IS no. Name of Work Estimated | Name of Contractor Rate Quoted Remarks 7‘
Cost-M in Tender i

Bid Evaluation Report in Respect N.I.T No. UC/Hatri/23 of 2014 Dated 31-01-2014
""‘Jhich were hoisted on: SPPRA website Under S.No, 18902 Dated 06.02.2014 with
last date of sale tender Documents being 21-2-2014 and opening date determined as

21-02-2014 and same opened the detail are as under.

l. CONSTRUCTION . Recommendud Tor \
OF CEMENT 1.M/s Ismail 19.65%Above award of work :
CONCRETE .

BACHAIO ZOUR

19.0% Below' due to higher rates J

. . 0.50 _ H . Not Rccmumc?dcd ;
BLOCK S TREET 2. M/S. A.l Munsif 22 .50%Above due to higher rates |
VILLAGE Association |
MEHONYO 3. Meesam Not Rcc}mﬁmAc.m_luT
WASYO MIR Construction ' 23 5%Above due to higher rates |
BHAR Company ]

2. CON STRU CTION Rccnmm\cmlcd for 1‘
OF CEMENT 1.M/s Ismail 19 85%Above | award ol work :
CONCRETE 0.50 __j‘
BLOCK STREET | U0 | 2MisSavers T |
VILLAGE GUL Enterprises 2220%Above | |
MUHAMMAD ’ 3. M/s AZ I:OL {(c}cglrlncniml .
SHORO ) e to higher rates |
Enterprises 23.35%Above |

3. CONSTRU CTION Rccomm‘cndcal for |
OF CEMENT 19.95%Ab0ve award ol work "
CONCRETE S
. 4 Not Recommended |

BLOCK STREET 0.50° 2. Ms Khair | ot b s
VILLAGE EDAN Enterprises 22.40%Above o
- . Nol Recommended

SHORO 3‘. M/S A.Z ' due o higher rates !
Enterpnses 23.25%Above o

4, EARTH FILLING _ v Recomniended for ‘
WORK @ }Azﬁgif;;xuns}f 21 _25% Below award ol work :

Not Reconumended

Nol Recommended |

3.M/s K K Traders 17.50% Below | dueto higher rates ‘I

5. CONSTRU CT]ON 1.M/s Khair Recommendud tor 7
NT : 0 award of work :

OF CEMENT Enterprises  119.70%Above |
CONCRETE .

- 0.50 Not Recommended
BLOCK STREE1 2.M/s S.avera 22.5 5045 Above | ducto higher rates e
VILLAGE KARO Enterprises |

PETAL. 3

3. M/s Meesam Not Recommended ‘
~ : due to higher rates
Construction 73.35%Above e

Company o ‘

0.50




CONSTRU CTION . Recommended for

SCHEME : T

VILLAGE KAROC Association ’

PETAL 3. Meesam Not Recpmmended
Constructi on due to higher rates
Company

CON STRUCTION . Recommended for

CONCRETE Not Recommended

VILLAGE

ALIABAD . Not Rec?mmended
COLONY KOLH[ 3. M/s I.(halr 23.15%Ab0ve due to higher rates
PARO Enterprises

CONSTRUCTION : Recommended for
CONCRETE Not Recommended
VILLAGE Enterprises

ALIABAD

SUBHANULLAH

COLONY

Not Recpmmended
3. M/s Inderyas Bashir | 23. 50%Above due to higher rates
Sovrac -

: Recommended for
SEWERAGE ggﬁi‘ah‘d & 16.60%Above | award of work
SURFACE DRAIN Not Recommended
ALIABAD o s KK Traders | 18:25%Above | dutotigher =i
Not Recommended
3. M/s LF Enterprises 19.0%Above | 44 to higher rales
CONSTRU CTION Recommended for
OF CEMENT 1 .Ws Shah Nawaz 19.70%Above | &% d of work
CONCRETE

1 Not Recommended
BLOCK STREET 2. M/s Shahid & 52 15%Above | dueto higher rtes
Brothets

VILLAGE FAIZAN

MUSIID STREET Not Recommended
NEW CITY 3. M/s L.F Enterprises 73.25%Above | 4wt higher rates

e '—‘=—-‘I\__;_;

Secretary W frictEngineer
Union Council Hatri w Diatfict Council Tando Allah Yar
District Hyderabad

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




UNION COUNCIL HATRI DISTRICT HYDERABAD

PROCEEDINGS OF TENDER OPENING COMMITTEE DATED: 21.02.2014

The tenders inrespect of Development Works to be executed under
Union Council Hatri, District Hyderabad were invited Notice No. UC/Hatri/23 of
2014 Dated 31-01-2014 Which were hoisted on: SP.PRA website Under S.No,
18902 Dated 06.02.2014 with last date of sale tender Documents being 21-2-2014
and opening date determined as 21-02-2014 and same opened the detail are as under
pefore following committee In presence of contractors and the bid have been
evaluated by committee.

1 Mr. Salman Rehman Assistant Director ‘ 4
Memon / Administrator
H Mr. Mehboob Ali Malik Member >4‘:.." .

The following contractors who have participated in bidding process were also present.

n NAME OF CONTRACTOR m
M/s Al-Munsif Association ‘!'5'19_
M/s Meesam Construction Comparty M
%
M/s A.Z Enterprises W
|G
Wﬂ_

e

3




8 | M/s Shahid & Brothers

H O | M/s Inderyas Bashir W

10 | M/s LY Enterprises %%/g P

11 | M/s Shah Nawaz

The bid evaluation report is appended.

%

ASSISTANT DIRECTOR/ ADMINISTRATOR
CHAIRMAN
PROCURING COMMITTEE




.tJ
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BID EVALUATION REPORT

1 k\lame of Procuring Agency: Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad /

Tender Reference No: l_qc,, .H,\pq'} 23 00 261y Dat-esd 3 - ar-goly "

Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF CEMENT CONCRETE BLOCK STREET "
VILLAGE MEHONYO WASYO MIR BHAR

Method of Procurement: Sinele Stage One Envelop Procedure.

Tender Published: <OPRA.SAR~ 18902 - D%%Ca'\ég*Oﬁ- 30/’9 '\///
. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3 |

Total Bid Received: ' 3

Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
No.of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): _-=-—-

Bid (s) Rejected: ==

Financial Bid Opening Date: Q-0 - QO]Q v
Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/
Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for ]
- Name of Firm of by the terms of cost with acceptance/ Remarks i
\ Bidder Bidder estimated cost rejection ‘ ‘
L S
0 1 2 3 4 5 © 6 |
. : . Recommended for ‘
M/s Ismail ' 492,610/- 1% Lowest 19.65%Above Lowest award of work
M/s Al-Munsif Not Recommendcd—}
| Association 504,248/~ | 2" Lowest 22.50%Above High due to higher rates !
Meesam Not Recommended
Construction 508,332/- 3 Lowest | 23.5%Above Higher due to Higher rates }
Company ' o

._;__ h__:‘.\?.:* '?/ ‘
strict’Engineer

Secretary
Union Council Hatri Distifet Council Tando Allah Yar

istri \
District Hyderabad R !

" Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




BID EVALUATION REPORT

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

2. Tender Reference No: 2! qffabu/o?jﬁ 20/1{0“-‘“’[ 5)-—01‘2}4({ v

3. Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF CEMENT CONCRETE BLOCK STREET 1/,/ -

VILLAGE GUL MUHAMMAD SHORO.

4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.

5. Tender Published: SPPRH - S 18Y0R ~ D:AE-{J{' bé—&’aofﬁ/ L
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7. Total Bid Received: 3

8. Technical Bid opening Date: (i applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form}

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

10. Bid (s) Rejected: -

1. Financial Bid Opening Date: 2 [— 09, - Q,O/q v

12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/

# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for

Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

01 . Recommended for
l M/s Ismail 493,427/- 1% Lowest 19.85%Above Lowest ‘ award of work
\ 02 | M/s Savera \ Not Recommended

Enterprises

503,023/~ | 2™ [owest 22.20%Above High due to higher rates

M/s A.Z Enterprises | 507,719/- | 391 gwest 23.35%Above Higher

Not Recommended
due to Higher rates

Secretary istricf Engineer

Union Council Hatri : District Council Tando Allah Yar
District Hyderabad ‘ o
LY \
\.
Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad

Nt




Name of Procuring Agency:

Lic/ peha/235F Dol Dk od 31-2l-ae

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

. >

2. Tender Reference No:

3. Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction Of Cement Concrete Block Street Village Eden Shoro. y— )

4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.

5. Tender Published: QPPAQ - gﬂ-ﬂg?c&— D“iul 06'2- QOJ(’ T

6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7. Total Bid Received: 3

8. Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid (s) Rejected: ==

11. Financial Bid Opening Date: 2 ’.— 002-’ p 7N /(( /

12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/-

# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for T
Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

01 ] Recommended for
M/s Ismail 493,835/- 1* Lowest 19.95%Above Lowest award of work

02 | M/s Khair Not Recommended
Enterprises 503,840/~ | 2% Lowest 22.40%Above High due to higher rates

03 | M/s AZ Not Recommended
Enterprises 507,311/ | 39 Lowest 23.25%Above Higher due to Higher rates

l&‘:.—-—""{)\—;—‘\
Secretary istri¢ct Engineer

Union Council Hatri
District Hyderabad

District Council Tando Allah Yar

it

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




BID EVALUATION REPORT

A Name of Procuring Agency: Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad //

2. Tender Reference No: ¢J C/# «*NC/ZB/AE a‘?/zf D“*t‘{ 3 1~ l"ah”v( v

3. Tender Description/Name of work item: Earth Filling Work @ Village Allah Bachayo Zour. .~

4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.

5. Tender Published: SPPRQ' S”” '8?06\-‘ D&gdﬁbé—oz-a\ll‘[ v |
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7. Total Bid Received: 3

B Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)

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

10. Bid (s) Rejected: =

11. Financial Bid Opening Date: & J= o & - Qs) L\ \// ’

12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499782/-
F# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison | Reasons for N
Name of Firm of by the Bidder | terms of cost with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder estimated cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

01 | pM/s Al-Munsif Recommended for
Association 491,473/- 1% Lowest | 21.25% Below Lowest award of work

02 ] Not Recommended
M/s Ismail 506,030/- 2 | owest | 19.0% Below High due to higher rates

03 Not Recommended
M/s K.K Traders 515,400/- 39 Lowest | 17.50% Below Higher due to Higher rate!

. \3\—,“

Secretary ict Bfigineer
Unien Council Hatri S W District Council Tando Allah Yar
District Hyderabad O \\_\. )
T \ \ 5

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




2 —_

|8 ]

| #Name of Procuring Agency:

BID EVALUATION REPORT G

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

Tender Reference No:'

U Hatrey | 23 o) 14 Dated 31~ 01~ 2017

Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction of Cement Concrete Block Street Viliage Koro Palci. s

4 Method of Pracurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.
5 Tender Published: SPPR M S~ 1802 - Dated- 66-02-A30l4 1
6 Total Bid Documents Sold: 3 ‘ ‘

7 Total Bid Received: 3

8 Technica! Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)

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

1. Bid (s) Rejected: ==

] l'. Financial Bid Opening Date: Q -0 2~ “f 5 7

Ig. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/-

# : Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for o
Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection

) 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 | M/s Khair Recommended for
Enterprises 492,418/- 1¥ Lowest 19.70%Above Lowest award of work
2 | M/s Savera o Not Recommended
Enterprises 504,248/~ | 2m | owest 22.55%Above High due to higher rates
03 | M/s Meesam Not Recommended
| Construction 507,719/~ | 3“Lowest | 23.35%Above |  Higher due to Higher rates
Company : ]
e
Secretary

Union Council Hatri
District Hyderabad

W s
W .

tict Council Tando Allah Yar

Assistant Director/ Administrator

Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

District Hyderabad




Name of Procuring Agency:

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

(e ) b/ Qeth D Zl-of-Aely -

2. Tender Reference No:
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction of Drainage Scheme & Surface Drain @ Village Koro Patel. L/
4, Method of Procurement: ~ Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.
| s Tender Published: <SPPRA- gNe $870)- Dofed 06 -2-2:04
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
7. Total Bid Received: 3
8. Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9, No.of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): __---—-
10. Bid (s) Rejected: o
11. Financial Bid Opening Date: Q-’ ~oQ—- sl L\ /
12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499798/-
# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
01 | M/s Khair 0 Recommended for
Enterprises 496,543/- 1" Lowest 16.70%Above L.owest award of work
02 | M/s Al-Munsif 0 Not Recommended
Association 503,718/~ 2" Lowest 18.40%Above High due to higher rates
03 | M/s Meesam Not Recommended
Construction 508,360/~ | 3" Lowest | 19.50%Above Higher due to Higher rates
Company B
\‘s:-"\)*—}*
Secretary )
Union Council Hatri -\\‘ District Council Tando Allah Yar
District Hyderabad R
\'._.
Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad {Rural)

District Hyderabad




]
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AAName of Procuring Agency:

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

-~

U Ratry] 83 o 20ly Dated - 310 730K v

Tender Reference No:

. Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction of Cement Concrete Block Street Village Aliabad Colony \/

Kolhi Paro.
a4 Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. ‘
3 Tender Published: SPPRE St }8‘30; Dakea - O ~0al- 20 /9 l/ _
4. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
1 Total Bid Received: 3
3. Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9. No.of Bid technically qualified (if applicable}: _---—--
0. Bid (s) Rejected: =
|, Financial Bid Opening Date: 21 04~ R0lY v
2. Bid Evaluation Report: Fstimated Cost Rs: 499611/-
;| Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for ﬁ|
| Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks i
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection ‘
1o T 1 2 3 4 5 6 I
0} | M/s Shahid & - Recommended for
Brothers 491,793/- 1¥ Lowest 19.45%Above Lowest award of work
{02 . o : Not Recommended |
M/s Ismail 503,636/~ | 2 [owest 22.35%Above High due to higher rates
03 | M/s Khair Not Recommended
1 Enterprises 506,903/~ | 3¢ qwest | 23 15%Above Higher due to Higherr_ali_\
Secretary rict Engineer
Union Council Hatri Distrfct Council Tando Alah Yar
District Hyderabad

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




BID EVALUATION REPORT

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

Tender Reference No: UC‘/#'J:’“'/waéfaoH{ DG\QLG( 5]-0\'9&“—\ v

Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction of Cement Concrete Block Street Aliabd Subhanullah

Colony.
Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.

CPPRQ - Lve (8Foq - Deked 06~ v

Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

Name of Procuring Agency:

o

Method of Procurement:

Tender Published:

Total Bid Received: 3
Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form) -

No.of Bid technically qualified (if applicable):

10, Bid (s) Rejected:  — __ me-
11. Financial Bid Opening Date: J){ = © Q- e (l‘\ \/
12, Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/~
# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection
0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0l | M/s Shahid & Recommended for
Brothers 493,631/- 1* Lowest 19.90%Above Lowest award of work
02 | M/s Savera Not Recommended
Enterprises 503,227/- 2" Lowest 22.25%Above High due to higher rates
03 . Not Recommended
M/s Inderyas Bashir | 508,332/- 34 Lowest 23.50%Above Higher due to Higher rates
Secretary . ict Engineer
Union Council Hatri A Distri€f Council Tando Allah Yar
District Hyderabad N \V
SRR
.

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad




Name of Procuring Agency:

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad

2. Tender Reference No: UC//—[JM/KS%&::IL’ - i)m’tcci B\-—O\“aa n-| v
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: Repair Of Sewerage Surface Drain Aliabad. , "
4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.
5. Tender Published: SP?R“‘ %N o 18? og. 0 -J‘c J\ 06 "3 -~ \(1 v
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
7. Total Bid Received: 3
8. Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
0. No.of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): _ -----
10. Bid (s) Rejected: el
1. Financial Bid Opening Date: 9\{ o i ”1 v
12, Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499798/-
# Cost offered | Ranking in Comparison Reasons for
Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection
0 ] 2 3 4 5 6
0t | M/s Shahid & Recommended for
Brothers 496,121/- 1" Lowest 16.60%Above Lowest award of work
02 Not Recommended
M/s K.K Traders 503,084/~ | o swest | 18.25%Above High due to higher rates
03 ) Not Recomimended
M/s LLF Enterprlses 506,250/- 3rd Lowest 19.0%Above Higher due to Higher rates
\\‘ST""iJ\—"“
Secretary :
Union Council Hatri RN
District Hyderabad \ \\\
Al [
\ ¥

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
District Hyderabad
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DI LYALUALTIUN KEFUKL

Union Council Hatri District Hyderabad
Ue) Halie | 23 3y 8619 Pabed . 31-01-40/4

Tender Description/Name of work item: Construction of Cement Concretc Block Street Faizan Musjid Street ¢~
New City. '

Name of Procuring Agency:

Tender Reference Ne:

~ Secretary”

Unien Counci] Hatri
District Hyderabad

A@@“

Assistant Director/ Administrator
Union Council Hatri Taluka Hyderabad {Rural)
District Hyderabad

ict Edgineer
DistrictCouncil Tando Allah Yar

4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelon Procedure.

5 ~ Tender Published: SPPRA. SNe - 189029 - Dated - Ob- 04-30/% /

6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7. Total Bid Received: 3

8 Technical Bid opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
|o. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): ---—-

110, Bid (s) Rejected: o wwee

1. Financial Bid Opening Date: L-62- A0/ /

12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 499611/-
(E_ I Cost offered Rauking in Comparisen Reasens for j'
t . | Name of Firm of by the terms of with acceptance/ Remarks
‘ . ! Bidder Bidder cost estimated cost rejection ' !
i i
Ho [ 2 3 4 5 6 K
o - Recommended (or
[| = | M/s Shah Nawaz 492,418/- ¥ Lowest | 19:70%Above Lowest award of work
! ‘ e
H02 | M/s Shahid & Not Recommended

Brothers - 502,819/- 2" Lowest | 22:15%Above High due to higher rates

03 . - Not Recommended |
; M/s LE Enterprises 507,311/~ | 3¢ jwest | 23.25%Above Higher due to Higher rates
I

\\&—""“-‘:"_j\——-—-‘—&
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