r .

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

RR Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
L . Moro .
A2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL (
VULNERABLE REACHES) FROM Rb
: 211 TO 212 NIP & 230 TO 231 IP SIDE ,
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL (
VULNERABLE REACHES) FROM RD
211 TO 212 NIP & 230 TO 231 IP SIDE..
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 15.569million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 15.569 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 17871821/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2™, 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ | v Local }
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes I v | No \ —\
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement ;
i) | SPPRA website % | No. 18431 |
{ (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
ii)] News papers | Not applicable |
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v | No f ‘
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes | v ‘ No \ ]
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v | No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes ] No ‘ v




29 Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices | Yes I v | No |
where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | Yes [ v | No |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation

|| report)
317 | Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v

32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes

. notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v

i3 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v

34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v

35 Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v | No |
selected firm is not black listed?

36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | | No | v |
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No ‘ v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No v

)

Signature & official Stamp of Y/ AN e ety o s
Authorized Officer P EXECUTH EﬁE[\d(J .EER
e ' ROHRI DIVISION MORO

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356, 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291
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1. Name of Procurement Agency:-
a. Tender Reference No. -

2. Method of Procurement:-

BID EVALUATION REPORT

NO.AC/G-55/3893/16,{12/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:-CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
{ VULNERABLE REACHES) FROM RD 211 TO 212 NIP & 230 TO
231 1P SIDE . .

Single One Envelope procedure.

Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold {03) THREE.
4." Total Bids received (03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO. |
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01,2014.
9, Bid Evaluation Report.
Name of Cost offered by Ranking in (.Zompalrison Reasons for
SNo | contractor/Firms the Bidder terms of cost with Estimated | acceptancejrefe Remarks
S T cost | ___ction |
! 2 3 4 | 5 B UL S PR A
Mo | gy | st | stk |
2 | ossiem | iy | ot s | e
| Rejected being |
3 | WS Mumtaz & co 17977276/ 3 lowest | §1.95% above §
a 3¢ jowest

The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly

MR. BASHIR AHMED CHAN

oy

EXECUTIVE ENGINE

Provincial Highways Division

Hyderabad

EXECUTIVE ENGI -~

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad

Rohri Division Moro

oniractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder,

DIVISIONAM

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

ENGINEE

Rahri Division Moro

Rohti.Cdnal Circle Hyderabad -
(CHAIRMAN)

AN
-“\_"'—-l—rn.




WARD DIARY

|
i

SPFRA

OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TC/G-55/ é'(‘, of 2014 Moro dated . 2 - ol ol (/
To,

v

. The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

" SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL { VULNERABLE
REACHES) FROM RD 231 TO 234 1P SIDE
Reference:- Your office NTT Na. AC/(3-55/38093 dated 16.12.2013.
The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
comrnittee.
The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
1. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
2. Daily 1brat dated.
3. Daily Naw-e-wagat Dated.
4, Daily The News dated .
l The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
against each.
Sl S# | Name of contractor
N "‘&3 1. | M/S Abdul Hakeem Chacher contractor 60.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to
Q bid
[~ 2. | M/S Mumtaz & Co 61.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
) bid
3. | M/S Hafiz Rub Nawaz contractor 61.70% above | the cost of schedule A-to
L4 bid
g
9_: ‘g The rate of Rs.60.50% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.94% above the

DA/As above.

estimated cost rates quoted by M/S ABDUL HAKEEM CHAHCER

contractor as shown at serial No. 1 is the
lowest and found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-95/8106 dated 20.12.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

_ gfp/ ~
DA/As above. '

' EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
/ ROHRI DIVISION MORQ

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karachi.

UTIVE ENGINE
OHRI DIVISION MO

1.

i p
==

3.9 399



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division

Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONNE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
{ VULNERABLE REACHES) FROM RD
231 TO 234 IP SIDE
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONNE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
( YULNERABLE REACHES) FROM RD
231 TO 234 IP SIDE
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 23.938million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 23.938 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder { copy attached)
16 Contract award price 27203784/
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2™ 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ | v" Local |
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
C Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was inciuded in annual | Yes | v ] No I i
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i}| SPPRA website | v | No. 18431 |
{ (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
i)l News papers | Not applicable ]
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v [ No | |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes | v |'No ] |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v |No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes l No [ v




description)

29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes v | No [
where read out at the time of opening of bids?
30 Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the ues v | No ‘
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
/i report)
31 | Any complaints revived { if yes, give thereof) Yes
No
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No
35 Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes v | No
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | No v |
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:
37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | No v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?
38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes

Signature & official Stamp of e
Authorized Officer e SR

For office use only

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

Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1. Name of Procurement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

a. Tender Reference No. - Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/(G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:-CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
{ VULNERABLE REACHES) FROM RD 231 TO 234 IP SIDE .

2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold (03) THREE.
4. Total Bids received {03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable{N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid{s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
SN Name of Cost offered Ranking in (_;‘ompalrison Reasons for
© | Contractor/Firms by the Bidder | terms of cost with Estimated accepta_ncea‘refe Remarks
\ e cost cion |
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
s | | et | e |
B ' Rejected being
2 | M/S Mumtaz & Co 27288531 2tlowest | G1.00% above | . oua yoest
o [usrn | g | o | s |

The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly
M/S ABDUL HAKEEM CHAHCER cgntractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

( {
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONALAEROUNTS &
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro Rohri Division Moro
Hyderabad ;
%.mr/ ~ S :
EXECUTIVE E i SURERINTENDING ENGINEER
Dad Division Shaheed Baazerabad Roh¥, Canal Circle Hyderabad

HAIRMAN)

—_




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TC/G-55/ 4 - of 2014 Moro dated . 3 - ol 2 s b

To, -
F .
The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS,
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 240
TO 242 NIP SIDE.

Relerence;- Your office NIT No. AC/G-35/3693 dated.16.12.2013.

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
committee,

The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

Daily Ibrat dated.

Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.

Daily The News dated .

The following centractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown

against each.

Name of contractor
Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito contractor 76.15% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2. | M/S Agha Fateh Muhammad contractor 76.25% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/S Zanwar & AS contractor 76.55 % above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.76.15% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.82% above the

estimated cost rates quoted by Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito  contractor as shown at cerial No. 1 ig the lowest and

found reasonable, hence recommended.
The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

o)~
DA/As above. | EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kara

contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

DA/As above. ( |

EXECUTIVE ENGIN
RI DIVISION MO

'3»] |20y

Mees)



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

| ,l Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
T Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
: 3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 240 TO 242 NIP SIDE
-4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 240 TO 242 NIP SIDE
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.286million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 19.286 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 | Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report { copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 22144681/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1% lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2" 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure @omesticﬁ | v Local
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
< Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual |l’es | v | No ‘ ]
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement ;
i)| SPPRA website % [ No. 18431 [
( (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
ii)) News papers | Not applicable |
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 | Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in [Yes | v [No [ |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was ues [ v |No | [
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v [ No [
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whethe_r the successful bidder was technically Yes | | No ‘ v
complaint?




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No ]

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders beforethe |[[Yes | v [No |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 "»Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender || Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
- give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v [No |
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | | No | v

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization J Yes | | No | v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?
38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No v
1 ]
Signature & official Stamp of S Ny

Authorized Officer

b Ll

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356, 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




1. Name of Procurement Agency:-

a. Tender Reference No.:-

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

NO.AC/G-55/3893/16.112/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
FROM RD 240 TO 242 NIP SIDE .

Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold {03) THREE.
4. Total Bids received {03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
Name of Cost offered by | Ranking in Qompa.rison Reasans for
SNo Contractor/Firms the Bidder terms of cost with !.E:ig:nated accept:z::‘efrefec Remarks
1 2 3 4 5 6 T
1| MeNsarAhmed | opt4qgg1. | tlowest | 76.15% ahove AC:T :::;mg
H 2 ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁ"aimh 22157253/ 2 lowest | 76,25% above Relectedbeing
contractor | 2 I?w et
3 | MSZanwar&AS | pyeqeq7. | 3lowest | 7655 % above Re‘;ZtT:::;:g ’

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

The all concerned bidders are being foreammed accordingly
MR. NISAR AHMED SAHITO contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

*

att

-

DIVISIONALMER/

Rohri Division Moro

Provincial Highways Division

Hyderabad

EXECUTIVE ENG $e

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad

—

EXECUTWE ENGINE
’-"Rphri Divisicn Moro

' N T

suﬁERm’rEnan ENGINEER
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

(CH‘MRMAMH
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lOF FXCE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No/.‘DéfG-SS! 4L of 2014 Morodated. 3. af_ N olYy

» The Superintending Engineer
: Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.

CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 242
TO 244 NIP SIDE.

Reference: - Your office NIT Na. AC/3-55/3802 dated.16.12.2013.

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on

the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering

3/L

committee.
The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
L. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
2, Daily Ibrat dated.
3. Daily Naw-e-wagat Dated.
4. Daily The News dated .
The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
against each,
g S# Name of contractor
= L. | Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito contractor 77.40% above | the cost of schedule A-to
= bid
2. | M/S Mumtaz & co 77.75% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/S Surhan construction company 78.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.84.00% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.85% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by MR NISAR AHMED SAHITO constractor as shown at serial No. | is the lowest
and found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedute A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

DA/As above. EXECUTIV%EER
/ ' ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along with nece documents to the:-

Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kargchi.

EXECUTIVE ENGIN
HRI DIVISION M

1

DA/As above,

Ranp

fff |

. 3 -’J-J 209
Y



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

> -ame of the organization/ department

[rrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .

Provincial/local Gos/ other

complaint?

Provincial
|3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
) ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
] RD 242 TO 244 NIP SIDE
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 242 TO 244 NIP SIDE
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.039million
8 Engineer’s estimate { for civil work) 19.039 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 0i.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 21864836/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2%, 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ | v Local j
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.¢ emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes ’_&\/ | No | j
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i}| SPPRA website | v | No. 18431 ]
( (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
i) News papers | Not applicable ]
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents? )
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in [Yes | v [No ]
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes | v [ No ]
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v | No
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes { No




description)

29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices | Yes | No |
; where read out at the time of opening of bids?
30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | Yes | No |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 “wAny complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
i notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes No |
selected firm is not biack listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | No | v
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:
37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization [ Yes | No I v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
ete)?
38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes

Signature & official Stamp of :
Authorized Officer a,

Kevo o 2 LieSINEER
ROHRI DiVIS

ION MORO

For office use only

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

Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




. Name of Procurement Agency:-

Fl

-

2, Method of Procurement:-

a. Tender Reference No, ;-

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department,

NO.AC/G-56/3893/16.112/12013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
FROM RD 242 TO 244 NIP SIDE.

Single One Envelope procedure,

Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid documant seld 03} THREE,
4. Total Bids received {03) THREE
5. Technicai Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified {if applicabla) N/A.
7. Bid{s) Rejected. NO.
"8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
8. Bid Evaluation Report,
Nama of Cost offered b Ranking in Comparison | ~Reasonsfor |~
SNo a . erec by g with Estimated | acceptanceirefec | Remarks
ContractoriFirms the Bidder terms of cost .
cost tion
1 2 3 4 S 6 7
. Accepted being
{ | Mr. Nisar Ahmed 3 13t Jowest 0
Sahito contractor 21864836/ 77.40% above 1# lowest
Réiected being a
2 | M/S Mumtaz & co 21907974/- 29 lowest | 77 75% above i |
: nd lowest
M/S Surhan Rejected beinga |
3 | construction 21938787/ 37 lowest | 78 00% above
319 lowest
i company _
The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly
MR. NISRA AHMED'SAHTIO  contractorawas declared as the lowest responsive bidder,
"
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIV{SIONA EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro
Hyderabad ]
EXECUTIVE

Dad Division Shaheed Benazirabad

Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TCfG-SS!é 7 | of 2014 Moro dated . 3 - ol- 25} V
To,

N

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS,
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 244
TO 246 NIP SIDE.
Reference:- Your office NIT No. AC/(3-55/3893 dated.16.12.20113.
The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 1843 I, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
E ‘ the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
ﬁ commntittee.
. o The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
22"‘: ‘*:i 1 Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
§§~ NY 2, Daily Torat dated.
';r"‘ \ 3. Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.
::3 & 4, Daily The News dated .
Eﬁ B ﬁ The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
% % 8 against each,
S# Name of contractor
1. | Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito contractor

77.35% above | the cost of schedule A-to

bid

2. | M/S Mumtaz & co 77.65% above [ the cost of schedule A-to
bid

3. | M/S Surhan construction company 77.90% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.77.35% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.83% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by MR NISAR AHMED SAHITO constractor as shown at serial No. 1 is the lowest
and found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further fniecessary action,

w7 o
DA/As above. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along whﬁr(arydocuments to the:-
1.

Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kagachi.

EXECUTIVE ENGIN
OHRI DIVISION MO

DA/As above,



-

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF
WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

+ 11 Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 244 TO 246 NIP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 244 TO 246 NIP SIDE.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.046million
8 Engineer’s estimate { for civil work) 19.046 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
i1 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
I6 Contract award price 21871143/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2", 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ ‘ v Local |
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
¢ Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual J Yes v ] No [ ]
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i}| SPPRA website v | No. 18431 ]
((if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
ii)| News papers | Not applicable |
( if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 | Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v [ No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in (Yes | v TNo ] |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes | v | No | |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v |[No. ]
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes ] No ‘ v
complaint?




29 Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices | Yes | v | No | |
where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders beforethe [[Yes | v | No | |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation

l report)
31" 7| Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v

32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v

33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v

34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) _ No v

35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v | No I
selected firm is not black listed?

36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | | No f v |
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 | Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No | v ]
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No

Signature & official Stamp of SR M

Authorized Officer

W

EXEC' ITIVE CRUINEER
OHRI DIVISION MORE

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




~#" Name of Procurement Agency:-

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:-

a. Tender Reference No:-

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, [rrigation Department.

NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL

FROMRD 241,T0 246 NIP SIDE.
2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRAA.NQ.18431,
3. Tofal Bid document sold 03) THREE.
4. Total Bids received 03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable{N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
SN ) Name of | Costoffered by | Ranking in w(iiﬂnEz:Ii:'lsac;Zd | aczza:::jjorfe ! Remarks |
° Contracton'Flrms the Bidder terms of cost P rete
R B — cost _ gtion
_____ ! 2 3 4 A R - SUN R A
: ~Accepted being
1 Mr. Nisar Ahmed ] 1t lowest 77.35% above
Sahite contractor 21871143/ 1st lowest
. Rejectﬁﬁé'iﬁam R _
2 | M/S Mumtaz & co 21908139/ 29 lowest | 77 65% above
a 2™ lowest
WS Suthan | | T T Rejected being |
3| construction 21938970/- 31 lowest 77.90% above
a 3" lowest
_ company S R
The all concerned bidders are being foreammad accordingly
MR. NISAR AHMED SEHATIO contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.
. t
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONAL ICER EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

Provincial Highways Division

Hyderabad

Dad division Shahe

Baazerabad

Rohri Division Moro

ircle Hyderabad

(CHAIR

5 Rohri Division Moro



" OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TC/G-55/ é g of 2014 Moro dated .

3 - of. 2»oly
Togq

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 246
TO 248 NIP SIDE.
Reference:- Your offive NIT No. AC/G-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013.
The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
- of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
t“:". ‘ the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
BN committee.
- S ) _
& & ..{f The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
e J;‘E; b Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
B Daily Ibrat dated.,
& 3 Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.
E; A Daily The News dated .
[P E The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
e O = ,
= A against each.
S# Name of contractor
1. WM/S Mumtaz & co 78.45% above | the cost of schedule A-to
hid
2. | Mr. Khalid Masood channa contractor 78.75% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/§ Zanwar & AS constructor 79.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.78.45% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.87% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by M/S Mumtag & co

as shown at serial No. 1 1S the lowest and found reasonable,
hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

-
DA/As above. EXECUTI%%I(GINEER
) ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along with necesms to the:-
1,

Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kargchi.

DA/As above. EXECUTIVE ENGINE
OHRI DIVISION MO
Furrp
] 1 l >



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division

-
' Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD} 246 TO 248 NIP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 246 TO 248 NIP SIDE,
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 18.847million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 18.847 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
i1 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) {copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 21651297/-
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The [* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1% 2™ 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ [ v Local ]
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons, NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes ] v [ No | |
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
)| SPPRA website Iz | No. 18431 |
((if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
i) News papers | Not applicable |
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in [Yes | v [No |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was LYes [ v | No |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v | No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes ] No | v

complaint?




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No |
| where read out at the time of opening of bids?
30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | Yes ] v | No |
1 award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
__| report)
317 | Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
32 | Any deviation from specifications given in the tender || Yes
notice/documents( if ves, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes J v | No |
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | | No [ v
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:
37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No | v ‘
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?
38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No v

Signature & official Stamp of piidie o GO e e MUEE R
Authorized Officer souliy e rn e EA E,CJ N ‘,’,\F'\ GINEER
m}m 2 ROHR; DE‘V]Q’EV’N MORO

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

¥ Name of Procurement Agency:-

a. Tender Reference No..-  Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHR! MAIN CANAL
FROM RD 246 TO 248 NIP SIDE.

2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold {03} THREE,
4. Total Bids received {03) THREE
5. Technica! Bid opening date if applicable(N/A {Provide detaits in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. £1.01.2014,
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
. Comparison | Reasonsfor |
Name of Costoffered by | Ranking in . .
SNo Contractor/Firms the Bidder terms of cost with Estimated accepta."cehefec Remarks
cost tion
! 2 3 4 9 LA 7
Accepted hein
1 | MSMumiaz&co | 21651297- | 1% lowest | AY%above ’
' 1¢t lowest
. ) Rejected beinga |
2 | Mr. Khalid Masood ] 2nd |owest o
channa contractor 21687696/ 8.75% above 2vd lowest
Rejected beinga |
3 | M/S Zanwar & AS ] 34 jowest 0
constructor 21718020/ 79.00% above 3 lowest
The all concemed bidders are being forearmed accordingly
M/S MUMTAZ 8 CO  contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.
et
n .
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONA ICER EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

Provincial Highways Division

Rohri Division Moro

Hyderabad
B ('_"_ s
o - \\
% o ’_ V.
EXECUTIVEE R™ SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER
Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad Rohri CanalCircle Hyderabad

hri Division Moro
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" QFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No. TC/G-55/ é(/—, of 2014 Moro dated . 3 - O/ ~ 2 a) (/

To,

_ The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 248

TO 250 NIP SIDE.

Reference:- Your olltce NIT No, AC/(-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013.

The bidding tender documents on form schedute of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
’ of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on

the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering

-~

committee.
The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.

US

1. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

o

2. Daily Ibrat dated.
3 Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.,
4 Daily The News dated .

NO:__

The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
against each.
S# Name of contractor
1. | M/S Mumtaz & co 78.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2. | Mr. Khalid Masood channa contractor 78.20% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/S Zanwar & AS constructor 78.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.78.00% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.84% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by M/S ZANWAR & AS constructor as shown 4l serial No. 1 s the lowast and found

reasonable, hence recommended.
The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur

under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.
The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

4"}/ -~

DA/As above. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO

contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Directer Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karychi.

DA/As above. fe hep



a

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .

complaint?

2 | Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
- ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 248 TO 250 NIP SIDE,
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 248 TO 250 NIP SIDE.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 18.923million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 18.923 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
4 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 217325771-
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2™, 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ ’ v local |
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 | Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual ‘ Yes | v | No | |
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i}| SPPRA website | v | No. 18431 |
((if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
i)} News papers | Not applicable B
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v [ No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v [ No [ |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 | Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes ] v [ No | |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes | v [No ]
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 | Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes | No [ v




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No | l

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the || Yes | v | No | \
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
O
No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes [ v | No ‘
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Wasa visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes ] No [ v ]

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 | Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No | v |
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
ete)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description)

Signature & official Stamp of . REFf HHOAP P,
Authorized Officer Cevistonsd doconn.

T T
: L"}J [

EXECUTIVE ENGTNEER
ROHR} DIViSION MCRO

Revir1 Qo ouro

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1. Name of Procurement Agency.- Executive Engineer Rohyi Division Moro, Irrigation Department.
M a. Tender Reference No. - Supen'ntending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad

NQ.AC/G-55/3893/16.112/2013.
Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL

FROM RD 248 TO 250 NIP SIDE.
2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
4. Tender Pubiished:- SPPRA#,NQ,18431,
3. Total Bid document sotd (03) THREE,
4. Total Bids received {03} THREE
3. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) NIA,
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
Name of Cost offered Ranking in (:Jomparison Reasons for
SNo Contractor/Firms | by the Bidder | terms of cost | With Estimated acceptancelref | - Remarks
. cost | . _ecion |
B 3 4 S o6 LT
Accepted
T |MSMumtaz&co | 2173gs77- | 1*lowest | 78.00%above | peing 1w

lowest

Rejected being

2 | Mr.Khalid Masood | o pcea0s | 2 lowest | 7 90% above

thanna contractor a 2™ jowest
- Rejocted A
3| MEZanwar&AS | iz03604. | 3lowest | 78 505 above

constructor a 3™ lowest

The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly
M/S ZANWAR & AS  contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

|

/ﬂ (
EXECUTIVE ENGINE| DIVISIONA ICER EXECUTIVE ENGINBER
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro ohri Division Morg
Hyderabad
/ R —-—-—'*\;!
EXECUTIVE ENGI - PERINTEN ENGINEER
Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad [ A Hyderabad
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SPPRA

' *QFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO

r

No. TC/G-55/ e

To,

of 2014 Moro dated . 2\~ Q_n«\\.(
- .

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.

SUBJECT:-
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 250

TO 253 NIP SIDE.
Your office NIT No. AC/G-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013.

Reference:-
The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-quatified contractors/firms . The date
of i;sue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01,2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up (0 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
committee,

The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
1. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
2. Daily Ibrat dated.
3. Daily Naw-g-wagat Dated.
4, Daily The News dated .

The following contractors / finms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown

against each,
S# Name of contractor
1. | M/S Mumtaz & co 78.25% above the cost of schedule A-to
2. | Mr. Khalid Masood Channa 78.50% above Fhlg cost of scheduie A-to
3. | Mr. Agha Fateh Muhammad contractor 78.80 % above Etlg cost of schedule A-to
i

The rate of Rs.78.25% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.90% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by M/S Mumtaz & co  contractor as showa at serial No. 1 is the lowest and found

reasonable, hence recommended. .
The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur

under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.
The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

DA/As above.
ROHRI DIVISION MORO

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-

1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karachy.

OHRI DIVISION M

DA/As above, ‘r
' M’h»—p
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CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF
WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

1 Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .
2~ | Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 250 TO 253 NIP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.,
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 25¢ TO 253 NIP SIDE,
6 | Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 28.411million
3 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 28.411 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014,
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of 03
bids
14 Bids evelution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 [ Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 | Contract award price 32562125/-
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1 lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2", 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure ‘ Domestic/ [ v Local |
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO _
19 | Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual ‘ Yes ¥ J No [ ]
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement ;
i) | SPPRA wobsito S | No. 18431 |
( (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
ii)) News papers | Not applicable |
{ if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in [ Yes [ v J No | ‘
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was ‘ Yes [ v J No l |
obtained lor using a method other than open
competitive bidding? :
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes | v | No I {
27 | Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes ’ No ' v '

complaint?
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where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the mes | No r
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report})

31 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) | Yes

~ No

32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No

33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No

34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, gwe Yes N
detailed reasons) No

35 Wag 1t assured by the procuring agency that the I_ch No i
selected firm is not black listed?

36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | No
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization l Yes ‘ No
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
ete)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes

description)

Signature & official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

For office use only

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

Tel: 0219205356, 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291



Bid Evaluation Report

1.Name of Procurement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

™ a.  Tender Reference No. - Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle
Hyderabad NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013,
Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG
ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 250 TO 253
NIP SIDE .

2. Method of Procurement:-  Sinsle One Envelope procedure.

a, Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NOQ.18431,
3. Torml Bid document sold { 3 ) THREE.
4. Total Bids received (03) THREE
5. Techaical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NQ,
8. Financial Bid opening dated.01.01.2014,
9. Bid valuation Report.
SNe | Name of | Cost offered by | Ranking in | Comparison Reasons for | Remarks
Coutractor/Firms | the Bidder terms of cost | with Estimated | acceptance/refecti
) cost on
i g 3 4 ) (7] 7
1 LS Mumtaz & co | 32562125/- I* Jowest 78.25% above | Accepted being 1%
lowest
2 Mr. Khalid 32607795/- 2" lowest 78.50% above | Rejected being 2
*~asood Channa 2™ tawest
3 |14r Agha Fateh | 32662598/ 3 lowest 78.80 % Rejected being a
;. 'uhammad above 31 |
.- owest
< nntractor

The il concerned bidders are beihg forearmed accordingly

M/ MUMTAZ ontractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.
!
{
Excmidan e raspmesr DivisioM/ Executtve Engine
Bbledal HicEngin&riPtvision Rohri Division Moro Rehri Division Moro
NausW 45 Pt ze

AT

Exec:: .tve trieer
Dad divi=i-.n Shaheed Baazerabad




- QFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TC/G-55/ 7/ of 2014 Moro dated . 2 - o) oY, v

To,

The Superintending Engineer
i Rohri Canat Circle Hyderabad.

- . SUBIJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS,
i CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 340
v TO 342 TP SIDE.

Reference:- Your office NIT No. AC/G-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013,

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
committee.

The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

Daily Ibrat dated.

Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.

Daily The News dated .

The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown

against each.

S# Name of contractor _
1. | Mr. Khalid Masood channa contractor 83.75% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2. | M/S Surhan construction company 84.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
_ bid
3. | Mr. Nisar Ahmed Sahito 84.50 % above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.83.75% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.77% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by Mr. Khalid Masood Channa contractor as shown at serial No. 1 is the lowest and
found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

/—'

DA/As above, : EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority

fuhq»

=

.‘_5\"1,1-0‘1

DA/AS above.




i

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

fa—y

i Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .

2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 340 TO 342 IP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
. 16.12.2013.
S Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL. FROM
RD 340 TO 342 IP SIDE.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.243million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 19.243 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 22086066/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1% lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2", 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure [ Domestic/ [ v Local ]
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes [ v | No | ‘
procurement plan?
2] Advertisement :
i) | SPPRA website | v | No. 18431 |
{ (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
ii)) News papers | Not applicable |
( if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int,
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v | No | |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was IES I v [ No | [
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v | No ‘
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 | Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes [ No ! v




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No |

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | | Yes | v | No |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
T report)
31 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes f v [ No ]
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes [ | No |

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 | Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No I
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No v

Signature & official Stamp of ;.7 no RO pig e
Authorized Officer PRI R b U EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

dfohe DrlieR Auie ROHRI DIVISION MORO

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1™ Name of Procurement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

a. Tender Reference No..-  Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:~-CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
FROMRD 340 TO 342 IP SIDE .

2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold {03) THREE.
4, Total Bids received 03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
8. No. of Bid technically qualified{if applicable} NfA.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9, Bid Evaluation Report.
§ Name of Cost offered b Ranking in Comparison Reasonsfor |
SNo . . y g with Estimated | acceptance/refe Remarks
Contractor/Firms the Bidder terms of cost .
cost ction -
1 2 3 4 5 6 T
) Accepted being
1 Mr. Khalid Masood 3 15t Jowest 0
channa contractor 22086066/ 83.75% above 15t Jowest
) M/S Surhan ot owest - Rejectedbeing |
; 3 nd lowes 9
construction 22116116/ 84.00% above 2 2 lowest
company U N
. Rejected being
3 | Mr. Nisar Ahmed ) 3 Jowest o
Sahito 22176214/ 84.50 % above a3 lowest
The all concerned bidders are heing forearmed accordingly
MR. KHALID MASOOD CHANNA confractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.
{
7" Z
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONAL A EXECUTIVE ENGIN
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro Rohri Division Moro
Hyderabad ' S

A A

G ENGINEER
Circle Hyderabad
(CHA

EXECUTIVE EN - S

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad

S,




DA/As above.

i

OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No. TC/G-35/ . -0f2014 Moro dated . 3 _

73 3 - o)~ 20ly
To,

~n

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.,

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.
CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 342
TO 344 [P SIDE.

Reforvnee:- Your office NIT Nu. AC/G-33/3893 dated.16.12.2013,

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/fims . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 0¢1.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
committee.

The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

Daily Ibrat dated.

&7 04 [

o] gl AUNICGEVENL ¥iuad

Daily Naw-e-wagat Dated.
Daily The News dated .

The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
against each,

Name of contractor

Mr. Khalid Masood channa contractor 83.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

Mr. Surhan construction company 84.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

M!S Manzoor Ahmed Rajper contractor 85.00 % above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.83.50% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.77% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by Mr, Khalid Maseod Channa vontractor as shown at scrial Ne. 1 is the lowest and
found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

/—"’
DA/As above, EXECUTIVE ENJNEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1.

Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karaclyi.

Arep

—=
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF
WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

- Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
' Moro .
Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 342 TO 344 TP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 342 TO 344 IP SIDE,
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.288million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 19.288 million
9 Estimated completion period { as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 22138857/-
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(ire 1%, 2™ 3 evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ | v Local ‘
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NOQ
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes [ v | No | |
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i} | SPPRA website % | No. 18431 |
( (iif yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
i)} News papers | Not applicable |
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 | Nature of contract Loc v | Int,
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v [ No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v |No | ]
bidding/tenders documents?
25 | Whether approval of competent authority was | Yes i v | No | [
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from ail the bidders? Yes | v | No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes [ No |
complaint?




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No |
where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | Yes [ v | No I
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
repott)

3] Y9 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes

No v

32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v

33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v

34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v

35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v | No I
selected firm is not black listed?

36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the [ Yes ‘ | No |
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes ! | No | v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes

description)

Signature & official Stamp of

Authorized Officer

EXECLTIV. CHCTREER

ROHRI DIVISION MORC

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1. Name of Procurement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, lrrigation Department.

ke

a. Tender Reference No. -  Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/G-55/3893/16.112/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of workfitem:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL
FROM RD 342 TO 344 IP SIDE,

2. Method of ProcuiernernL.- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold 03) THREE.
4. Total Bids received {03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable{N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
8. Bid Evaluation Report.
oo | gt | cototeeaty | kg [ ST | S pomaks
Contractor/Firms the Bidder terms of cost pta
[P — . COSt PSP . tlon ———— P EIPR .
1 2 3 4 9 . s
- Accepted being
channa contractor 221388571 83.50% above 1st lowest
_ i S ) Rejectedbenga |
2| construction 22199180/ 2lowest | 84 00% above
2" lowest
__ | company - S R
3 M/S Manzoor i) ¢ Rejected being a |
i : owes
Ahmed Rajper 22319828/ 85.00 % above 3% lowest
ContraCtDr —_— - U

The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly _
MR. KHALID MASOOD CHANNA contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

t
7"
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONAL ICER EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro : ri Division Moro
Hyderabad
.o i I,I' \/‘m,q_r“x,_ 4
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER suU ING ENGINEER

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad Roh Circle Hyderabad




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO

No.TC/G-55/ 7 3 of 2014 Morodated. 3 _ o)_ 2olly

To,

gz
The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad,

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.

CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 344
TO 346 TP SIDE.

Reference:- Your office NIT No. AC/G-55/3202 dated. 16,12.2013,

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No, quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No, 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on

(I # |
7 g the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
J committee. '
.
g The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contracters /firms in the following Newspapers.
B s
~ 3. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
G = .
L0 2 Daily Ibrat dated.
~ 73 ,
~ B Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.
534. Daily The News dated .
;‘5 The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
et against each.
S# Name of contractor
1. | M/S Surhan construction company 84.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2. | Mr. Khalid Masood Channa contractor 84.90% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/S Zanwar & AS construction 85.15 % above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.84,50% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.68% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by M/S SURHAN CONSTRUCTION COMPANY  as shown at serial No. | iz the

lowest and found reasonable, hence recommended.
The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur

under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.
The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

§ Vel
DA/As above. ’ EXECUTIé E\(GINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karachi.

(el
DA/As above, EXECUTIVE ENGIN
' RI DIVISION MO
. I .3 \ N4
ALend)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division

complaint?

" Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 344 TO 346 IF SIDE,
14 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 344 TO 346 1P SIDE.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 19.09 I million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 19.091 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder { copy attached)
16 Contract award price 21895001/-
17 | Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2" 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure L Domestic/ [ v Local ]
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes | v | No | ‘
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i}| SPPRA website v | No. 18431 |
((if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
if)) News papers | Not applicable |
{if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v [ No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v | Ne ‘ |
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was J Yes | v | No ] |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v [ No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes | No i v




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices | Yes | v | No | |

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 | Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the |[ Yes | v | No | [
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 | Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
32 | Any deviation from specifications given in the tender || Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Wasit assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | ¥ [No |
selected firm is not black listed?
36 Was a visit made by any officer/official of the [ Yes | [ No I v —\

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 | Were proper safegvards provided n mobilization | Yes | | No | v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if ves, give brief Yes
description) No v

Signature & official Stamp of P

o ATEN YEOUTIVE DRTNEER
i d -'_Q—-—):l S L EAL_\."«' iy —\“"' N
Authorize Ofﬁcer = , L ROH’:{{ DL\MEED;GN W'ORO

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




1. 'Name of Procurement Agency:-

r

Tender Description/ Name of worl/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHIN

2, Method of Procurement:-

a. Tender Reference No. -

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department,

NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

FROM RD 344 TO 346 IP SIDE.

Single One Envelope procedure,

Superintending Engineer Rehri Canai Circle Hyderabad

G ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL

The all concemed bidders are being forearmed accordingly
M/s SURH&N CONSTRUCTJON COMPANY  contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
Provincial Highways Division

/ﬁtt

Hyderabad

EXECUTI BER

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA#.N0.18431,

3. Total Bid document sold (93 ) THREE.

4. Total Bids received (03) THREE

5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)

6. No. of Bid technically qualified(if applicable) N/A,

7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO.

8. Financial Bid opening dated .01.01.2014,

9. Bid Evaluation Report,

e | ot | ooy | i | 0S| | s

M/S Surhan Accepted being

1| construction 21895001/- 1"lowest | g4 509 above 1 lowest

B company ’ '
| Craaioniace | 2t | Powst | oy | "o
VoS ZaETEAS | otgrpraz | lowest | g gc % above | R:’::T::::g
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ANVIA CLiibid Vidas

OFFICE QF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO

To,

SUBJEC: :-

Reference:-

L")

No.TC/G-55" 7 {, of 2014 Morodated. 5 3 6/ 2014 4

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.

CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 346
TO 348+500 IP SIDE.

Your office NIT No. AC/(3-55/3893 dated. 16.12.2013.

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on
the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
committee.

The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

Daily Ibrat dated.

Daily Naw-e-waqat Dated.

Daily The News dated .

The following contractors - firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown

against each.

- Name of contractor

). MIS Zanwar & AS construction 84.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

2. 1 Mr. Khalid Masood Channa contractor 84.45% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

3.+ M/S Surhan construction company 85.00 % above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.84.00% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.85% above the

estimated : st rates quoted by M/S ZANWAR & AS CONSTRUCTORS as shown at serial Na. 1 is the lowest

and found ::asonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chicf Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur

under hi- « - ce letter No. CDO/RCC/R-93/7217 dated 07.11.2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

contract~r i< submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

DA/As absve,

1. Manp s

DAJAs iy -

EXECUT%/@ZNGINEER

ROHRI DIVISION MORO

Copy forwarded along withfécessary documents to the:-

:g, Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karachi,

furap




-

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

- TOBE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONT. RACTOS OF

WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

1 ] Nans: of the organization/ department irrigation Department Rohri Division
ol i Moro .
2 " | Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Titie of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
______ _ o RD 346 TO 348+500 IP SIDE.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
_ 16.12.2013.
5 Bric. description of contract CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING
ALONG ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM
RD 346 TO 348+500 IP SIDE.
6 T'orur: that approved the scheme PDWP
7 1u| Lor estimated value 24.130million
8 | war cer’s estimate ( for civil work) 24.130 million
9 I »I nvatcd completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 tencor opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Nun:wer of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
Lvre:
[2 [ teusli-r of bids received 03
13 T waher of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
14 1t +lution report ( copy enclosed ) | {copy attached)
15 [ :_:l_]_ _|__1_d address of the successtul bidder | ( copy attached)
16 | Cov et award price 27711957/-
17 ! .m' ng of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1* fowest evaluate bid.
[ Z ", 3" evaluation bid)
18 D v plocurement used :(Tick one)
a .1 Ruge-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ ] v Local ]
b TN .\:-.:.1_;0- two envelope procedure NO
¢ - oo eee bidding procedure No
d RIS bxddmg procedure No
fivt enecify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
1 - rief reasons, NO
19 . authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 e procurement was included in annual | Yes [ v INo I l
©ov o ontplan?
21 | Conrent
B o vebsite v | No. 18431 |
© . ..vive date and SPPRA identification No)
i s [Not applicable N
i - we names of newspapers and dated)
22 . untract Loc v | Int.
23 ~ialification criteria were included in ! Yes v [ No
_ler documents?
24 + +'d evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v [ No [ |
“nders documents?
25 ~.. .. proval of competent authority was I Yes ‘ v I No ! i
o i using a method other than open
.o hidding?
26 ' ocurity obtained from all the bidders? | Yes v [No ]
27 i successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
+ valuated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Yes | No [ A

*.o successful bidder was technically




s.owiked s not black listed?

29 Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices | Yes | v | No |
« where recd out at the time of opening of bids?
30 Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the f Yes | v [ No [
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 . 1 Any complaints revived { if yes, give thereof) Yes
v No v
32 Ay deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
noiioe’cl cuments( if yes, give details) No v
33| Veus e vxlension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
LIVE FELaInS) No v
34 | Bovation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
dviailed : casons) No v
35 Wav it a- wured by the procuring agency that the Yes ; v | No |

36 Vo.: v made by any officer/official of the | Yes | | No !
L pooaring sgeney to the suppliers premises in
Goiinect 1 with the procurement ? if so , details to be
i v wind regarding financing of visit, if abroad:
37 I\ . oo sor safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes | [ No I
a e cavment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
L
38 Sooal nditions | if any (if yes. give brief Yes
doipiong \ || No v

Signatu: . .2« iuial Stamp of ﬁ 4
Authcer; o0 O er /(/\./\/\A&'/\/

L AD

N N el ST ]
EAECUTIVE ERGK

20HRI DIVISION MORO

Forofic . ...

SPPR.. .. «. 0,8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.

Tel: ¢2° .05 ;0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




Bid Evaluation Report

I't-i L erement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Morg, Irrigation Department,
' 2. " ender Reference No. - Superintending  Engineer Rohri Canal Circle
Iivderabad NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.

e L acription/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTING STONE PITCHING ALONG
ROHRI MAIN CANAL FROM RD 346 TO
348+500 IP SIDE.

2. ' &Y vocurement-  Single One Envelope procedure.

a Tende 200 heg:- SPPRA#NO.18431,

3. Ter Bit:cument sold (03 ) THREE.

4, T R o-sceived {03) THREE

5. 1 .¢ iz id opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)

6. " " chnically qualified(if applicabie) N/A.

76 B R ed. NQ.

8 Fn. i1 d opening dated.01.01.2014.

9. it ‘on Report.

SNo ame of | Cost offered by | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for | Remarks

raterctor/Firms | the Bidder terms of cost | with Estimated | acceptance/refecti
- o cost on
/ L 3 4 3 6 7
1 Jlowar & 27711957/- 1* lowest 84.00% above | Accepted being 1
© 3o ctruction
lowest
2 27779730/ 2 lowest 84.45% above | Rejected being a
2" Jowest
3 27862565/ 3 lowest 85.00 % Rejected being a
above rd
3" lowest

-erned bidders are being forearmed accordingly
7w 'AR & ASCCONSTRUCTION  contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder,

em’ h seer D1v1smr%psws&.?@£/ Executive Enginee

APNLal 5 1ghways Pt 1VISION Rohri Division Moro Rohri Division Moro
Nai@yderapbaoze

%‘\Xg
A e, Al
Ex. -~ _semcer Stlup rikending Engineer

Dad div:+ .| ‘eed Baazerabad Rohtt Canal Circle Hyderabad




' < TOFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No. TC/HG-55/ '75" of 2014 Moro dated . 0-5 d'/ > / [-f

Tu,
e The Superintending Engineer

Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.
REHABLITATION OF LET MINOR FROM RD 28 TO S8+90{ 1P AND RE 1500 T() 38 1904
NIP.

Relerence:- Your office WIT No. AC/G-55/3893 duted. 16.12.2013.

The bidding teader documents on form schedule of ‘A 1o Bid of the above subiccted wark were ins it

under yvour office NIT  No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The cate ol issae of

5 1 tender (o (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01,01.2014 @12:00 hours and received huck on the swme dos
T3 up iv 13:00 hours and epening was on same day@ 14:00 hours betore tendering cumuiittee.

:r;;. The NIT was published lor pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the foHowing Newspapers

; l. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.

w2 Dhaily Thrat dated.

oy

N 3. Daily Naw-e-wagat Dated.

4, Mhaily The News dated .

L The tollowing contractors ¢ firms participated in the tendering and gquoed their mies as shown upainsd
et
> each.

I_ ?# Name of contractor RO . :
1. | M/S MBC & sons 14.75% above | the cost of schedule Ao
bid |

2. { M/S Zanwar & AS constructor 14.90% above | the cost of schedule At !
T e _ B [« S i

3. | M/S Surhan construction company 15.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to |
bid o

The rate of Rs.14.73% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works oui T 3% shove e

estimated cost rates quoted by M/S MBC & Sons  as shown at serial No. 1 is the lowest and foed reasonanne,
hence recommendad,

The estimmate has heen sanctioned by Chiel Engineer Sukkur barrape Left Buri Roeswm Sukhar
uinder his office fener No, CDOYRCC/R-8978105 dated 201220135,

The tender on schedule A~ 1o Bid  form atong with required documents o Lisar of Tuvest

contractor is submitied herewith for favour of Turther necessary aciion,

5:/ //

DAAS above, EXECUTIVE - NGINELR
ROMRY IBIVISION wi0Re:

Copy forwarded afong with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kargchi.

 DA/As above, EXITCUFIVE [ N W
}(YHRI DUV 500 vy




SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
= CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM ,
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF WORK,
SERVICES & GOODS.

1 Name of the organization/ department irrigation Department Rokhri Division
|~ Moro .
| 2 7 | Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial

3 Title of contract REHABLITATION OF LET MINOR

FROM RD 28 TO 58+900 I AND RD
15+0 TOQ 58+900 NIP .

4 Tender number o NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
' 16.12.2013. _ B
5 Brief description of contract REHABLITATION OF LET MINOR

FROM RD 28 TO 58+200 1P AND RD
15+0 TO 583+900 NIP .

6 | Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 31.986million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 31.986 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.20t4. :
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03 ;
byres)
12 Number of bids received _ _ 03 |
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03 i
bids |
14 | Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached) :
15 | Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 | Contract award price 36703773/~
217 Ranking of successful bidder in evalvation report The 17 lowest evaluate bid.

18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)

|
(e 1%, 2™, 3" evaluation bid) o |
|

A Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ ' v local 1
‘B | Single stage- two envelope procedure NO B "
C Two stage bidding procedure No o

D Two stage bidding procedure No

Picase specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency . dircct contraciing
ctc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohrl Division Moro
20 Whether the procurement was inciuded in annual [ Yes | ¥ No ! |
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :

i)| SPPRA website [ v No. 18431 j
( { if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)

ii)| News papers | Not applicable L |
{ if yes, give names of newspapers and dated) !

22 Nature of contract Loc v : [nt.
123 | Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v l No .
| bidding/tender documents? - ' |
24 Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in 1 Yes L v ‘ No | .
| bidding/tenders documents? o
25 Whether approval of competent authority was [ Yes ! v il No _r

obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?

26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes | v [No 1 |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes | v No ! ;|
bid/best evaluated bid{ in case of consultancies} ;' ; j ;

28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes | " No v o '
complaint? _

20 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices i Yes | v | Nn T I

_ where read out at the time of opening of bids?
30 ththe[ evaluation report ¢ 21\ en lo bidders betore the [ Yes |' v ‘ No i_




award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)

31 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes ~ _
No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
- .| notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
337 | Was the extension made in response time" X if yes, Yes
give reasons) "No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
_ detailed reasons) R
35 Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes ] v | No l
selected firm is not black listed? o
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the | Yes | [No | v
procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:
37 Were proper safeguards provided n robilization | Yes [ | No | v
i advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
_f ete)? o
38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes )
description) Na v -

Signature & official Stamp of
Authorized Officer

| For office use only

EXECUTIVE ENGI
ROHRt D‘\!aSlON MOR(J

"SPPRA .

Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291

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




Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procurement Agency - Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, [rrigation Department.
a.  ‘Tender Reference No. - Superintending Engineer Rohn Canal Cirele fivdoeribad
NI NO.AC/G-35/3893/16./12/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of workf/item;- REHABLITATION OF LET MINOR FROM RD 28 10 38+900 (P
AND RD 15+0 TO 58+900 NIP .

2. Method of Procurement:-  Single One Envelope procedure,

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.Z.NO.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold (03 ) THREE.
4. Total Bids received {i3) THREE
3. Technical Bid opening date if applicable{N/A (Provide details in separate lorm)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified{if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NOQ.
8. Financial Bid opening dated.01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report,
[SNo | Name of | Cost offered by lid'[;'l(]ll_g in | Comparison Reasons -fi.ll-'.-]._ﬁu{-t.:ﬂnlrl;{
Contractor/Firms | the Bidder terms of cost with Estimated | acceplance/refecti |
- - _— e €08t | om ;
! 2 e A i 6 . -
i M/S MBC & sons | 38703773/- 1™ lowest 14.75% above | Accepted being 1"
lowesi .
2 N/S Zanwar & 36751752/- 2" lowest 14.90% above | Rejected being o |
AS constructor nd ; I
! | 27 lowesi I
73S Surhan _ 36973667/- 3" Lowest 15.50% abovhéwinejectﬂl being a
i construction - ;
' - 37 lowesi ‘
L COMRANY L s T !

The all concerned bidders are being loredrmed accordingly
M/S MBU & SONS _cofracigf wus declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

F x gaativgy & nev pocer Divisionab@ml&.ﬂm Executive bnginee
Prdrispldb @t Engindti-bvision Rohri Division Mero Rohri Division Moro

Nauskaissdharbze

_%\_{». i

Executive E Superint nding Engincer
Dad divisgj haheed Baazerabad Rohri €anal Circle Hyderabad

i S



Q‘ FICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO
No.TC/G-55/ 76 of 2014 Morodated. o3 - of_ 72 of Y

To,

f
The Superintending Engineer

Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.
SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS.

REHABLITATION OF PURN MINOR FROM RD 0+) TO 13+800 BOTH SIDES.
Reference:- Your office NIT No. AC/G-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013.

The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were
invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date
of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on

E :% r?’ the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
.E: - .;' committee.
[ o |
i - The NIT was published for pre-qualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
;% 1. Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
+3 = 2 Daily Tbrat dated.
L] -x»
‘\;—'\ > 7303 Daily Naw-g-wagat Dated.
< e "é 4 Daily The News dated .
*‘; The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
= against each.
-~
S# Name of contractor
1. | MR. Khalid Masood Channa contractor 7.45% above the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2. | M/S Surhan construction company 8.25% above the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3. | M/S Zanwar & AS constructor 8.35% above the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.7.45% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 7.45% above the
estimated cost rates quoted by Mr. Khalid Mascod Channa contractor as shown at serial No. 1 is the Jowest and
found reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/R-89/8105 dated 20.12.2013,

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest

contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

-~
DA/As ahove. EXECUTI‘% NGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO

Copy forwarded along with necessary documents to the:-
1. Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Kar:

DA/As above. W 1 EXECUTIVE ENGIN
OHRI DIVISION MO

3 -.7’ My
01003)



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM

™ TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF
o WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.
1 Name of the organization/ department Irrigation Department Rohri Division
] Moro .
2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
3 Title of contract REHABLITATION OF PURN MINOR
FROM RD 0+0 TO 13+800 BOTH SIDES.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Brief description of contract REHARBRLITATION OF PURN MINQR
FROM RD 0+0 TO 13+800 BOTH SIDES.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 5.850million
8 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 5.850 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014.
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of | 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder { copy attached)
16 Contract award price 6286345/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1% lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2™, 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure | Domestic/ | v Locai |
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons, NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes | v | No | ]
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement :
i)| SPPRA website | v | No. 18431 |
{ (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No)
it} News papers { Not applicable |
{ if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 | Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v | No f [
bidding/tenders documents?
25 | Whether approval of competent authority was Yes | v |No | |
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes v | No ]
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes | No [ v
complaint?




29 | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes ’ v | No |

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the | Yes ! v | No |
award of contract? ( attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
31 Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
No v
132 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
33 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v [ No I
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the [ Yes | | No | v ]

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization | Yes J | No | v j
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
etc)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No_ v

Signature & official Stamp of %

LT HOWEE
Authorized Officer : EXELL e 'L'.”.M-_‘L“R
ROFA! DIVISION MORGC

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi.
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




s

/

2. Method of Procurement:-

Name of Procurement Agency:-

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

a. Tender Reference No. - Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/G-55/3893/16.112/2013.

Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- REHABLITATION OF PURN MINOR FROM RD 0+0 TO 13+800
BOTH SIDES.

Single One Envelope procedure,

a. Tender Published:- SPPRA#.NO,18431,
3. Total Bid document sold {13) THREE,
4. Total Bids received (03) THREE
5. Technica! Bid opening date if applicable{N/A {Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable) NJA.
7. Bid(s) Rejected. NO,
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evatuation Report. o
cost stion [ R
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 | MR. Khalid Masood iolowest | 7-45%above | Accepted being
Channa contractor 6286345/ 15t lowest
3 - ey prerey e b Ll
company " | 2 21 lowest
3| WS Zamar&AS | ggzsoar ¢towest | 9359 above R?::T:::;?g

The all concerned bidders are being forearmed accordingly
contractor was declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

-

MR. KHALID MASOOD CHANNA

L]

(
at
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
Provincial Highways Division
Hyderabad
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER - -

Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad

ENDING ENGINEER
ana| Circle Hyderabad

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

Rohri Division Moro




~ OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ROHRI DIVISION MORO

3

No.TC/G-55/ 77 of 2014 Morodated. 63 - o\~ 2o k{

To,
y

o

The Superintending Engineer
Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad.

- SUBJECT:- STANDARAD BIDDING DOCUMENTS- TENDERS,
CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ON SERHAL MINOR Il ATRD 7.

Reference:- Your office NIT No. AC/G-55/3893 dated.16.12.2013.
The bidding tender documents on form schedule of-A to Bid of the above subjected work were

invited under your office NIT No. quoted above from pre-qualified contractors/firms . The date

of issue of tender to (SPPRA web site No. 18431, 01.01.2014 @12:00 hours and received back on

e f’% the same day up to 13:00 hours and opening was on same day@ 14:00 hours before tendering
. :3 committee.
;*r:- The NIT was published for pre-gualification for contractors /firms in the following Newspapers.
L Daily Kawish Hyderabad dated.
D A2 Daily Torat dated
o e
= Ry R Daily Naw-e-wagat Dated.
\;é :‘_‘;4 Daily The News dated .
el The following contractors / firms participated in the tendering and quoted their rates as shown
l -.: against each.
S# Name of contractor
1. | M/S Zanwar & AS constructor 68.00% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
2, | M/S Haji Muhkum uddin Solangi 68.50% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid
3.} M/S Surhan construction company 69.35% above | the cost of schedule A-to
bid

The rate of Rs.68.00% above the cost of schedule A- to bid which works out 14.66% above the

estimated cost rates quoted by M/S Zanwar & AS contractor as shown at serial No. 1 is the lowest and found
reasonable, hence recommended.

The estimate has been sanctioned by Chief Engineer Sukkur barrage Left Bank Region Sukkur
under his office letter No. CDO/RCC/H-46/7542 dated 25.11,2013.

The tender on schedule A- to Bid form along with required documents for favour of lowest
contractor is submitted herewith for favour of further necessary action.

sl
DA/As above, EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
ROHRI DIVISION MORO
Copy forwarded along with nece documents to the:-
1,

Managing Director Sindh Public Procumbent Regulation Authority Karachi.

DA/As above.

")cc,a;"ylm”



SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGLATORY AUTHORITY
CONTRACT EVOLATION FORM
TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCY FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTOS OF

$ WORK, SERVICES & GOODS.

Name of the organization/ department

Irrigation Department Rohri Division
Moro .

complaint?

2 Provincial/local Gos/ other Provincial
13 Title of contract CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ON
SERHAL MINORII AT RD 7.
4 Tender number NO. AC/G-55/3893 DATED.
16.12.2013.
5 Briel description of contract CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ON
SERHAL MINOR Il AT RD 7.
6 Forum that approved the scheme PDWP
7 Tender estimated value 5.485million
3 Engineer’s estimate ( for civil work) 5.485 million
9 Estimated completion period ( as per contract) 180 DAYS
10 | Tender opened on date & time) 01.01.2014,
11 Number of tenders documents sold ( attached list of 03
byres)
12 Number of bids received 03
13 Number of bidders present at the time of opening of 03
bids
14 Bids evolution report ( copy enclosed ) (copy attached)
15 Name and address of the successful bidder ( copy attached)
16 Contract award price 6288803/-
17 Ranking of successful bidder in evaluation report The 1¥ lowest evaluate bid.
(i-e 1%, 2, 3" evaluation bid)
18 Method of procurement used :(Tick one)
a Single stage-one envelope procedure LDomesticf | v Local
b Single stage- two envelope procedure NO
c Two stage bidding procedure No
d Two stage bidding procedure No
Please specify if any other method of procurement was adopted i.e emergency , direct contracting
etc with brief reasons. NO
19 Approving authority for award of contract Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro
20 | Whether the procurement was included in annual | Yes ] v | No |
procurement plan?
21 Advertisement ;
SPPRA website | v [No. 18431 ]
{ (if yes, give date and SPPRA identification No) :
News papers [_Not applicable ]
(if yes, give names of newspapers and dated)
22 | Nature of contract Loc v | Int.
23 Whether qualification criteria were included in Yes v' | No
bidding/tender documents?
24 | Whether bid evaluation criteria was included in | Yes | v [No f f
bidding/tenders documents?
25 Whether approval of competent authority was |les l v [ No | [
obtained for using a method other than open
competitive bidding?
26 | Was bid security obtained from all the bidders? Yes | v | No |
27 Whether the successful bid was lowest evaluated Yes v No
bid/best evaluated bid( in case of consultancies)
28 | Whether the successful bidder was technically Yes | No J v




2% | Whether names of the bidders and their quoted prices || Yes | v | No |

where read out at the time of opening of bids?

30 Whether evaluation report given to bidders before the @s [ v [ No ]
award of contract?  attach copy of the bid evaluation
report)
3L, | Any complaints revived ( if yes, give thereof) Yes
) No v
32 Any deviation from specifications given in the tender Yes
notice/documents( if yes, give details) No v
133 Was the extension made in response time?( if yes, Yes
give reasons) No v
34 Deviation from qualification criteria ( if yes, give Yes
detailed reasons) No v
35 | Was it assured by the procuring agency that the Yes | v [No J
selected firm is not black listed?
36 | Was a visit made by any officer/official of the [Yes | | No | ]

procuring agency to the suppliers premises in
connection with the procurement ? if so , details to be
ascertained regarding financing of visit, if abroad:

37 Were proper safeguards provided n mobilization [ Yes [ | No [ v
advance payment in the contract 9 bank guarantee
ete)?

38 Special conditions , if any ( if yes, give brief Yes
description) No v

Signature & official Stamp of AR -
Authorized Officer Lo EXECUTIVE ENSK

ROHRI DIVISION MORO

For office use only

SPPRA , Block No, 8 Sindh Secretariat no. 4-A Court Road , Karachi,
Tel: 0219205356; 0219205369 & Fax : 0219206291




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1. Name of Procurement Agency:- Executive Engineer Rohri Division Moro, Irrigation Department.

a. Tender Reference No. :-  Superintending Engineer Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
NO.AC/G-55/3893/16./12/2013.
Tender Description/ Name of work/item:- CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGE ON SERHAL MINOR 1 ATRD 7.

2. Method of Procurement:- Single One Envelope procedure.
a. Tender Published:- SPPRA.#.NQ.18431,
3. Total Bid document sold 03) THREE.
4. Total Bids received 03) THREE
5. Technical Bid opening date if applicable(N/A (Provide details in separate form)
6. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable) N/A.
7. Bid(s} Rejected. NO,
8. Financial Bid opening dated. 01.01.2014.
9. Bid Evaluation Report.
Mo | o famear | Costofered | Rankingin | conporser, | Ressonslor |
Contractor/Firms | by the Bidder | terms of cost ptan ¢
cost ction o
1 2 3 4 5 6 e /o
1 | M/S Zanwar & AS 6788830/- 1%t lowest 68.00% above | Accepted being
constructor 1%t lowest
2 | M/S Haji Muhkum ) 2 Jowest 5 Rejected being
uddin Solangi 6307519/ 68.50% above 2 20 Jowest
M/S Surhan R e t' db . o
3| construction 6339338/- lowest | 69 359 above | B o
company . L2

The all concemed bidders are being forearmed accordingly
M/S ZANWAR & AS  conjractor wgs declared as the lowest responsive bidder.

L}

A L
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER DIVISIONAM EXECUTIVE ENGINE
Provincial Highways Division Rohri Division Moro
Hyderabad

/Rohri Division Moro

P

ER‘N ENDING ENGINEER
Dad division Shaheed Baazerabad Rohri Canal Circle Hyderabad
HAIRMAN)

S




