gk 2018900 | 1% Lowest | 2023100 1 Lowest
agar
Mr, Muhammad al ; nd
2, Uris Bhurt 2020700 | 2% Lowest 2023100 2™ Lowest
g - kel 2022000 | 3" Lowest 2023100 3" Lowest
' Tagar i z




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGEMCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
-2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 05"

5] BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GPS Mevo Tagar.

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: PAD DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE; RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2023100/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERlIOD (A3 FER COMNTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED OM [DATE & TIMEJ: 18-05-2011

11) MUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALLY
14) BID EVALUATIOM REFPORT : ATTACHED

13] MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Plvar Ali Tagar
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _RS.2018700/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

{l.e, 15, 2nd, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Pivar Ali Tagar

2. Mr. Muhammad Uris Bhurt

3. Mr. Amjad Ali Tagar
18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick che)

a) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE = LDDmesiicf Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE : L

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ J

PLEASE SFECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.

EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH ERIEF REASONS:
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Bid Evaluation Report

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Distriet Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.WWTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

.3. Tender Description/Name of work,fitem:CO"ﬁ"UC”DF‘ of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Muhammad Usman Mari

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published:

News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

“T. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) =-mm—-eeov

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Finanecial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost

” Ranking in' | Comparison | Reasons Jor
s Name of Firm | offered by : R ' ,
S5 No or Bidder the Bidder | TETMS af with Estimated acc:i:pmfwe/ Remuarks
cost cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
[, |[MMangadr 2012700 | 1% Lowest 2019300 1 Lowest
3 Hussain Channa -
g | MPaoral 2018800 | 2™ Lowest 2019300 2™ Lowest
Tagar .
Mr. 3osed Lt B G rd ;
3. i el b 2020300 | 37 Lowest 2019300 37 Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
© 3) TITLE OF CONTRACT; CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 0k

5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School af GPS Muhammad Usman Mari
&) FORUM THAT APFROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7] TENDER ESTIMATED WVALUE: RS. 200000/ -

8) ENGINEER'S ESTlMATE:. RS. 2019300/-

7] ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT}: 12 MONTHS

'10) TENDER QPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011 °

1] NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS $OLD: 03 NOS.

12) _NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13] NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF DPENNG OF BIDS _[ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Manzoor Hussain Channa
186) COMTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2012700/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IM EVALUATION REFORT

fi.e. 15, Znd, 3:a EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Manzoor Hussain Channa

2. Mr. Piyar Ali Tagar
3. Mr. Saeed Ahmed Arain

- 18} METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick ane)

a) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ DRSHEL o

) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ’7 —I

¢) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE : ' | ‘

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ |

PLEASE SPECIFY IF AMNY OTHER METHOD OF FROCLUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.c.
EMERGENCY. DIRECT CONTRACTING [ NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCNS:
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i |
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1 28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Ves Em.

L& COMPLIANT?

29) WHETIHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES _WER.E READ QUWT AT

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? UCS o
" ity WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?

(Altach copy ol the bid cvaluation report) Ves o
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Bid Evaluation Report

L. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No:  DO(E.WYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of workfitérn:c"-‘"s'fr”fﬁ“” of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Abdul Hukeem Rajper

4, Method of Procurement: Siug'le stage

3. Tender Published: News Papers
6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos. -

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: _18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

A CFim | o ﬁf’?ﬁ b | Ranking in | Comparison | Reasons for |
SNe | - {:f;? e s B‘ Bf:: 1d ;; terms of | with Estimated | gcceptance/ | Rentarks
» cost cost | rejection
|
0 o3 P 3 : d 5 6
I | e MansoorAll | 2016000 | 1% Lowest | 2025000 1 Lowest
| 2

B ﬂ;d‘;hg}'ﬂ’; 2019900 | 2™ Lowest 2025000 2™ Lowest
3 | ghehalknan | 2022700 | 3%Lowest | 2025000 | 3 Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF -

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

. 1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2] FROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3 TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 61

5] BRIEF DESCRIFTICN OF CONTRACT ; Construction of Two Roomed Primary School af GPS Abdut Hakeem Balper

4) FORUM THAT APFROVED THE SCHEME: P&D: DEPARTMENT

/] TEMDER ESTIMATED Y ALUE: RS. 200000/ -

- 8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2025000/-

#) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10] TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS (ALLY
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

135) MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Mansoor All Memon
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __ RS.2014000/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION-REFORT

©ies e, Zog, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Mansoor Ali Memon

2. Mr. Ghulam Hyder Bhurt
3. Mr. Nehal Khan Chang

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

.a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ' , [ Domestic/ Local
b} SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

<) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE - 14, r |

d) TWO STAGE = TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ _J

PLEASE SPECIFY IF AMY CTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WaAS ADOPTED i,
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEE REASOINS:
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro F. eroze,

2. Tender Reference No:  DO(E.W)Y/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Deseription/Name of work/item:Ceonstuction of Two Roomed Primary School af GPS GBPS Dholan Chandio

* 4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

i\;’ of Fi jfc;i.g}; Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for =]
ShNo | 7 um;{: ” de;rm ;;:Bf A é’:- terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks |
or - cost cost rejection
0 1 3 3 4 5 6 |
B Murmtaz Al ; o
1. | Chandio 1995497 1% Lowest 2012000 1* Lowest
2 ﬂhﬁiﬁfl Heriaan 1995548 | 2™ Lowest 2012000 2% | owest
tir, ek :
3, | tunommadBing | on00500 | 39 Tewest 2012000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

i) NAME OF THE CRGANIZATION / DEPTT, DISTRICT OFIFICER {E.W) N.FEROZE

“2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3] TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 0§

'5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Consfruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GEPS Dholan Chandio

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P2.D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2012000/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD {AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

'10) TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS,

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ;: ATTACHED

'15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Mumiaz Ali Chandio
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.1995497 /-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

(lLe. 1a, 2nd, 3 EVALUATION BID), 1. Mr. Mumtaz Ali Chandio

2. Mr. Abdul Mubeen Panhwar

3. Mr. Nek Muhammad Rind

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE et | T J
b) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE -z r
¢) TWC STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE _ LI [ |
d] TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE L ‘

PLEASE SFECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.=,
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NECOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASOMNS:
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

: ;[‘cnder Reference No: DO(E.WYWTC/726. dated 16-05-2011

S

g

. Tender Description/Name of work/item:Sanstuction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS All Nawoz Khan Mari

. Method of Procurement: Single stage

I

3. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; -

03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) ————r—mx -~ (Provide details in separaie form)

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

10, Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
N o Eisias: | o fgt;; b;- Ranking in Comparison | Reasar;;ﬁs Sor | -
8 No or Bidder the Bidder | TETTS af with Estimated accefpm:m?e.-’ Remarks
i cost cost refection
L0 1 2 3 4 5 6
tar. Muhammad ]
1. | Mithal Channa 2046041 | 1% Lowest 2086000 1¥ Lowest
2. | MeMubommad | 2050149 | 2% Lowest 2012000 2" Lowest
dique Leghari
br. Pivar Ali
3. | Tagar 2055264 | 3™ Lowest 2012000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

COMNTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

- 2} PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3] TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER:@

‘5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Iwo Reomed Primary School at GPS All Nawaz Khan Mari

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS, 2086000/
9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS,

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED '

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Muhammead Mithal Channa

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2044041/-
17} RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
(il.e. Tst, Znd, 3 EVALUATION BID), 1. Mr. Muhammad Mithal Channa

2. Mr. Muhammad Laique Leghari

3. Mr. Pivar Ali Tagar
18) METHOD OF PROCUREMEMNT USED : - (Tick one)

@) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE =a I_ngcsnc; Local _|

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _~ T |

<) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

o) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ "

FLEASE SPECIFY |F ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADCPTED i.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOINS:




.-J_;' _
l9) APPROVING ALTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D@ Eles it {713
20 WHETHER T IE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED [N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
eIl
a1 ADVERTISEMENT b '
i ' ﬁcs _
: i) SPPRA Website
S {If ves, give date apd SPPRA Identification Mo.) }
' Mo
1} Mews Papers Ve
(If yos, wive nanes :I)‘E\ncu.'spnpcrs and dates)
. ' e Sy
' M~ RN H ‘ No
H B¢
-\,;: <) P ToErRr ]_,
£ : T
33} NATURE OF CONTRAGT [ T e
23) WILETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA" i,
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING { TENDERD {ENTS? TR -
] (1£yes, enclose a copyl i ves :Li _Ei i “- w‘,;"‘
i 4y WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA ﬁ - f
! . 5 Yes | Ta

! WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING/ TENDER DOCUMENTS? -‘3
‘i {If ves, enclose a copy] ﬁ
o b

L-.

i |L 25y WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORILY WAS cqg&rﬁ%q FOR USING
(i METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHIVE BIDDINGLES 75 r“ o
j ' pN

I6) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERSY

\ ! 27 WHETHER TE |E SUCCESSFUL BID Was LOWEST EVALUATED ucs ]

& RID ¢ BEST EVALUATED BID {in casc af Consultancies) =

| .

B 28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDGER WAS TECHWICALLY 1 Yes ™o !

E COMPLIANT? : :

T ' i

B ! 29y WHIETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ ¢

THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS?

! 307 WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD QF
CONTRACT?
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) ves | o

.‘ [ S, e i e e e e —
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5 1 Naushahm
()il Works

Agency: District Officer Educaty

i % -) 31

1. MName of Procunng -

7. Tende Reference Mo DO;E,.W};'TCHI(), dated 16-03 ZH!I. -S e “ ﬁ
r | 5 ™ i k,f'wm-t:anshucﬁon ot Two Roomed PmMEL chool ot & wizhuliah DD
cription'! ame of work/ett:

3. Tender Desctlp

eyl
4. Method of Procurcment: Single stag

QR

s Papers
5, Tendet published: _ News :

6. Tolal Bid documments Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: __ 03 MNos.

e
e —

=
Openi (Provide details in separaie form)

8. Technical Bid Opemng

9 No. of Bid technically gualified (.ifapplic -----

11. Financial Bid Opcni_ng date: 18-06-2011 Sl oM .

- 12. Bid Evaluation Report:

| Cost G| ; T T
; Ranking in Comparison. | Reasons for
= Name of Firm | offered by 7 ; :
S No o Bidder the Bidder ferms of with Estimated acr,é:'pta'nce/ Remark.i‘
cost cost rejection
0 | 1 2 3 4 5 ]
Mr. Ghulam . |
1. | Hyder Shan 19093127 | 1™ Lowest 2018000 1" Lowest
Ivir. Manzoor . -
2. | Hussain Channa | 2002986 | 2! Lowest 2018000 2™ Lowest
3, | Mr. Abid All Joroi ! 2005040 | 3 Towest | 2018000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHOR\“

\[ CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM J‘

ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLI

7O BE FILLED IN BY C CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

Witnha, 2bR D ==

1) NAME CF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER {E.W) N.FEROZE
: ﬁ] PROVINCIAL / LOTAL GOWT.[ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

DISTRICT W ¥ L=

 3)TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

ol ““MHER

5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT - Construction of Two Roomed Primary School ﬁl Gﬂg ulzLU“Hh Bm‘”

p&D DEPARIIDE -

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: B&D DEPARTMENT

7} TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8) EMGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 20 8000/~

2} ESTIMATED COMPLEHDN PERIOD (A5 PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TEMDER QPENED ON |DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11] NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT: ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Ghulam Hyder Shaft
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE. RS.2018000/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

fie. 14, 2na, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Ghulam Hyder Shah

2. Mr. Manzoor Hussain Channd

o B, A e

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

) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

b) SINGLE STAGE-TWO ENWELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE :l

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ L g

3. Mr. Abid All Jatoi

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPIED L2
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH ERIEF REASOMS:




\
*- noo S s

. A s e r = Ft - --_._-_._._._______--—"
\ 19y APEROVING AUTHORITY FOR AW ARD OF CONTR.I\C"[ P — ;
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S Yes

B .MJ\']'L\{']”ISEF.Hl".N'l' } *
o ) - Yes
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(1F yes, £ve date apd- SPPRA Tdentification el " e —

] Tat

ikl ey Papers

(16 yes, give 1t L;'Q-,cwsp:‘.pcrs and dales)

.
pe }
2% NATURE OF (O’\l‘ui.i\.h{,:}

337 WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRIVERIY
WAS NCLUDED 1 BIDDING ITENDE
{1f ves, enclose @ copy) : £3

24) WIETHER piD EVALU ATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING ; TENDER DO
(1f yes, cuclos2 3 copy)

55y WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT ALUTHOR! Y, WAS O__'BD FO
METHOD OTHER THAN OpEN COMPETYTIVE umnm Y ,

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBRTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID Was LOWEST EVALUATED
n(D BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancies)

T = )
75y WHETHER TIE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHMICALLY |Eiﬂ|-‘

COMPLIANT?

2 .\;;l|T::;l{‘f[§i’\g':—:;i(1]f0‘réil—ﬁ Blll.':"sDE[iS AND THEIR QuUOTED PRICES WERE EFAD QWT AT
IE AE OF QPENING F BIDS? m [
_ (e [TV |.

0 WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE TIE AWARD OF
COMTRACT?

¢ Attach copy of the bidh cvaluation repart) |_'_'

Yes

Mo
| R
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317 ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED S

(17 yes, resuit Drerend)
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i 4T ey Ht
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. T R i
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- P_('I"‘f E 1= ST el El
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Distriet Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E,W)YTC/726. dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:Censtuction of Two Roomed Primary School at GP$ Allah Dino Phull
4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: MNews Pam_:rs

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
Nemial el ffg't::; b Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
& No S spyerea ¥ feris of with Estimated | acceptunce/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder g e
cost cost rejection
0 | 1 2 3 4 5
. Zulfiqar Ali : )
1. | chohan 2056134 | 1™ Lowest 2092000 1% Lowest
| Mr. Muhammad . : s
2 Mithal Channg 2061751 2™ Lowest 2092000 2™ Lowest
Mr. Manzoor y y
3. | Hussain Channg | 2060829 | 3™ Lowest 2092000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

, 1) NAME OF THE QRGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

-3} TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: _[{

5) BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Allah Bino Phull
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P& D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-
© 8) ENGINEER’S ESTIMATE: RS. 2092000/-

@) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACTL: 12 MONTHS

. 10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11} MUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Zulifigar Ali Chohan
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.2056134/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. Tst, 2nd, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Zulifigar All Chohan

2. Mr. Muhammad Mithal Channa

3. Mr. Manzoor Hussain Channa

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick cne)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE [ Domesic/ Loca ]

) SINGLE STAGE-TWO ENVELOPEPROCEDURE L _I

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ’ |

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | ‘

FLEASE SPECIFY |F ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADCPTED i.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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1 L—

Bid Evaluation Report

. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

Sl

- 2. Tender Reference No: DO{E.WYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Dcscr[pt‘lmy'Nﬁme of work/itern:Sonstruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Koure Khon Solangi

-4, Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers
" 6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 MNos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Mos.
8. Technical Bid-Opening date: (if applicable) --——-—o—  (Provide details in separate form)

9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicabley: -

©10. Bid(s) Rejected: .

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost ; '
; Ranking in. | Comparison | Reasons for
4 Name of Firm | offered by | . -
8 No r Bidder the Bidder | €T of with Estimated acce.zpm‘nce/ Remarks
cost | cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 _ 5 6
Mr. Dur )
E E‘ﬁgﬂ?m 1998411 | 1™ Lowest 2018000 1* Lowest
2. |MANoor&Co. | 2000549 | 2™ Lowest 2018000 2% Lowest
I Mr. Naveed Al "
3. | Tunio 2001517 | 3™ Lowest 2018000 3" Lowest




SINDH: PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TC BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

: - WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
: TlJ MNAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2] PROVINCIAL / LOCTAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
; ‘3} TITLE OF COMTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: | 2—
5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Kouro Khan Sclang
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-
- 8] ENGINEER’S ESTIMATE: RS. 2018000/«
?) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER r:-ONTRACT}: 12 MONTHS
© 10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011
1] NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)Y
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED
15) MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr: Dur Muhammad Chehan
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.1998411/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFORT _
(i.2. 1s1, 2na, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Dur Muhammad Chowan
2. M/S Noor & Co.
3. Mr. Naveed Ali Tunio

18} METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED ; - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE __ | pomesiic/ Loca |

) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE FROCEDURE ___ t ‘

) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE I |

o} TWO STAGE — TWQ ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED e,
EMERGENCY, DIRECT COMTRACTING / NEGCTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCIMNS:




B e AT

19y APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

Do Etl pirtls |

20y WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDEDR I ANNUAL PROCUREMENT
el ]

A1) ADVERTISEMENT @ $

: Yes
il SPPRA Websile i i
(10 yes, give date apd SEPRA Identification Me.)
Mo
ii) MNews Fapers Yes
(if},-lc:s, give names g{n:wspapcrs and dates) | #
£ W
N B -
H 9 ¢
R s ,
22} NATURE OF CONTRAL Sy,
g ] .
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITE_R_’JA A

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDEF GOCUMENTS?
(1f yes, enclose a copy) ] A5 %

34} WHETHER RID EVALUATION CRITERIA : .

WAS [NCLUPED N BIDDING ¢ TENDER DOCUME] Yes He
(1 yos, cuclossa copy)

25y WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIE TETNED FOR USING A

e [ [

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE IDDI}

I6) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

277 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
B>/ BEST EVALUATED B 1D (in case af Consultangies)

38} WHETHER THE SUCCESSEUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes E.I
COMPLIANT?

297 WEHETILER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ DUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDE? o A }

S0) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BIFORE THE AWARD OF
COMTRACT? -
(]

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation reporl) R R :FN Ry
[ B o | R

23

I
k]
[

N
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1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

Bid Evaluation Report

2. Tender Reference No:  DO(E.W)/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item :Sonstruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GFS Allah Dine Maric

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage-

5. Tender Published:

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

MNews Papers

7. Total Bids Received:

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

11. Financial Bid Opening date:

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

03 Nos.

03 Nos.

18-06-2011

Cost | . 5 |
s | Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
. Name of Firm | offered by 2 ; iz
. 8 No or Bidder the Bidder | T€TMS Of with Estimated acce.*ptu_nce/ Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
' Mr. Canny Engr. i .
l. | & Developers 2081469 | 1" Lowest 2109000 1% Lowest
Mr. Gadir Bux ” i
2. | Junejo 2086162 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2™ Lowest
_. l Mir. Ali Hassan ) .
3. | Bhagat 20886% | 3" Lowest 2109000 3™ Lowest ;
: 3
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~ Bid Evaludation Report

[y

. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Worls) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

_Tender Dcscriptiow’Nmne of work/item: Senstruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Allah Dino Phull

ARy

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Puhlishcd.: News Papers

f1. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) —memmreemeee- (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically gualified (if applicable):  aeeee
0. Bid(s) Rejected: _~~ —mmn
11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost - ]
e Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
& No Banse {ff s | ok Er‘?d by terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder S
cost cost rejection
[0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Mr. Khalig Dio i _
1. | Abbasi 2056134 | 1% Lowest 2092000 1™ Lowest
[ meMujehid Al | )
2. | sahito 2061751 2™ Lowest 2092000 2 Lowest
Mr. Mashoogue .
3. i All Sahito 2060829 | 3™ Lowest 2092000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY el

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

IO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOOD3

1) MAME OF THE ORGANIZATION [ DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
,2) FROVIMCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
: '3]-T1TLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4] TENDER MUMBER: "'_!f_

5] BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GP$ Dhni Bux Kaihoro

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8 ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 2092000/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME]: 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS $OLD: 03 NOS,

112) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS. _

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M. Khallg Dino Abbasi
14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2056134/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER I EVALLI,ATIOB:I REPORT

(e, s, Zna, 3rd EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Khdlig Dio Abbasi

2, Mr. Mujahid Ali Sahito

3. Mr. Mashooque Ali Sahito
18} METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE - [ vomesticiioea |

B SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPEPROCEDURE | |

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

d) TWO 3TAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

PLEASE SPECIFY IF AMY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.
EWMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCMS:




g e

o

e i i i

k"

10 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D-2 é_"é‘ st 4!:5

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLA
R

20 ATV ERTISEMENT ¢ 7

; Yeos
3 SPPRA Websile
(I yus, give date u;_u:l SpPRA Tdentifeation No.)

i) Mews Papers
(1f vos, give Hunes af newspapers and dates)
. e, °

LTS
e 2

o %

o

LY

13) NATURE OF CONTB}}E‘F

213} WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRIT
Wk [NCLUDED IN BIDDING ! TENDER,
(1[ yes, enclost 3 copy) ] 5

4% WHEFHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WaAS INCLUDED IN GIDDING ! TENDER DU
(1F yes, enclose a copyl

25y WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY, WAS OBTATIED FOR USTNG 2
JETHOD OTHER TIAN OPEN COMPETFTIVE BIDDIN 52 s

6] WAS BLD SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

277 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WaS LOWEST EVALUATED
n1n ! BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consuliancics)

=
15} WHETHERTI {E SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY ¥es m .
COMPLIANT?

29y WiEL HER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIE
TIE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS?

Ay WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERE BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
[Attach copy of the bid cvaluation report) :L“'cs : L‘lo




o R B T

U B

¢ SN

]

330 ARV SEVTATION FROM SPROIFICATGR

(1f ves, pive details)

#ADE FNE

5T

i1

3 LPl’LIl 1{ b
BT ASCERTAIME

iRt cnclose A cope)

L PROPER SAFEUUARDS PO

38) SPECEAL CONDITIONS, I ANY
{10 e, _IT'i_\'g‘. et L)C:"l.'l'i'lili'.JL‘.]

39)Data of Award af Contrack:

CONTRACT fB;\i\KL UARANTEE ETC.H?

TV IN T

=

'»'I
’
'__/J

.CI.I\r OI— THE PROCURING 7 AGENTY TC T
: pROCUREMENTT 1F 3G, UL_. .J\..]MO

[ ARROAD:
it I \’L\ ll ; 4‘“ |

-”

: 1-.* DVANCE N‘,n'f\'«é%/
5, ,—'—' :

-' ||T\Q1 JL J I




Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer [Eﬂuuation Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No:  DO(E.WYTC/T726, dated 16-05-2011

. 3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:Genshuction of Iwo Roomed Frimary School

atGPS Nazar Muhammad Gopang

4. Method of Procurement; Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold: 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (ﬁ 1"applicab]é) et

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

| Cost . '
: ; Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
. Nante of Firm | offered by : 5 :
8 No or Bidder the Bidder terms of with Esmnatelri a.:-c:.zpm'nce;’ Remarks
cost cost refection
0 1 S 2 3 4 5 6
Mr, Roshan Ali i )
s Mahesar 2015630 1 Lowest 2023000 1¥' Lowest
B MAr. Muneer
Ahmed
2. | Ghanghro 2018930 | 2" Lowest 2023000 2™ Lowest
ir. Shafgat
Abbas d d
3 2022690 | 3" Lowest 2023000 3% Lowest
L |




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM T

TO BE FILLED IN BY AlL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOOD3

]} NAME OF THE CRGAMNIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL f LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

'3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: €5 (7

5) BRIEF DESCRIFTIOMN OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary school al GPS Nazar Muhommad Gopdng

&) FORUM THAT APFROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS, 200000/-
8] ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2023000/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT]: 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OFENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS S0LD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

'13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Reshan Ali Mahesar

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE R$.2015400/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFORT

lil.e. 1s, 2ng, 3 EVALUATION BID]. 1. Mr. Roshan Ali Mahesar

2. Mr. Muneer Ahmed Ghanghro
3, Mr. Shafaat Abbas

16) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick cne)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

P i Domestic/ Locol

B) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE __ S r
c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE lj
d} TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE Vli

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD CF PROCUREMENT Was ADOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTIMNG / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCING:




e
g i .0 Lo 4
|y APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF COMNTRACT el « st S
a0y WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL FROCUREMENT PLAN?
T LI I [

&
| 11} ADVERTISEMENT % :
i) SPPRA Website
4 (1 s, pive date apd SpPRA ldentilication Mo}
i il Newy Fapers
}-' (f ves. give pates (‘}?i;‘n:\\'s,-mpcrs anil dates}
S LF Ny

| [ v} 4
I B
# 22y MATURE OF (..'ONT&;}GT Pl

237 WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA™
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING { TENDER OCUNMEMTS?
{If yes, coclose 2 copy) " : ¢

it g B e
E—
Ly
_
i
T

resrra o

___,____,.__“,-._....._._._...,._’__ AR

24y WIETHER BID EVALUATION Ciil'i'ER]!\ £
WAS INCLUDED I BIDDING / TENDER DOCUM

(If yas, enclose a copy) ﬁ b

257 WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIT
METHOD QTHLER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDIN

|

16) WAS DID SECURITY OBTAINED FROWM ALL THE BIDDERS? g

27 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WaAS LOWEST EVALUATED
RID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Cansultancies)

387 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
‘: | COMPLIANT?

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QLT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? e %

3 iy WHLETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT? :
{Atach copy of the bid evaluation reporl) LYC“ i J
A o e == I == o= e e o, iz s SR
: 22
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8.
9.
10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11, Financial Bid Opening date: _

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

V&

. Tender Published:

Bid Evaluation Report

. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)YTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

- Method of Procurement: Single s{agc

. Tender Description/Name of work/item;Eenstruction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GPS Nawab Khan Siyal

_ News Papers

. Total Bid documents Sold;

. Total Bids Réceivcd:

03 MNos.

03 Nos.

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

No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable):

18-06-2011

! Cha Ranking in Comparison - Reasons for
& No iNoame ?f Hirny, | 2 enfd by terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
or Bidder the Bidder : i
cosit cost refection
0 ) 2 3 4 5 6
Mr. Roshan Ali .
L. | Mahesar 2005440 1" Lowest 2024000 1* Lowest
2. | MrYasirPathan | 2007850 | 2™ Lowest 2024000 2™ [ owest |
#dr. Muneer
3, |#Ahmed 2012609 | 3™ Lowest 2024000 3" Lowest

Ghanghro




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY -

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

" 1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

. 2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK :
4) TENDER NUMBER: (&

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Consiruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Nawab Khan Siyal

4) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/

8] ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 2024000/~

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT]: 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCURMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.'

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REFORT : ATTACHED

"15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M. Roshan All Mafesar

14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __Rs. 2005440/~

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFORT

li.e. 1u, 2na, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Roshan Ali Mahesar
2. Mr. Yasir Pathan

3. Mr. Muneer Ahmed Ghanghro

18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one}

o] SINGLE STAGE - ONEENVELOPEPROCEDURE [ pomestic/tocol |

b) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _ ‘ ‘

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE _ 1 \

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED i.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS




| : s

197 APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF coNTRACT _ D=2 Eole it ls
20} WHETHER THE PROCURTEMENT WAS INCLUDED TN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN? '
et - Na
i 11y ADVERTISEMENT - :
R : Yes .
i il SPPRA Website
(1] yes, give date apd SPPRA [dentification Mo}
| Mo | J
proo i) Yes | |
{ yes, give BARCE O
i
14 i ]_Ne
il 77y NATURE OF c<JNTE§§' s“f
. ;_ 7 Sl &
}il 13y WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERL )
H WAS [NCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDERDOCUMENTS? o
i o o i y ey . mms——=—T
:3 (1l'yes, enclose a copy) 3 |-‘.t,_!| T‘ND j i -
il - :
; l 24} WHETLER BID EWVALUATION CRITERIA
i WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUNER Yes Imm‘l
i {If ves, enclosc a copy)
] ' 23) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS QBT THMED FOR USING 4
] METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHIVE B]Duuww Iﬂlm-
b i .
. I 267 WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS!?
H -
bl .
i 29, WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
L] BIN/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancics)
A
b -
4 a4y WHETHIER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WS TECHNICALLY Yes No |,
i COMPLLIANT? .
il i
Sy WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AMD THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ ST AT
: TLE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? |
.: IE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS | “l ] I-
307 WHETIER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
[Attach copy of the bid evaluation reporty 1 ves | e
" A I ——— e —— e - g I
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Bid Evaluation Report

13

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

: 2, Tender Reference No: DO(E.WYTC/726, d_aled' 16-05-2011

3. 'I'ender Descriptioﬂ.‘rNamc Of “.*Ork_‘,l'i‘tcm:cﬂnshucﬂon of Two Roomed Pﬁmﬂ!! School at GPS Gaim SQIQHQE

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5, Tender Published:

News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

7. Total Bids Received:

03 Nos.

03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

18-06-2011

11. Financial Bid Opening date:
- 12. Bid Evaluation Report:
(sl Ranking in Comparison | Reasons fi
; Nawve of Firim | offered by | — E iy i
8 Ne o Bdiden the Bidder | TS of | with Estimated accafp.!‘af:cef Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Mr. Muhammiad
1. | saleh Sclang 1993127 | 1% Lowest 2018000 1* Lowest
|-";Ar. Muhammad a
2. | scieh Solang 2002986 | 2" Lowest 2018000 2™ Lowest
Mr. Zahid Hussain | . |
3. | sahiio 2005040 | 3" Lowest 2018000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AéENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGAMIZATION / [DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

" 2):PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERMNMENT

" 3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 1%

5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary S¢hool af GPS @aim Solang

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2018000/

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10} TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)_
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

) .!5]- MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr, Muhammad Saleh Solangi

16] CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.1993127/-
17] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

{i.e. Tsi, Zna, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Muhammiad Saleh Solangi
2. Mr. Rahib Khan Panhwar

3. Mr. Zahid Hussain Sahito

18] METHOD COF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one|

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | et

i) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE i i

<) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE i | I

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGCTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEE REASCIMSG:
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25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORUEY
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING =

161 WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.WYTC/726. dated 16-05-2011

- 3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:Censtruction of Two Reomed Primary $chool gt GPS Haiji Khan Mari

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

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

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

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

10, Bid(s) Rejected: .

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

| Cost | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for |
S No Na;f;f:;; ‘,Fe:m gzegja{g; terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks

cost cost refection

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 |

I | - RaOKNAN | 9012700 | 1% Lowest | 2019300 1 Lowest

2. | e AyezBUssain | 2018800 | 2™ Lowest 2019300 2" Lowest

3. | Mr.Yasir Pathan | 2020300 | 3% Lowest 2019300 3" Lowest

i |




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE GRGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
" B) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: 20

- 5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Haiji Khan Mari
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7] TENDER ESTIMATED W ALUE;RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2019300/-

P} ESTIMATED COMPLETION FERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED OM (DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011

1] MUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13] NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Rahib Khan Panwhaor
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.2012700/- .

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFORT

{i.e. 1st, 2nd, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Rohib Khan Panhwar

2. Mr. Avaz Hussain Mallah
3. Mr. Yasir Pathan

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

) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

Domestic/ Local —ﬁ

b] SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE -~ iy '
c] TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE £t

d) TWQ STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE o

PLEASE SFECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF FROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED Le.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASONS:




L ARFROVING AUTHORITY roR AwarD oF contract_D-@ Etee 50“"&5._

a0y WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

Yes |1- |No

(Tf yes, uive names Of newspapers and dawes)
s AT,

21 ADVERTISEMENT : ’ :
Zh
: Yes —l-
i SPPRA Website
[1F yes, give date apd SPPRA Tdentification No.)
' | Mo |
HE Mews Papers [ Ve

E
Woou :
{:’ }J,i\ & i | Mo

AR
23 WHETHER QUJ\L”‘ICAT].ON CRITERIA A
REAIIE

{1 yes, enclose a copy)

24y WHETHER Bl EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED iN BIDDING/ TENDER I
(1f yes, encluse & copy)

15) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS Of2]
METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDINGE:

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE ’D'CL[LVENTS'.’ o .
& e [

271 WIHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATEDR I Yes | Aﬁ‘rﬁio I

BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

COMPLIANT?

- 1

2% WHETHER MAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTELR FRICES WERE READ (
TIE TIME OF GFENING OF BIDS? |

CONTRACT?
¢ Altach copy of the bid cvaluation report} '|_E ves | e

55y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | Yes I.I

1 WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT SIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORTE THE AWARD OF
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(10 yes, enclose a copy)
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.
. Tender Reference No: DOME.W)YTC/726, dated: 16-05-2011

a3

L

. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Senstruction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Chuakial Ghandch

: 4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold: 03 Nos,

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos. )
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) —emeeeeeeeeme (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid(s} Rejected: —

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost Ranking in |  Comparison | Reasons for
. N Fi ; ;
S No aﬂ"figf:;defm ;}g e;fg(i.'}; terms of with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
- cast cost rejection
0 1 5 3 4 : 5 6
1. g::dglgusson 2037674 | 1% Lowest 2049000 1" Lowest
| Mr. Zahid Al i gy
2. | sahito 2038309 | 2" Lowest 2049000 2™ L owest
3. | b NazHussain | 2039220 | 39 Lowest 2049000 3 Lowest




19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D-0 Ll it ls

20y WHETHER TIIE PROCUREMENT WAS MNCLUDED N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAT?

Yes o

A1 ADVERTISEMENT b

i SPPRA Websile
(If yes, give date apd SPERA ldentification No.)

Ly Mews Papers
(1§ yos, give NANCs of hicwspapers aad dates)
T e,
%
{e-\ R
q Y

237 NATURE OF cui\‘fT\l‘%_éat;’j‘j

33y WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER,
(I yos, enclose 7 copy) -' aid

24) WHETILER HID EVALUATION CRITERLA 3 ﬁ = 17
\AS INGLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMERTS? 3 Enﬂlll
(If yes, enclosc a COpY) =
P

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY, WAS OF ,TﬁﬁD FORU

> 4 Bins

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDING

48} WAS BID SECURI TY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27] WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS F_.'_-C}WEST EVALUATED
BID ¢ BEST EVALUATED BID (in casc of Cansultancies)

COMPLIANT?

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WER-E READ QUWT AT
TIHE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? -I“lr

8

a0 SWHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE 1T AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
attach copy of Uhe bid cvaluation report ;
[Antach copy id evaluation repurt) Vo Mo

+8) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY m'-l




e N A R A e R e

SR

CrOnPLAIRTS RECIEVED W _I
yes, pesult thopasl) |
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM .

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: g?a,@

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF COMTRACT ! Construction of Two Reomed Primary School at GPS Muhabat Dero Siyal

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
-7) TENDER ESTIMATED v ALUE: RS. 200000/-
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2025000/
%) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011
11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SCLD: 03 NOS.
-12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) MUMRBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. All Hassan Bhagat
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __R$.2015000/-
17) RANEING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. Tst, Znd, 32 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Ali Hassan Bhagat
2. Mr. Punhal Fakir
3. M N.iscir Ahmed Sahito

18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick cne)

a1} SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE __ | bomestic/ Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ; . |

<) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE i ‘ j
d) TWC STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE \ h

BLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCNE:




T R B &

rygwics o

i
i
|
i
¢
|

|

1%

Yy WHETHER TE {E PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDLS i ARTUAL TROCUREMENT PLAL 7

21} ADVERTISEM ENT: =

227 MATURE OF CONTRAZ
i

APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Pl Ele it ‘-"Lé

1} SPPRA Website
(I yes, give dare npd SPPILA 1dentification Nod

it Mews fapers
{1l ves, give names.of newspapers and dates)
i P

71} WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERL s

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATICON CRITERLA

was NCLUDED IN BIDDING /| TENDE “EI{'JE‘LJ‘r ALNTS?

{10 yes, enclose @ capy)

WAS [NCLUDED [N BIDDING { TENDER Doy

(1] yes, enclose & copy) ﬁ'

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI I as Of

16y WAS BITD SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS! &Y

RETHOD OTHER TL LAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BiDl}i}J_ 3

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WaAS LOWEST EVALUATED ' ‘t’es. Mo l

J6) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ves [ [ 140 [ ]|

BID f BEST EVALUATED BID (in case ol Consullancies)

COMPLIANT?

291 WIHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ 1 T AT
e

THE TIME OF QOPENING OF BIDS?

30) WIHETLIER EVALUATION REFORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name ol Procuring Agency: District Qfficer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze,

S Tender Rcfercﬁce No: DO(E.WYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

o8 ]

3. Tender Description/Name of work/i tem; Construction of Twe Roomed Primary $choel at GPS Fateh Muhammad Aroin

KN

. Method of Procurement: Single stage

Ly

. Tender Published: News Papers

03 Nos.

Lol

. Total Bid documents Sold;

|

. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost | )
r " Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
, Name of Firm | offered by | ~ = : g
8 No or Bidder the Bidder | €S of | with Estimated acce.zpm..‘xcaf Remarks
cost cost rejection
-0 | 1 2 3 4 5 6
| Mr, Meer |
1. | Muhammas 2074565 1¥' Lowest 2093000 1" Lowest
Khaskheli e
Mr. Muhammad ndy : nd
2. e ey 2076691 2% Lowest 2095000 | 27 Lowest
3. |MrYasiPathan | 5083308 | 3% Lowest 2095000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

COMTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

-1]'NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

" A TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4] TENDER MUMBER: 22

5) BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Fateh Muhammad Arain
&) FORUM THAT APPROYED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT '

7} TEMDER ESTIMATED WALLUE: RS, 200000/

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 2095000/-

2} ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS PER CONTR’A’CT]: 12 M(.'.)NTHS

“10) TENDER OPENED OM [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12] NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 83 NOS.

]3]. NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OQFENING OF BIDS [ALL)
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED .

15) NAME AMND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Meer Muhammad Khaskheli
18] CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2074544/-

I_?] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFCORT

li.e. Tst, Znd, 3 EVALUATION BIDY). 1. Mr. Meer Muhammas Khaskheli

2. Mr. Muhammad Ameen Mughal
3. Mr. Yasir Pathan

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

@) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | Domestic/ Local j

o) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | |

) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE B r ' ‘

) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NMEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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Do St uprrls

9y APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20y WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED I ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLART .
e 1

31y ADVERTISEMENT -

1) SPPRA Website
{1 yes, give date apd SppivA Identification Mo

i} Mews Papers
T i . ooy o .
(Lf ¥es, wive “?,1':—‘35&:3?5:1““ spapers and dates)

& N

4%, B 5
23y WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERLA

WAS INCLUDED [N RIDDING / TENDE pOCL@_"LENTS'.’.
(1f yes, enclose a copy) L5 Y

24) WIETHER BiD EVALUATION CRITERLA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING F TENDEER DOCUMEDR]
(1 yes, cnclos=a copy)

23] WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORLE FAWAS OIBT-"D FOR USTNG A
£ =

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE B]DDG?_

26y WAS BID SECLRITY ORTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID/ REST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancics)

- s
28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHMICALLY II_,‘M-

COMPLIANT?

293 WHETLER MNAMES OF THE BIDDERS AMD THEIR QUOTED FRICES WERE READ L UT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

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

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report 1
! r Yes Ma

(o)
]
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1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naush

e I

3. Tender Dcscriptioaname of'work.’ittn*.:c‘mﬂr“ﬁ‘-”” of Two Roomed Primary Schaol of GPS Hudi Bux Chang

Bid Evaluation Report

Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

ahro Feroze, |

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

T oLn

6. Total Bid documents Sold;
7. Total Bids Received: _
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable):
© 10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date:

. Tender Published:

News Papers

03 Nos.

03 MNos.

18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost | s | : ]
, ; Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
= Name of Firm | offered by - i
& No or Biddar the Bidder terms of with Estimated acce.'pi‘ﬂ'ncef Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Mr. Canny Engr. i :
1. & Developers 2081469 1% Lowest 2109000 1™ Lowest
Mr, Zahid Hussain 4 B
2. | Sahito 2086162 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2 Lowest
Mr. Ali Mardan =
3. | Koari 2088696 | 3™ Lowest 2109000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT RE.GULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF -

WORKS, SERVICES & GOQDS

" 1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2} PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GONT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

“3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: _2 éz

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Hadi Bux Chang

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 2109000/-
9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011
11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
’13] NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT L ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M/S Pak Consti:
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.2081469/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. e, Zna, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Canny Engr. & Developers
2, Mr. Zahid Hussdin Sahito.
3. Mr. Ali Mardan Koari

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

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE [ pomesticrtocal |

b) SINGLE STAGE - TW(Q ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ I |

d} TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOFE BIDDING PROCEDURE ) l |

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e,
EMERGEMCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOME:
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency:

District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

(o]

Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)YTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Descriptioaname of work/item: Censtruction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GPS Gul Mhammad Jiskani

4. Method of Procurement; Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: __ 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10, Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
'— T Cost | |
" ; ; Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
Name of Firm | offered by ; : .
S No or Bidder the Bidder ferims of | with Estimated acm.zpm'ncaf Remuarks
cost cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
| hAr. Zulifigar Al
l. | Chowan 2056134 | 1% Lowest 2092000 1 Lowest
M. bS5 Al : .
2. | $hahbaz Traders | 2061751 | 2% Lowest 2092000 2™ Lowest
T b, Mashoodue 5 )
3. | Ali Sahito 2060829 | 3™ Lowest 2092000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM ‘u

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

A e e Y

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION { DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: 25

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF COMNTRACT - Construction of Two Roomed Primary $chool ot GPS Gul Mhammad Jiskani

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED WALUE: RS. 200000/ -
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2092000/-
2) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (A5 PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10} TENDER OPENED ON (DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALLY
14} BID EVALUATION REPORT ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Zulitigar All Chowan
146) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _ RS.2056134/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REFORT

[i.2. Ts, Zra, 3 EVALUATION BIDY), 1. Mr. Tulifigar Ali Chowan2. Mr. M/S Al-Shahbaz Traders

3. Mr. Mashoogue Ali Sahito

18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick ane)

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE EMNVELOPE PROCEDURE _ e Domestic) Local ‘
k) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE x l

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE _ e \:l
) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD GF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOMNS:
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19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT _ 122

20} WHETTER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN? : :

Ll eI

31} ADVERTISEMENT :

; '__ch
1) SPPRA Websile ; :
(Lf yus, give date apd SPPRA dentification Mo.}
i1} News Papeors { Yes i
(I yes, ive naipes.of newspapers and dates) '
o |
5 | Mo
17} NATURE OF CONTRAGP v T e
23] WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERLA
WAS [NCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDEE ENTS? o

{1[ yes, enclosc @ copy)

24) WHETHER BLD EVALUATION CRITERIA £
WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING / TENDER DOCUM

{If ves, enclose & copy] ﬁ

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIEY Y.
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHIVE BIDDNG ST 54

36) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS? A& [ vo
] -5“1‘ Th “

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED ni' ]
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (incage of Consulianciss)

e
28) WHETHER THI: SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY EYCS h Na

COMPLIANT? y

H
i

. . |
24) WHETHER MAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QT AT
LIE TIME OF OPENTNG OF -
TIIE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS Yes I U

1) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TQ BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?

{Adtach copy of the bid cvaluation report) S ln : I I

= Vs [|Ma

213
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency:

Distriet Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)YTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Descripﬁmﬂ\iam& of wot‘kf'itcm:‘:””‘“‘-'dio“ of Two Roomed Primary $chool af GBPS Sanwal Sahiio

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; _ 03 MNos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected: ___

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011 .
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
M | | Cost . . ]
_— Name of Firm | offered by R::;kmgj in wl?;?ng)lc:fwof ) Re—::.!.sm.;s fa; " "
i or Bidder il Biddor rims of ith Estimated | acceplahce emar
cost cost rejection
| 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1, | LN Al | 5037674 | 1% Lowest 2049000 | 1% Lowest
Mr. Afraz Ahmed . ]
2. | sahito 2038309 | 2™ Lowest 2049000 2" Lowest
% | pr. Nisor Ahmed | 2039220 | 3™ Lowest | 2049000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

——

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

L

7O BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

e N e e ————

1) MAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT, DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2) PROVINGIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: _ 4

5| BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Construction of Twe Roomed Frimary School at GEPS Sanwal Sahito
4) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 2049000/~

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERICD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-046-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13] NUMBER OF BIDDERS FRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REFORT : ATTACHED

15} MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Me. Mukhtiar Ali Sahh

14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _RS5.2037674/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPCRT

fi.e. lst, Zng, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Mukhtiar All Sahh

2. Mr. Afraz Ahmed Sahito

3. Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito

18) METHOD QF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick cne)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE __ < ﬁomsﬁmmd |
b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _ . E \
) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE l —|
d] TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE _ ‘ j

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD COF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.
SMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING f NEGOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASONG:
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E 31} ADVERTISEMENT : »

1 | i) SPPRA Website ;

a7 (Tf yes, give date apd STFPRA Tdentification No.)
:Iu!\'__s- %

peis ’ iy News Papers

i (1f yes, give natics.o

s

22) MATURE OF CONTRA

33) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITER(A
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING { TENDER
(Lf yes, cnclose 3 copy) e £

iy
24) WIETHER B0 EVALUATION CRITERIA

(If yes, enclose a copy)

COMPLIANT?

) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEM

CONTRACT?
{Altach capy vl the iid cvaluation report}

R

R P R S, ;
e s s R S o T .

i 2

L

19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD C}i*’ COWNTRACT

iy 20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENTPLAN? = -
. - | s o

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DO% NT

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIEY
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETFTIVE BIDD

26} WAS BID SECLRITY QBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
RID ¢ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consuliancics)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WaS TECHNICALLY

]

R USING A

(e[|

39) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QUT AT
TIIE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? §r
_ Cves [T ]

TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

D-2 é_,-é- n_,;-‘é.g i
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9,

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

Bid Evaluation Report

a3
g

. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable):

(Provide details in separate form)

- Tender Reference No: DO(E.WYTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

. Tender Description/Name Of\,,_,Urkfitﬂﬁ:::onstruc’riun of Two Roomed Primary School at GBPS Ayeob Khan Lasharl
- Method of Procurement: Single stage

: Tengier Published: News Papers

. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos,

. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
[ (o - Ranking in Comparison Reasons for =
§ No w':’:f;?;’;‘gfm 5':5: e;fj{g. terms of | with Estimated | acceptance/ | Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 [ 1 2 3 4 5 6
1. | M/S Pak Consit: 2012700 1*! Lowest 2019300 1" Lowest
2 | AN on18800" | 2 reiest 2019300 2" Lowest
3. | M/S AlShahbaz | 2020300 | 3" Lowest 2019300 3™ Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1} NAME OF THE ORGANIZATICN / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT.! OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4] TENDER NUMBER: %E

5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School ot GBPS Aveob Khan Lashari
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALLIE: RS, 200000/-
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS, 2019300/
7) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPEMED O [DATE & TIME): 18-046-2011
11) NURMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14] BID EVALUATIOMN REPORT : ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M/S Pok Const:
16] CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.2012700/-
17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER M EVALUATIOI& REFORT
li.e. lst, Zna, 33 EVALUATION BID), 1. M/S Pak Constt:
2. Mr. Mir Shoukat Ali Sahito

3. M/3 Al-Shahbaz
18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED - - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE : [ Domestics tocar

b} SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE s |

<] TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ]
d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE l [

FLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED |.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT COMTRACTING / MEGOTIATION I:TC.\WHH BRIEF REASCOMS;
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19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

CLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?

207 Wi [Ei'ﬁ IGR THE PROCUREMENT WaAS I
' R{E-AEE Mo CE
21} ADVERTISEMENT : - :
i) SPIRA Website :
(If yes, give date apd SpPrRA ldentification No.)
' ‘No
i) News Papers d i
(I yes, give nu;_lms!qucwspcpcrs and dites)
s s o .
Mo
37) NATURE OF CONTRAG E=all ] _P( ]m_D

23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITER

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDERSOCUMENTS? e '
(If yes, enclese 2 copy) A5 8 Yes !; TE.ND i i -

247 WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA ﬁ& ‘ r
GTS" | Wes ” Mo 1 i

WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER DOC U]
(I yes, coclose a cepy)

251 WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI B WAS OB
VIETHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHTIVE BIDDINGgfg

261 WaAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27} WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
[ID / REST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

26) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANT? ! _ -,
. ' . i

29} WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WE
7 iF OF OPEMI ¥, -+ -
THE TIME OF OFENING OF BIDS? “

30y WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEM TO BIDDERS BﬁFU]{E THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) E |_v ]_I__ 1 ,-.I_/ M
Y'cs ™Na
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Bid Evaluation Report

—

- Name of Procuring Agency: Distriet Officer (Edueation Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E. W)Y TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/™ame of work/item:Construction of Two Roomed Primary Schaol ot GBPS Fameer Ahmad Khaskheli
4, Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11 Financial Bid Opening date; 18-06-2011
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
Cost Ranking in | Comparison | Reasons for
. Name of Firm | offered by 5 = . ] .
§ Neo S Bl the Bidder | 16715 of with Estimated | acc e_'pfcz-ncef Remarks
cost cost rejection
0 | 1 2 3 4 5 6
M3 Saran .
L. | Constt: 2015650 | 1% Lowest 2023000 1% Lowest
Mr. Ali Mardan _
2. | Keerio 2018930 | 2™ Lowest 2023000 2" Lowest
| Mr. Nisar Ahmed
Sahito o ;
3 2022690 | 3" Lowest 2023000 3™ Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY 77

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

1] NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER {E.W) N.FEROZE

2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT.f OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: S5

5] BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Two Roomed Primary School at GEPS Fameer Ahmed Khaskheli

&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 200000/-
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 2023000/~

%) ESTIMATED COMPLETION FERIOD [AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10] TENDER QOPENED ON {DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS 5OLD: 03 NOS.

12) MUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) MUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESEMT AT THE TIME OF OFENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REFORT ; ATTACHED
15) MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M/S Sgran Constl:

16} CONTRACT AWARD PRICE RS.2015400/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
li.&. 1s1, 2nd, Jue EVALUATION BIDY. 1. M/$ Saran Constt:

2. Mr. All Mardan Keerio

3. Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE o ‘ CiermsTic] Loodl

b} SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE - [

d) TWO $TAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE _

|

| TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE -
(&

== L |

L Il

BLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT was ADCPTED i.e.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOMNS:
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Boa ek aals

ROCUREMENT PLAN?

19) APPROVING AUTE IORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED M ANMNUAL P

Yes
21) ADVERTISEMENT : - ot
| = 7
i SPPRA Website f i
(If yes, give date apd STFRA 1dentification Mo}
' Mo
i) Mews Papers Ves
(Ifyes, pive IRNEs f newspapers and dates)
h Mo
t
12} NATURE OF CONTRA
g -
*93) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA :
AENTS?

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER (
{1f yes, enclosc 2 copy) e A g

24} WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS [NCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUNMEN,
(If yes, enclose a copy) A
251 WIETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI ',' WAS
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETFTIVE BIDDINGS,

16) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS? e o
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID waAS LOWEST EVALUATED [ch l No ! :
BID/ BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consullancics] e T Eom e
= -
Yes No

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY
COMPLIANT? 7 e =i
: - Y

i

297 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTEDR PRICES ,‘.’\’ER-E READ QMT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ] ch 5 U

% BLEFORE THE AWARD OF

30y WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDER

CONTRACT? '

Altgch copy of the bid evaluation report "
(Al Py e port) Yes LND
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Bid Evaluation Report

23

1. Name of Procuring Agency; District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

2. Tender Reference No: DO(E. W)Y TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item Sensiuction of Two Roomed Primary School at GPS Ali Gohar 8rohl

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

3. Tender Published:

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

MNews Papers

7. Total Bids Received:

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

03 Nos.

03 Nos.

(Provide details in separate form)

11. Financial Bid Opening date:

18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

B ; Lot Rr;ﬁkfrso in Comparison | Reasons for
S No Nawme of Fitm | offered by f ms?:.-f with Estimated : /| R ks
1 or Bidder . ﬁ!(? de!f&!“ er, TEH LSETR acce-!pm_fzce EFHAFrKS
[ cost cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Mr.Soeed _
1. | Ahmed 2081469 | 1% Lowest 2109000 1¥ Lowest
bAr, MAiF
2. ’chkj{ggp"mﬂd 2086162 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2" Lowest
|
3. | M/SPakConstt: | 5ngee06 | 3™ Lowest 2109000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM '

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS
1) NAME OF THE ORGAMIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) M.FEROZE
2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3] TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: _ZF_
5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONIRACT : Construction of Two Roorned Primary School ot GPS Ali Goher Broki
&) FORUM THAT APPROWED THE SCHEME: P&D- DEPARTMENT
7) TEMDER ESTIMIATED VALLE; RS. 200000/-
8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: _RS. 21092000/ -
7] ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERICD [AS FER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-08-2011
11} NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.
12] NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS. !
13) MUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESEMNT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALLY
14] BID EVALUATICON REPORT : ATTACHED
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr.Saeed Ahmed
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.208144%9/-
17] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT
fi.e. 1s, Zng, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr.Saeed Ahmed

2. Mr. Mir Muhammad Rajper,

3. M/S Pak Constt:
18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - [Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ T LS j
b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE J* l
c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ I j
d) TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE | —|

FLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.e.
EMERGENCY. DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOING:
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19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D-o M" ; bur"(ﬂﬂ '

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED [N ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAR? o
- f -.TYESH- J Ne ” 1 B

21) ADVERTISEMENT: ~ *

: Yes : ] .
) SPPRA Website !
(If yes, give date q;nl SPPRA Identification No.}
5 Mo |
i) MNews Papers . i chs | . i
(I yes, Zive nausf newspapers and dates) i s gy
No el J

22) NATURL OF CON qr : |_:‘T1“ i'r_%mt. “ l i

33) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITE P
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING { TENDERIOCUMENTS?
(If yes, enclose a copyl  © i £

(el The e
o [TWe -1

&

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERLA
WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING/ TENDER DOCUR
{If ves, enclose a capy) ;

35) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI oy
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETHTIVE BIDDING2 g2

27y WHETHER TIE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancics)

.l
2%) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ Yes | | bﬂ/Na | !
COMPLIANT? ' T :

H
I

29} WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES _'\VER.E READ QUT AT
THE TIME OTF QPENING OF BIDS? I Yes 11 3 ¥

i) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE ;‘\Wﬁ]llj oF
CONTRACT? ' i
{Altach copy of the bid cvaluation report} Ve o

i )

272
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¢ ’ /‘ 2
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surrLl FMISES 1% CONNECTION WITH . THE PROCUREMENT? I SG. DETAL
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L]

i
ADY ANCE BFAY '\LE,\!
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37) WLERE PROPE |{ SAFEGUARDS TROVIDED ON Ml
THIE COMTRACT T (BANK GUARANTEL ! E TC v

FEIONS, I ANY
el Deseription)

30y Date OE award of Conbtracht:

epatrzre & Official Seanip 6l
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer ( Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

]

. Tender Reference No: DO(E.W)/TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:£onstruction of One Roomed Primary School at GBS Mehar Haji

4, Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

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

9. No. of Bid technically qualilied (if applicable): —

10. Bid(s) Rejeeted: ~~~ een

11. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

12, Bid Evaluation Report:

LA Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
= Name of Firm | offered by i 3 i !
8§ No b Bididi the Bidder | 1€™S of | with Estimated rzcc.c.zpm_mef Remarks
[ cost cost rejection
0 1 | 2 3 ' 1 5 6
Mr.atta - |
1. E";;gp"md 1415680 | 1st Lowest 2109000 1¥ Lowest
Mr. Nadeam | ;
2. | Malak : 1418980 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2" Lowest
M;;S Wazir B L . )
% | Ahmed & Co. 1419600 | 3" Lowest 2109000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT.f OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT
3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK
4) TENDER NUMBER: .%!

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Construction of Cne Roomed Primery School at GPS Mehar Haji

&) FORLUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7] TENDER ESTIMATED WALUE: RS, 1200000/-

8] EMNGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 1435000/~

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT]: 12 MONTHS

10] TENDER CPEMED ON (DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11) NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12} MUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) MUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14) BID EWALUATION REFORT : ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr.Alta Muhammad Ralper

14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _RS.1415480/-
17] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER M EVALUATION REPORT

[i.e. Tat, 2ng, 3d EVALUATION BIDY). 1. Mr.Afta Muhammad Rajper

2. Mr. Nadeem Malak.

3. M/5 Wazir Ahmed & Co.
18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE - OMNE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ Domesic/local |

D] SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

<) TWE STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE . | |

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDLRE ‘ ‘

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADCOPTED i&.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING f NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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¥
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i
L
§

Do M .k.-rf'&-.'-'

K9y ,f-uT‘]’RO\"iNG AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT

20} WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INC! UDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLANT

eI IT]

21} ADVERTISEMENT : >

1) SPPRA ‘-‘."c'l_.},l{ﬂ-
{1 yes, give date apd SPPRA Identificalion Na.j

i) News Papers i [ Yes =y —‘

{TF yes, nive :1:1:_11.c_5_-,or£::m'-'s papers and daics)
e PR :

=
=
L

F“'T' i

(Ve [ T Y

Yes o

73) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITEREA
WAS [NCLUI)ED I BIDDF\G TE\IDE I C
(1F yes, enclose @ Copy)

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING FTENDER DDCU !

{If ves, encloss a a copy)

75} WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITY WAS QBTATH

METHOD OTHER THAN QOPENM CD‘ui]’l:T[*TIVE E[DDI‘}-C s Yos o

26) WAS RID SECURIT Y QBTAINED PRON[ ALL THE BIDDERST 2

27} WHETHER THE SUCC ESSFLUL BID \’-'A\S LOW]’,&T EVALUATED E ﬂ

BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consullancics)

28] WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY 1
COMPLIANT? ) #

29} WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QU{J'! £0 PRICES WERE READ QT AT
i o

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? Yes | “ta i i

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REFORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BLFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Vs e
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Kducation Works) Naushahro Feroze.

P

2. Tender Reference No:

DOE.W)/TC/T26, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Repait/Renovation of GGHS Darbello

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published:

News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold;

03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received:

03 Nos,

8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable)

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

10. Bid(s) Rejected:

11. Financial Bid Opening date:

18-06-2011

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

| Cas Ranking in Comparison | Reasons fo
Name of Firm | offered by ; : { . '
T 3 .
8 No v Bididr the Bidder terms of with Estimuated acce:’pm.rmaf Remarks
cost cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
M/S Al-Saif _
1. | Builders 1615680 | 1st Lowest 2109000 1* Lowest
kAr. Roshan Ali .
X hMahesar 1618980 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2™ Lowest
| L
hAr. Atta
2 tAuhammad 3 rd : d .
3. RAipier 1619600 | 3™ Lowest 2109000 3" Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

1O BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1] NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
Z2) FROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOWVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERMMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: & 5%

5] BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF COMTRACT : Repair/Rencvation of GGHS Darbello

&) FORUM THAT AFPPROWED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED WALUE, RS. 1400000/ -

B) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS. 142%000/-

?] ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD [AS FER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS
10) TENDER OPENED ON [DATE & TIME): 18-06-2011

11} MUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENTS SOLD: 03 NOS.

12} MUMBER CF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS. ’

13} NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _(ALL)
14] BID EVALUATION REPORT : ATTACHED

13] MAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: M/S Al-Saif Builders
16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE __RS.1615480/-

17] RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

(i.e. Tst, 2nd, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. M/$ Al-Saif Builders

2. Mr. Roshan All Mahesar.

3. Mr. Afta Muhammad Rajper,
18] METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | pomesic/ Loca |

f) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE — | |

) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE : ‘ i

d) TWO STAGE - TW(Q ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE = I ]

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PRCCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED i.a.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT COMNTRACTING / MEGOTIATION ETC, WITH BRIEF REASCOINS:




S T T

RUPRS—

D-o cl:.a-d- w22

19} APPROVING AUTE [ORITY FOR AW.GLRD Oi' CONTRACT

20) WIHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS ]NCL‘UDED ™ ANNUAL FROCUI(_EMENT PLANT i

S miCam]

21} ADVERTISEMENT : -

’7‘[’0 5

il SPPRA chsnc
{1l yes, give date c};d S[’PR..-'L Identification Ne.)
“No
i) Mews Papers ' Ve 7
(I yes, give names,of newspapers ad mlc;]
] No
22) NATURE OF CON: 1m
23) WHETHER QUALIF ]C-’LTIO\ CRlTE A
EMTST

WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER
(If yes, enclose a copy)

24y WHET HER BID EVALUATION CRITERLA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DG.CU
(If yes, enclose & copy) A

Yes I

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI VW AS OBTATWED FOR USING

* METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN (,OMPE,H-!]\"E BIDD "(t Vis To
26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FRO‘A ALL THE BIDDERS? Yo Ma 1]

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED r‘f“ /| yﬂ’\a | H
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in cast of Consultancics)

-
2%) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY es Mo
COMPLIANT? ; f o
i'
24) WHETHER NAMES {)F THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES | W T AT

TLIE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS?

30y WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE a‘\‘.‘rARD OF
CONTRACT? :

{Attach capy of the bid evaluation report) : L_cs _!Ef D i
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Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze. -

2. Tender Reference No:

DO(E.W)YTC/726, dated 16-05-2011

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:.Repait/Renovation (Re-constructon) of GPS Darbello Old

5. Tender Published:

6. Total Bid documents Sald;

- 4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

News Papers

03 Nos.
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.
8. Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) ----—-—r (Provide deiails in separate form)

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

10, Bid(s) Rejected:

11, Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011
12, Bid Evaluation Report:
B st Ranking in Comparison Reasens for
- | Name of Firm | offered by : ; '
8 No b Br":; der I}:Z Bidder terms of with Estimated acc'.r.fp.!‘a‘nce’ Remarks
cost Cost refection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Mr. Roshan Ali
l. | Mahesar 1695960 | 1st Lowest 2109000 1% Lowest
2. |MBIMECe. | 1700540 | 2™ Lowest 2109000 2" Lowest
Mir. Shamsher Al 4
3. | Tunio 1710870 | 3™ Lowest 2109000 3 Lowest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

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

1} MAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE
2} PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GOVERNMENT

3) TIMLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER:&

5} BRIEF DESCRIFTION OF CONTEALT : Repair/Renovation {Re-constructon]} of GPS Darbello Old
&) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 1400000/~ .

5) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE: RS 1710000/-

%) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD {AS PER COMTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OFENED ON [DATE & TIME]: 18-04-2011

11} MUMBER OF TEMDER DOCUMENTS 3COLD: 03 NOS.

12} NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS.

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF CPENING OF BIDS _[ALL)
14) BID EVALUATION REFORT ; ATTACHED

15} NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Roshan Ali Mohesar
14} COMTRACT AWARD PRICE _RS.1495%40/-

17} RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

[i.e. Tst, Zrd, 3rad EVALUATION BIDY), 1. Mr. Roshan All Mahesar

2, M/SIME Co..
3. Mr. Shamsher Ali Tunio

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

a) SINGLE STAGE ~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE [ comestic/ toca |

B} SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _ ‘ |

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE : | ‘

d} TWQ STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ___ ‘ |

FLEASE SPECIFY IF AMY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENTWAS ADOPTED L2,
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASOMNS:
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19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD QOF CONTRACT D i

ROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED N ANNUAL PROCUR.EME.NT PLAN?
Yes || No :

20) WHETHER THE P

-

31) ADVERTISEMENT : -

; chs
1} SPPRA Website '
(If yes, give date apd SPPEA Tdentilication No.) | 1
' ' ‘ Mo
i) News Papers Yas
. {H}-Ezs_. give n:;pc__fﬁf newspapers and dates)
@ Mo |
27} NATURE OF CONTRAL
23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIN s
WAS INCLUDED IN BLDDISG { TENDEE bl ENTS'E

{if yes, enclose 2 copy)

724) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA g
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUNMER
(1f yes, enclose a copy) y i

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHOR! 5 WAS OBTATY
N ETHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDIN G2

T
LB

76) WAS BID SECU RITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATEDR
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancics)

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

19y WHETHER MNAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QLT AT
TIIE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ) Yos & ' ”

§ BEFORE THE AWARD OF

307 WHETHER TEVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TCQ BIDDER

CONTRACT?
{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) ves e
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Bid Evaluation Report

. Name of Procuring Agency: District Officer (Education Works) Naushahro Feroze.

_Tender Reference No: DO(E. W) TC/726, dated 16-05-2011

. Tender Description/Name of work/item: Repair/Renovation of GHS Kotri Muhammad Kabir

4. Method of Procurement: Single stage

5. Tender Published: News Papers

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 03 Nos.

7. Total Bids Received: 03 Nos.

&, Technical Bid Opening date: (if applicable) _=-mmmnoeemer (Provide details in separate form)

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

I

1

1

0. Bid(s) Rejected: __ meme-

1. Financial Bid Opening date: 18-06-2011

2. Bid Evaluation Report:

Cost

; : Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for
Name of Firm | offered by Doy
T - n " a
S No o B oo Bdidder terms of | with Estimated acr,e-pm.me/ Remarks

cost cost rejection

0 1 3 | 3 4 -

M. Muiesb

1. | Rehman Sahite 4394632 | lstLowest | 4401000 1* Lowest

hr. bir Shoukat i
2. | alisakito 4397333 | 2™ Lowest 4401000 2™ T owest




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME QF THE ORGANIZATION / DEFTT. DISTRICT OFFICER (E.W) N.FEROZE

2] PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER: DISTRICT GdVERNMENT

3) TITLE OF CONTRACT: CIVIL WORK

4) TENDER NUMBER: _3Y_

5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT : Repair/Renovation of GHS Kofri Muhammad Kabir
4] FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME: P&D DEPARTMENT

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE: RS. 2800000/-

8) ENGIMEER’S ESTIMATE: RS. 4401000/-

9) ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT): 12 MONTHS

10) TENDER OPENED OM (DATE & TIME): 18-04-2011

11) NUMBER CF TENDER DOCUMENTS 5OLD: 03 NOS.

12) NUMBER CF BIDS RECEIVED: 03 NOS,

13) MUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS _{ALLY

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ; ATTACHED

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER: Mr. Mujeeb Rehman Sahite
14) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE _RS.1695960/-

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION REPORT

(i.e. Ta, Zna, 3 EVALUATION BID). 1. Mr. Mujeeb Rehman Sahito

2. Mr. Mir Shoukat Ali Sahito.
18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick ons)

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE \ e Fiaaat

D) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ‘ J

) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE | |

) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE ‘ ‘

PLEASE SPECIFY IF AMY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WaAS ADOPTED Le.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING / NEGOTIATION ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:
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19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT F Bl Eote twort G
i 20) WHETHER THIE PROCUREMENT WAS [NCI UDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN? ' ;
| e T
A L3 % 2 "
l : : 317 ADVERTISEMENT : ] -
bored P —_—
b i) SPPRA Websile :
e (If yes, give date apd SPPRA ldentification No.)
1
B - o :
i i1) MNews Papers Yos
E (T yes, give |1:|‘]_1.Jcs-,gf newspapers and dates)

Z
Q

T

T : 22) NATURE OF CONTRA!

“23) WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED 1N BIDDING / TENDER

{If yes, enclosc a copyl

MENTS? s

el The B

S L i AT St

47
Pttt 24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA T
: - WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING / TENDER DOCUMEG Iﬂllﬂl.l
E ; : (If yes, enclose 2 copiy} ﬁ T
:; I- =
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