—

- Name of Procuring Agency:-

2 Tender Reference No.

BID EVALUATION REPORT. éf’i

3. Tender Description/Narme of Workiitem.

I

. Method of Procurement,

in

. Tender Publishad.

6. Total Bid documents Sold:

7. Total Bids Received:

8. Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable).
g

.. NO. of Bid Technicallay qualified (if applicable).

10. Bid {s) Rejected.

11. Financial Bid Openidng date.

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

&

-

Education Works Division, Mirpurkhas. !/"/ /
NO.DOEW.)TC/Gen-55/km-7/112 dated 21012013

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Froviding Missing Facilities
under SERP (ToP-1V) Taluka Mirpurkhas. e

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure,

SPPRA website/Daily Newspapers(l.e.Kawish dated 25.1.13

03-Nos.

03-Nos.

Mot Applicable.
Mot Applicable,
02-Mos,
‘IS.E.ED*IT"JJ

|
P gt g Reasons for |
5.No. Mame of Firm of Bidder. Gestongred by Renking in | Comparisor with Estimaled acteptance Barnaibs
Bidders. terms of cost Cosl Zhe
rejackarn
T Mis. Abdul Salam Arif, 13,212,475 “1st lowest 13,331,094 ~Cualified as per  Recommended far
Governemnt Contractor, evaluation criteria award of wark.
2 Mr. KK Associates, 13,891,517 Qﬁd lowest 13,331 094 Qualifizd rejected due to high
Government Contractor. reles
3 Mis Faroogue Electric 14,138,503 \Erfr{d lowest 13,331 004 Aualified rejected due o high
Warks, Government L
Caontractor,
J
.'II .
r-..r: '
l\[ K
4}‘/5' '
Alﬁdu éattar
Divisional Accounts Officer ngr.Zahid Hussain Memon)
Education Works Division Executrive Engineer
L Mirpurkhas ! aucation Waorks Division
(Engr.Mam n Sheukat Al * Mirpurkhas
4‘/ Superintend ngineer

]

orks & Services Depariment
ﬁﬂirpurla:ha&g—



11

1. Name of Procuring Agency:-

Z Tender Reference No.

EID EVALUATION REPORT.

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/itemn.

4. Method of Procurement

n

. Tender Published.

€. Total Bid documents Sald-

~J

. Total Bids Receivad:

e

- Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable),

g NO. of Big Technicallay qualified (if applicable).

N

Education Warks Division Mirpurkhas. v/
ND_DD{E_W.jTCe’Gen—EEa'.’-am—TH 12 .dated 21..01.2013,

Construction of Additional Class Reoms & Providing Missing Facilities
undar SERP (TaP-1\V) Taluka Sindhri.

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure.

SPPRA website f Daily Mewspapers (| e Kawish dated 251.13)

03-Mos.

03-Nos,
Mot Applicable.
Not Applicable.

10. Bid (s) Rejected. 02 No, v/
11. Financial 8id Upenidng date. 13.2.2013
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
S . ; Reasons for
% ) . Cost offerad by Renking in Comparison with ; . )
e Name of Firm of Bidder. Bidders, lerms of cost. | Estimated Cost. accgptgﬂce. Bhabl L
rejection
T M/s. lgbal Brothers, 14,406 702 “1st lowest 14, 623,327 Qualified as per Recommended for
Govarnemnt Contractor. evaluation e
criteria

7 W, Farooque electric
Works, Government
Contractor.

3 Mis Shahbaz Salam
Enterprises, Governrment
Contractor.

B
1

\ \LIHI'_-"'L
(AbHul Sattar)
' Divisional Accounts Officar
Educztion Works Division
fj Mirpurkhas

14,720,472 “2nd lowest

15,008,279 " 3rd lowest

(Engr Mernon| Shoukat Al

f Superi
{| Works & Services Dea?nmenf

intendi

Mirpurkhas

14,623 327 AQualified Rejacted due to high

rates

14,623,327 ¢Qualified Rejected due to high

rates

ussain Memon)

Executrive Engineer

o } (Engr.Za

I,i":?ducatic-n Works Division

Mirpurkhas



1. Name of Pracuring Agency -

2. Tender Reference No,

BID EVALUATION REPORT. 3

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/iter.

4. Method of Procurement

n

. Tendar Published

6. Total Bid documents Sold:

7. Total Bids Recaived:

8. Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable).

2. NO. of Bid Technicallay qualified (if applicable).

10. Bid (s) Rejected.

11. Financial Bid Openidng date.

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

Education Works Division, Mirpurkhas,

-
NO.DOE W) TCIGen-55/km-7/112 dated 21012013, ©

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Froviding Missing Facilities
under SERP (ToP-1V) Taluka Hussain Bux Mari

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure.
SPPRA website/Daily Newspapers (i.e.Kawish dated 25,1.13),

03-MNos.

03-Mos.
Mot Applicable.
Mot Applicable,
02 MNos.

’13.2.2013//.

Cost offered by

Reanking in Comparison with Reasons for

: . b i _
3.No, Mame of Firm of Bidder. Biddurs terms of cast.| Estimated Cost ac-:n,_epte_mue. Remarks.
rejection
1 M/s. Saleem Electric 13,745,750 M st lowest 13,852 124-/Qualified as per Recommended far
sServices, evaluaticn award of work.
Gowvernemnt Contractor. '_ZF“E”H
2 Mr. K.K. Construction 14,129,134 *«énd lowest 13,852 124 “Qualified Rejected dus to
Fakiztan ! high rates
Government Contractor. / -
3 Mis.lgbal Brothers, 14 578,017 3rd lowest 13,852 124 -/a’.{luailified Rejected due to

Government Contractor. T

q) A
N ’éfff”{’f &
attar)

fﬁbﬁf

Divisionall Accounts Officer

Education Works Division
'F';_l Mirpurkhas

{Engr.Meman Shoukat Ali)
/ Superintendin '
'

'

high rates
. \Engr.Zg#fd Hussain Memon)
: h Executrive Engineer
| i

‘! | Eﬁucatfan Woaorks Division
Mirpurkhas

Works & Service artment




BID EVALUATION REPORT. G:

1. Mame of Proguring Agency.-

-

L

2. Tender Reference No.

. Tender Description/Name of Work/itemn.

4. Method of Procurement.

n

- Tender Published

&. Total Bid documents Scid:

=

. Total Bids Receivad-

8. Technical Bid Opening date (if applicabla),

9. NQ. of Bid Technicallay qualified {if applicable).

10. Bid

is) Rejected.

11. Financial Bid Openidng date.

12. Bid

Evaluation Report:

Education Works Division, Mirpurkhas. o~ ﬁ
NO.DO(E. W .)TC/Gen-55/km-7/112 dated 21.01.2013.

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Froviding Missing Facililies
under SERP (TaP-I\y Taluka Crigri .

Single Stage- One Envelop procadure.

SPPRA website/Daily Newspapers (i.e.Kawish dated 25112 &
others).

03-Nos.
03-Nos.
Mot Applicable.
Mot Applicable,

02 Mos.
13.2.2013. =

iZost offered by

3 1 1 1
5.No. Mame of Firm of Bidder. Biiare terms of cost.| Estimated Cost. accgptgnc&f Femarks.
rejection
1 Mis. Kamran Builders, 17,780,973 1st lowest 17,938 157 Qualified as per Recommended for
Governemnt Contractor. evaluation award of work.
criteria
2 M/s, Pakistan Electric 18,488 910 2nd lowest 17.938.157 Qualified Rejected due to
Wiorks, ? high rates
Government Contractor.
3 M/s.Abdul Salam Arif 19,077,645 3rd lowest 17.938 157 Qualified Rejected due to
Government Contractor. rmgh rates

,-f’?f
T J/ / W
|hgld‘ﬁ|n ttar

/ Dwmmwal?ﬂxccnunts Cificer

Education Works Division
Cg_\ Mirpurkhzas

-

Executrive Engineer
Education Works Division

(Engr.ZaKid Hussain Meman)
;llﬁ

Superintending Ergineer

arks & Service

+ (EngrMeman Shoukat Al % Mirpurkhas
Jh

spartment
Mirpur[{ha&%—



1. Mame of Procuring Agency:-

2. Tender Reference MNo.

3. Tender Description/Name of Woarkfitem.

4. Method of Procurement,

. Tender Published.

on

Total Bid documents Saold:

. Total Bids Recejved:

WL~

10. Bid (s) Rejected.
11. Financial Bid Openidng dats.

12. Bid Evaluation Report:

BID EVALUATION REPORT.

- Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable).
NO. of Bid Technicallay gualified (if applicable).

|

’
Education Works Division, Mimurkha{f e
NO.DO(E W\ TC/Gen-55/km-7/112 .dated 21..01.2013,

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Providing Missing
Facilities under SERF [ToP-WiTaluka Jhude.

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure.

SPPRA website /Newspapers (i.e Kawish dated 25.1 )

03-Mos.

03-Mos.
Mot Applicable,
Mot Applicable.

S.No. Mame of Firm of Bidder,

02 Nos.
,-r""-.
13.2.2013,
Cost offered by Renking in | Comparison with HEEEC’J{”E fc:: 5 .
Bidders terms of cost.| Estimated Cost. | #ECSPENCE S
ff’rchc:tmn

-

Mis, A NLW,
Governemnt Contractor,

> Mr, Munammad Mustafa
Wasszan, Government
Contractor.

3 Mis. Abdul Salam Arif
Government Contractor.

M/ § s /1 W
’L Sattar}
‘,f Di‘iisiﬂﬁu] Accounts Officer
'Ed}ucatiﬁn Works Division
Mirpurkhas

13,940,647 ~Ist lowest 14,205,259 \HAualified as par Recommanded far

evaluation award of work,

criteria
14 205 256 "Qiialified. Rajeciad dus to
. high rates,

14,674 587 +2nd lowest

"‘h.-';.’
14,205,259 Qualified.

Rejected dus to
Righ rates

7
15,367,339 3rd lowest

Exscutrive Engineer
ucation Works Division
Mirpurkhas

{Engr.ZahidHussain Memon)
III
v

(Engr-Memon Shoykat Ali}



1. Name of Proguring Agency. -

2. Tender Reference No.

BID EVALUATION REPORT.

3. Tender Description/Name of WorkJitarm

4. Method of Procurement

2. Tender Published

6. Total Bid documents Sold:

7. Total Bidz Recaived:

8, Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable).

. NO. of Bid Technicallay qualified (I applicable),

Education Works Division, Mirpurkhas.

NO.DO(E.W ) TC/Gen-55/km-7/112 dated 21..01.2013,

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Providing Missing Facilities
under SERP (ToP-1V) Taluka Kot Ghulam Muhammad (KGM-I) . -

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure.

SPPRA website/Newspapers {l.e.Kawish dated 25.1.13)

03-Nas.

03-Mos.
Mot Applicable.
Mot Applicable.

10. Bid (s) Rejescted. 02-Mos.
11. Financial Bid Openidng date. 1329013
12. Bid Evaluation Report
— Costoffered by | Renkingin | Comparison with | [easons for

Marre of Firm of Biddar

Biddars

terms of cost.

acceptance/

Estimated Cost, S
rejection

Remarks.

1 Mis. K.K. Construction
Pakistan,
Gavernamnt Contractor,

. Mr. K.K. Associates,
Government Contractar.

3 MisKamran Builders,
Government Contractor

1

Jl. ; EFYE-
A iﬂb@hf{Saﬂar

"\Drwsmnal Accounts Officer
/ Education Works Division
Mirpurkhas

12,612,635 4t lowest

12,998,208 ‘é:'lﬂ lowest

13,535.768 “'érd lowest

Ices

Mirp

12,731,132 Qualified as per Recommended

evaluation
criteria

12,731,132 Qualified

12,731,132 Qualified

| Superints nding Engineer
Works & S

Epfﬁment
2y

tor award of
wiork,

Fejected due to
Righ rates.

Fejecled due to
high rates.

~ Engr.Za Lssain Memon)
ﬁ Executrive Enginser
! ! I%ﬁucatmn Works Division
L\ (Engr, Memun Shoukat Aljy = Mirpurkhas



1. Name of Pracuring Agency:-

2. Tender Reference No.

BID EVALUATION REPORT.

3. Tender Description/Name of Work/item

4. Method of Procurement.

5 Tender Published.

E. Total Bid documents Sold:

7. Total Bids Received:

8. Technical Bid Opening date (if applicable).

9. NQ. of Bid Technicallay qualified (if applicable)

Education Warks Division, Mirpurkhas. =

NO.DO(E.W.) TC/Gen-55/km-7/112 dated 21.01.2013. =

Construction of Additional Class Rooms & Providing Missing Facilities
under SERP (ToP-IV) Taluka Kot Ghulam Muhammad (KGM-Il} .~

Single Stage- One Envelop procedure.

SPPRA website/Daily Newspapers (l.e.Kawish dated 25.1.13).

J3-Naos.

03-Mosg,

Mot Applicable.
Mot Applicable.

10. Bid (s) Rejected. 02 Nos.
11. Financial Bid Openidng date, 13.2.2013 —
12. Bid Evaluation Report:
s : ; Feasons for
: : Cost offered by | Renkingin | Comparison with )
S.No. MNarne of Firm of Bidder. Biditiare. terms of cost.| Estimated Cost acngpis!nr:e.f Remarks.
rejaction
1 Mis. Muhammad Mustafa 18,863 178 .44t lowest 18.992 986 . Qualified a5 per Recommended for
Wassan. ' evaluation award of work
Governemnt Contractar, criteria

2 Mr. Kamran Builders,
Government Contractor

3 Mis.K.K Construction
FPakistan |
Government Contractor. |

~ .'!T,.a }.-“
s

| ll.;l_- ] :

Divisional
! Education Warks Division
“Hy_Mirpurkhas

counts Officer

)

19,401 448 2hd lowest

20,070,128 *

a’r/d lowest

18,992 986 ¢ Qualified Rejected due to

high rates

18,092 986 ':'Duah'iied Rejoeted due to

high rates

A

Execuirive Engineer

I,-"ll L
2 ﬁEngr.Ea% ussain Mermon)
|

ucation Works Division

{Engr.Mer:ﬁnn houfat Al)

Ih Superint
4 Works & Services

Mirpurkha

ding Erfginear

epa;tment

Mirpurkhas




