

































































OFFICE OF THE (DEFUNCT)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: T.O(DYTMA/HYD/(RURAL)Y- %37 /2012, Dated: 257/ 5 /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To.

"

The Manager (CB),

Government of Sindh,

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority.
Barrak No. 08 Sindh Secretariat No. 4-A

Conrt Road Karachi,

SUBJECT: NIT NO: TMA / T.0 (J&S) / HYD (RURAL) 7/ 224 / 2012 DATED:

The contract Evaluation Forms. Bill Quantities. Letter award of work etc
of NIT NO: TMA.T.O(I&S)/HYD (RURAL)224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012 hotsted on
SPPRA WEBSITE vide No. 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012 are enclosed as required under

Section 50 of SPPRA Rules 2010,

N TRANSITHIN'OFFICER

Encl: /Y @U‘ﬁ A 1 (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
% Taluka lyderabad (Rural)

Copy F.W.Csto: -

i. The District Transition Officer. (Defunct) T.M.A. lyderabad (Rural).
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUT HORITY

21Y / 20/L CONTRACT EVALUATION Fom\a

W 70 BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1y NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION ioeptT. 7 M- A. H Yoleragad Resal
7) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Lo ca L GroVetamameandt
.j TITLE OF CONTRACT Cor it CoAs oy SecAen MAARTs 2o [l.220 (1
4) TENDER NUMBER swvoe ]

's) ¥ BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT ConsKuslion L crCt BlocrcAvi [-Q'LJ’{ Lty

j - . Prwdfrade

¢ FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 (a L (2 vt toed De ]Lw.#;

" 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE .o S (M)
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L. 0.5 (m)

(For civil works only)

RIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) _/A(ee. Mo niTA S
A—ob20/2 F 2 00 £y

™D O 3INO Coampesfative g/a{@,}f

RICN k&

9) ESTIMATED CQMPL

1) NUMBEROF TENSEall
(Attach list of buyers)

"olladneAd .

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT 5%

Q) 0pENING OF BIDS /7 NO
: 4[“f&,ao(t{/il—](o(/;dea&"

a

M/sNé; o{;%‘Ma«.go&;a
“Not T3T T thionds faso 7aw

{4) BID EVALUATION REPORT -
{Enclose acopy) °

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIOMNRE:
(i.e. 1%, 2%, 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

o) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE — [z:l

—_———e

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

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

4
Hx

173




CT \D}_;l(f:c.']l 7‘—{5"“"1%\00 O’f{g@{

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CQNTRA >
) , T MA Hdetabel Ldal
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
. Yes No
21y ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes| ~o: H 886M: 5. & 2011
i) SPPRA Website v C _
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
. No
ii) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n { newspapers and dates)
No NO
22) NATURE OF CO Do/ Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON C ! :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDE NTS?

(It:ycs, enclose z copy) . . rYes ] I’j INO IW

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

Yes No

25') WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'S

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIX NA

26) WASBID SECURITY OBTAINED FR OM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ [ 10T

17y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | Yes ||~ |[No_| =T~ A
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSEUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [es [ [T 1]
COMPLIANT? _

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED };RICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? l Yes | No | i—j‘

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

) (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) [ Yes i |j |N0 I l_'”
H/_Zb &d%Vu?fcd( W ere Y eadd sul
s/ AA*MW#?FO L '

[~
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(if yes, result thereof) ‘
v Neo ND
32) ANY DEVIAT[ON FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVENIN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details) —
Yas
No | NO
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) : Yes
No | INo!
34) DEVIATION F LiFATION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detalgld reas ) Yes
No NO

CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT
Yes No

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OF P PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SU_PPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH 8 S5 UREMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING @ eg XE
{If yes, enclose 2 copy)

17) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg VANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? Yes No NA
e —_ —_

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
{If yes, give Brief Description) Yes

No NO-

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: (021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

L bt Seove L Resot |




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE SULEMAN PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (1).

N.LT No: 224/2012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST : RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor %
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/~ 1 | M/s Abid Ali Mangrio 59% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | M/s Ammar Const: Co. é
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement | Rs: 103320/-! 3 _ M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar 71% Above
5. Add: S/F Tnauguration Board ~ ] Rs: 4233/- - LOWEST BID
I ) __ Total: | Rs: 500000/- o
] 1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
. B 2. Edo:ﬁ.o@& above Rs: 142223/-
Estimate Cost | Rs: 500000/~ e 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement %
Schedule Cost () Kks: 241056/- T 4 Add ST Tnauguration Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 490832/-
As Per Estimated Cost %

Rs: 490832/-
Rs:

As Per Lowest Tender Cost

151391x100= 62.80% Above
241056

ton Officer District AE:WMM: Officer

nicipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Yderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

{Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration (Defunct) Taluk
Taluka Hyderabad (Rurali) Talu
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

| CONTRACT EVALUATION Fomﬂ 234\ %0l

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

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7. M A. H Yolzaagd Resat
2) PROVINCIAL /LOCAL GOVT/ OTHER Lo cal Crovetmamead
_) TITLE OF CONTRACT o Cion Sechss MIA V5 -8 HolE-00 /2

4) TENDER NUMBER Sne 2
'5) ¥ BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT @ms#ﬁf coci Bhekddvill Aels a{kéa fchedi

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME LoCal (rayviimmmindDe Lm#

- N TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE /Z{ Z - S( m)
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.v.s(m)

(For civil works only)

9) ESTIMATEDC ON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) e M0M7Z\S
Ri-ol-20/2 ot 2:00 P~
o1 D J U NDS Comﬁv!‘ia-/—rt/e_ g/ '{emuwg

—

11) NUMBER CF TE

( Attach list of buyers) "Tollad. o .
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED . \ 7 Y NO
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT N OPENING OF BIDS ./ Yo
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT fiAend 2 £y deo

(Enclose a copy)
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE 4, 49324 %/;

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIOMRED 3 7[ LO RiL
(i.e. 1%,2™, 3¢ EVALUATION BID). L oW

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

a) SINGLE STAGE -~ ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Lo cal

" b) SINGLE STAGE - TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE — E:]

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ ™

- PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADQPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:

1/3




cT Dish: 07‘ VA amiHrion o«ﬁﬂ-}(d
T A Hdetabel sl

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WaS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
Yes No

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTR_A

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Y .
D) SPPRA Website o\ e [ 886HM . 5. (f.za/;

(If yes, give date and SPPRA ldentification No.)

i} News Papers Yes

(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates) )
No | NO!
22) NATURE OF CO o [T A oee 1

23) WHETHER QUALIFICA NC ! :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENE ENTS?

(If yes, enclose a copy)

" Yes No

[ [TTDe [

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDER DOCUNMS

(If ves, enclose a copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'S
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDNY

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

27 WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | Yes | [FTlne [[-1j~A
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ves M we [ 11
COMPLIANT? ,

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ oUT AT
7
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ( Yes l No l ljl

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

) {Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) l ves DJE_IEH

724_ 3.63{"57/(457((_,( s ene § eadd st
758 ;,,_#tmazﬁv'aa .
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(If yes, resuit thereof)

31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED \'Y;]
[ ] 7o

-

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVENIN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details} — ‘
Ves

No ~NO l

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) :

.3 4) DEVIATIONF LIF TI10W CRITERIA
(If yes, give detalgld reas )

[ | e
CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

~ [x [

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY QFFICER/O s PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLlER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH & RWEUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING 39" ARROATY:
(If yes, enclose a copy)

15) WAS 1T ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON MEs VANCE PAYMENT IN

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? Yes No — N A
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY v
- (1f yesh give Brief Description) es
+ No No I

Signaturd 810G gf{ N
A“WWM@H AMiriS 3D
Hyderal v Ruaral

FOR QFFICE USE ONLY

L.

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

[ et §  sae § Reset |
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NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTIO}

DETAILED OF SA?
!. Amount of Schedule items
2. Add: 20% above
| 3. Add: Cartage
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement
5. Add: 5/F Inauguration Board

Estimatc Cost | Rs: 500000/~
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/-
Rs: 258944 (-
151391x100=
241056

(Defunct) Taluka Manicipal Admini
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)




q

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

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

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7« M- A. [ Yoleragadl W
7) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT/OTHER Lo e L GroVeduanesilt

.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Cop o wrtem s Casfygrn Se cAS MIA Ps- Co @ol(—za/; )

4) TENDER NUMBER Swne: 3 :

»*" '5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Comztintion L Blre/c Ao fege M maie g

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME 40 Ca { (T vetmmom tard ZDcILa«a'r(: Moo ke

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L./o (M)

$) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.lio( M)
{For civil works only) . .

9) ESTIMATED CCAPIYEION BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) _/A+e.c. Monilh s

10) TENDER OPENEE 2 Aol 20/1 d;.m Py

11) NUMBER OF TE gt il T Ryip 23 ~o  Combpuisfative @ [ fesmemd
{Attach list of buyers) "Tolladned .

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED Y . ELL

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT 8 R OPEMING OF BIDS _/ & Mo

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ' Alveady fogided
{Enclose acopy) a .

M [s Yoks sarasa of Ao s lia

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZ

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE /4, ‘?(94054’;/:

17) RANKING QF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO
(i.e. 1%,2™, 3 EVALUATION BID).

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED - - {Tick one) ’
a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Lo el Domestic! Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWQ ENVELQPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

I

d) ~ TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __—

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

CONTRACT EVALUATIONFORM | 3 8% |10l

1/3




/D

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D/ Wit [ amsiion Offl’ (et

i TMA ydetaber Lodol
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANMUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
Yes No

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Yes -
) SPPRA Website | HEEEHM:S & 2010
‘ (If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.} '
No
i} News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No NO: N
22) NATURE OF CO T Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON C + :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?
(It:yes, enclose a copy) - Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDER DOCUL4S
(If yes, enclose a copy)

| ves [[]lvo [

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDI#{GZg g |=||-| NA
| ves [P [] ]
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves |[= ||no |[=]|AVA

BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultaneies)

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes No I |
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? | Yes I: 3:11\10

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

CONTRACT?

_ (Aitach copy of the bid evaluation report) Ves No

7[:. &d%ﬂu'ﬂ’cd et §ead sl
5% ;MWWAPGM .

213




J

y
3ty ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Ves
(If yes, result thereof)
v No N
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details) "
Yas
No N
33) WASTHE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(tf yes, give reasons) - Yes
No | Ao
.34) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detalfi@d reasNiks.) Yes
No | A/p

CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
Yes m No

BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O P E PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPFLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH gl
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING Cig

(If yes, enclose a copy)

VANCE PAYMENT N

o[l T

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M@
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY Yes

No Ao

¥OR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| pint _§ sae [ Reset |
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C /L

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C

DETAILED OF SANCTIQ
1. Amount of Schedule items

2. Add: 20% above

3. Add: Cartage

4. Add: Different Cost of Cement

5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board

Estimate Caost Rs: 999999,
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 482111/-
Rs: 517888 (-) (206!

302803x100= 62.81
482111

{(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administrati
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

- CONTRACT EVALUATIONFORM | 8% AojL

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

1y NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7. A, HYeleragad Redat
2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Lo cal (roVetumancand
1
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT ([ ammnit (ol o ot MPA-Bs 5o [C?o//.e?a/?-)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sne: i
# 0 .o} -~ - “s)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Cnd«))!/,;/c:a/s’lmk A il 7 Lats
§) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME 20 C.a L (Groveismamtand :bc,ll,adr‘:
' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.o-S (M) '
$) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.0 S (M) -

(For civil works only)

9) ESTIMATED CQaiPLYRION EERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ShAee MoniTh s
10) TENDER OPEN @ TE & I Ar-0Y- 20/t aA Zfo

11y NUMBEROF TE
{ Attach list of buyers)

i D ¢ {4 No me'é 5 7’,& '#1‘ Ve E[&q{eﬂa:/wg
, Tolladne .

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED olne
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT

@n OPENING OF BIDS A

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULg

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE %493 -24/3}/4

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{Enclosec acopy)  °

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONE:
(i.c. 1%, 2", 3° EVALUATION BID).

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

- 'b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

¢) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE — [Zj

d) " TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PRGCEDURE __ —

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

i/3




/7

CT :D\!_;)[(r’c?‘ 77{0 MJ';’Fr\OM Oﬁ;c"fi

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRA
] : TMA Hxdetabet lodeld
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
) Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT : _
Yes ‘
D SPPRA Website | (18EEHM. S lr.20/L
(If ves, give date and SPPRA ldzntification No.)
- No
i) News Papers Yes
(If yes, given f newspapers and dates)
No NO:
22) NATURE OF CO Do Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAYON C . :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDE ENTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) N Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCUL4S
(If yes, enclose a copy)

Yes No

257) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI]J

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIN NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY CBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves [N (1]

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No - ||NA
BID/BESTEVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ves [[AIme [}
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BiDS? chs I B’INO | [:”

30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD COF

CONTRACT?
i (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Ves No

721. &d%yaﬁcd et eadd sl

28 f‘.wkoimu artion .
2/3




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof) )

No No

-

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / POCUMENTS
(If yes, give details) -
€s

N No

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) : Yes
No | No
b34) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detalgid reasqgs.) Yes
‘, [ ~o | Ao

PR NCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO v
Yes No

BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OF ) Tt PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION Wi i RS UREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING & 4 A

(If yes, enclose & COPY)

Yes No -~ {INA

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M VANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?
Yes || — ]| No - NA

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(% ves, give Brief Description) Yes
l_T\‘o MNo

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206281

| et _§_sae _§Reset | | s




Lo COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE HAJI FATQ TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (4).

N.IT No: 224/2012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012

T DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor %
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/ 1 [ Mis Zain-ul-Abdin Bughio 60% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs- 103180/~ | 2 | M/sRasool Bux Panhwar %
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement - Rs: 103320/- | 3 | M/s Mir Hassan Khoso 78% Above
5. Add: S/T Tnauguration Board " T Rs: 4233/~ 4 | M/sRahim Enterprises 82% Above

TFotal: | Rs: 500000/ LOWEST BID

_— e —

Rs: 241056/-

Rs: §44634/-
Rs; 103320/~
Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 493243/-

1. Amount of Schedule items

2. Amount of 60% above

Estimate Cost Rs: 500000/ ~| 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- |

-

As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/~
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 493243/-
! ] Rs: 6757/-

151391x100= 62.80% Above
. 241056

L
4
QL\\ )
Talu r (I&S) District ,—,_,E_M:os Officer
(Defunct) Taluka icipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM L'U"[ P/a ( .

o4 TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION/ DEPTT. /-_{¥]- A, H Xolesagad Regal

3) PROVINCIAL/LOCALGOVT/OTHER ~ Lo cel Grovehumsemd
. TITLE OF CONTRACT O aamstnses oty oy Sl MIA Ps5-Co (2o/l- 20/2 )

&) TENDER NUMBER So:r S _
) * BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT ~ (pans #: S/ €1 L Alae/c Mw&am/-« ad falbh e

§) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L.0(a L (o vetanmmn ford .’bcleﬂ:

7y TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.o-sS(mMy '
%) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE .o 5(m

(For civil works only}

ON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) _fA~ce Mo aTh s
;2/—04/-20//412’_2@@/0./» _
®on ¢ 3IND Coméd—!e#r‘l/c_gla‘{m:mf

1[) NUMBEROF TE

(Attach list of buyers) Tollad. A .
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED o . 23 No
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT, .1.5@ OPENING OFBIDS /Y No
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT v ¥V Alvead y Frovided ™

{Enclose a copy)
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULESN

16y CONTRACT AWARD PRICE 4. 4 4468 9//,

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION
(i.e. 1%, 2™ 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE | Domestie/ Local

c) TWQ STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d)  TWO STAGE — TWOQ ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __—

b) SINGLE STAGE —~ TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE - l _ i

PLIEASE SPECIFY ‘[F ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED e
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:

1/3




/8

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT DisHict /4 amsifiom oﬁﬂ-, i

7 MA Hdegabe, Led el

mmww\ﬁmm PLAN? -
20) WHETHER THE pgocmﬁmm WU . illl ‘.

21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
)  SPPRA Website | [/ EEEM S ol
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.) :
. No
ii) News Papers Yes
(if yes, give f newspapers and dates)
' No | NGO
22) NATURE OF CO & I”“Lo““;,‘,’“”;”mt. H H
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAYON C y -
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) N Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING,/ TENDER DOCUMS

(If yes, enclose a copy)

[ves [T JTAT

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI§
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIA

NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[vee (Ml 11 1

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No ~l|NA
BID / BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER W AS TECHNICALLY l ves |\[Mvo (]| |
COMPLIANT? ,

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OuUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? (Yes H, EHNO I HI

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

_ (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report} r‘[cs ( D INO ﬂ

_/ZL Z_dus?/u'ﬂ{cf( W-mieao( zsff*-f?fL
Pjécsi f&.é—d{—/‘fﬂ\ﬂ?(’!’o& . '

2/3




17

y |

31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof)

No N

-

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give details)
Yes
No N
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN R.ESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) Yes
No | ANO
34) DEVIATION F LIFRATION CRITERTA
(If yes, give detalld reasigs.) Yes
No N©bH

MRENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

S el e 1)

SR PROCURTNG AGENCY TO THE

Yes No [E i NA
VANCE PAYMENT IN

e T[]

35) WAS [T ASSURED BY THE FRO R
BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFi T >
- SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WIT i

(If yes, enclose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY

es, pive Brief Description) Yes

S:gnatm‘éw{s’ ke ‘? HUJ
(ﬁﬁ !!l!&‘i'ﬂ'ﬂfét‘ m‘srra{,s_..;
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY
SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No. 4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
[ “pim b save §  Reset |
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. COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE MUHAMMAD PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (5).

N.ILT No: 224/2012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
. Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Qpening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS 1
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-1 1 | M/s Muhammad Rafik and Co 60.60% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ 2 | M/s Syed Shahid Ali 67% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/-| 3 | M/s Muhammad Ahsan Siddiqu 71.5% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board ) Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: S00600/-
|. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 60.60% above Rs: 146080/-
Estimate Cost Rs: 300000/- | 3 Add: DIff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- “14. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs: 4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/~ Total; | Rs: 494689/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
, As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 494689/~
Rs:  5311/-

151391x100= 62.80% Above
241056

f\\r.,

Taluka ﬁba&v
(Defunct) Taluka Mukiefpal Administration (Defunct) Ta

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

i Municipa

] Administration

District Transition Officer

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration



A/

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 22U / Lofe

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

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

Iy NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION /DEPTT, 7. M- A. HYolerahed Reugad
2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Lo Ca L CroV et anngand
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Co mmmnan i Colls g Sl &8 PMPAPS-Ss (\;UL.Za/J-)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sno: 6

»-+ "5y* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT (o ans f: Lcic:h Lo /<l wii Heoost) Cnf)/ She A

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME 20 C.a L (Gavetnam tard De ILm:#: Paro.
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L. o.s (I -
§) ENGINEER'SESTIMATE - &: 0.5 (M)

(For civil works only)

b ON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) 72(44:. MoniTh s
\w) /-0 Y~ 20/1 ad A-0o S _
D ¢ 3 Ne CoMﬁfd‘Fﬂ’/"‘Uc-Sh/dm:mf
: "oladned .

9) ESTIMATED COMPL

11) NUMBER OF TENWgE
(Attach list of buyers

12) NUMRER OF BIDS RECEIVED 4 . EZERN
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT S Y opENmNG OF BIDS_/ 7o

' ﬁ[f@aé{;pf(ov}afcd i

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Eaclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

1) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIOMREPURG Jf 7 7{? LO £
(ie. 1% 2%, 3¢ EVALUATION BID). ,. Weg

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

Local

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE pomestic/ Local

'b) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d)  TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

A

‘ PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADCOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASGNS: i




cr Dishict o msitiom oﬁl}@i
T MA s depabe fodek

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

el I

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD or CQNTRA

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Yes .
i) SPPRA Website | /886454 20/
{If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
No
it} News Papers Yes
(If yes, given f newspapers and dates)
No | NO:-

22) NATU#E OF CO Iﬁil.l

23) WHETHER QUALIFICAYON C ! :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?

(If yes, enclose a copy) - Yes No

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

Yes No

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIR

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIN NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves [ [}

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

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY l ves | [M] o 11 1]
COMPLIANT? ,

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OuUT AT

THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? ( Yes I No | Hi
30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
i (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Dcs ] D INO , |':”
[he &d%VU#CJ’( WVML/?,EAJ sut
1 2% ;bﬁmwﬁzbm .

213




&
31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Ves
(If yes, result thereof) )
. No NO
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give detaiis)
Yes
No No
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) : ‘les
No ANlO
34) DEVIATIONF LIFJJATION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detaf@d reasigk.) Yes
No I

CY THAT THE SELECTED FiRM IS NOT

S el I

11 PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
MR UREMENT? iF SO, DETAILS TO
i ROAD:

(e Tk =]~
VANCE PAYMENT IN

Yes [[=][me [[-Tva

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

16) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OF
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH g
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING Q9"
-(If yes, enclose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M@
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

18) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY

- (If yks, give Brief Description) Yes

ol e £ y e

Signatu) ; / 'QFRNQ'"_

Auﬁimwﬁéﬁgﬂ'”?s“’%ﬁ“
Hyderat; i LTI

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

i pint b Save | Recet |
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. COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE HOOSRI CITY SHEDI PARO TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (6).

N.LT No: 22472012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
. Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-| 1 | M/s Shahnawaz Shoro 61% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | Mis Ammar Const: Co. 74% Above
4. Add: Ditterent Cost of Cement . Rs: 103320/~ | 3 | M/s Rascol Bux Panhwar 78% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board " | Rs: 4233/ LOWEST BID
Total; | Rs: 500000/-
. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2, Amount of 61% above Rs: 147044/~
Tetimate Cost Rs: 300000/ 3oAdd: DI Coet of Cement Rs: 103320/
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- ) 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs; 4233/
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 495653/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 495653/-
Rs:  4347/-
151391x100= 62.80% Above ’
241056
A PonN
. . s
Talu fficer (1&S) Tra on Officer District Transition Officer
(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration {Defunct) Talu unicipal Administration {Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad {Rural) Taluka Hyderabad {Rural)

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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—

CcT ;D}_': ;‘_’7[ 7:{“”-‘;{(‘044 Of(z"@’i
7 MA Hydepabed fadal

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
Yes No

19y APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRA

21) ADVERTISEMENT :

Y| )996H. S Gurote

i) SPPRA Website
(if yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
. No
i) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | NO:

22) NATURE OF CO e | M

23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON C ' :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDE NTS?

(If yes, enclose a copy)

-

[vee [T e [T

Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDER DOC
(Ifves, enclose a copy)

25-) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIJ WAS O FOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIAIG NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves [l ] ]

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No - | NA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BiD (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY {ve | L]
COMPLIANT? ‘

29 WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
?
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? H.es I No I I:l |

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

i (Attach copy of the bid evaiuation report) [Yes‘__l_M

7L— &dusyua A et § easl sl
26 | wftamaro

23




A7

31y ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, resuit thereof) )

- | \fl\"o N 0

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVENIN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give detaiis)
Yes
No ~No
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) - Tes
No N
'34) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detag@d reas D) Yes
No AN o
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

BLACK LISTED?

- Yes m |No

16) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O AL PEIE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUFPLIER’S PREMISES TN CONNECTION WITH g REUREMENT? IF $0, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING ZPNeg if

(If yes, enclose & copy) "—\;;'[‘B"I o NA

VANCE PAYMENT IN

ves [[-{fre [[=]]~n

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M{g
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(1f yes,\give Brief Description)

Yes

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

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

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 3 2 4 2ol

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

). NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT, /- /Y] A. L Yoleralad W

3) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Lo cal Crovetamimeind
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT O o pentries Cbi 0.2y Sedod MIAPs-S 0 (2e/1-20/2)

4) TENDER NUMBER Swo:y
5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Lams d: Z-c.C: Block aZ /1. /Hu‘ﬂ ] Uz?’ﬂyan/(

¢) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME Lo Ca. { (o veAmamtard De Lwdv‘

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE k.o s (m)

§) ENGINEER’S ESTIMATE L.o-s5 ()

(For civil works cnly)

BIRIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) /A{Qe_, Mo MW\ <

_ 2/-04- Qo) Lo D00 firs

03 No Coew,édqla'/ﬂ/c S/ "{u«;wg
"odlada A

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ' Alrveady Cravided
{(Enciose a copy) d

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO L;{[O
) Weg

G.e 1% 2“" 3" EVALUATION BID).

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick onc)
&)  SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Locat

b) SINGLE STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE - [Z:'

d} TWO STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

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

173




§9) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Dishicf /famsifion O ﬁ"’ s

. T MA Hydtabet Lodal
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
: ’ Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes —
i) SPPRA Website | 11886M S 4. el
{If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.) i
No
if) News Papers YVes

(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates) )
No | NO:.
22) NATURE OF CO o A e, | []]

23) WHETHER QUALIFICAON C _ :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?

{Ifyes, enclose a copy)

-

[es [Tl AT
[ves [T w0 1A

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCULS
(Ifyes, enclose a copy)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI]J
' METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIAHG

NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves (B (1]

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes [J— ||No ~lINA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ ves | M] ENIE |
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT

THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? [ Yes 1 I: EI’lNO l I H
30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARI> OF
CONTRACT?

Yes No

724. &dus?/ao e A v ete fead sul
P f‘u-éﬂiﬂﬂd?(’t'aa .

{Attach copy of the bid evaluation report)

2/3




3/

' ]
’
31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof)
v No Ne
32) ANY DEVIATION EROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE/ DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details)
Yes
No N
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) - fes
No Neo
34) DEVIATIONF LIFGIATION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detalild reas ) Yes
No MNo
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NQOT
BLACK LISTED? . Yes | [V Mo
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O i (5 PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SL}PPLIER’S PREMIﬁES IN CONNECTION WITH & WRUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING G BEROAD:
.(If yes, enclose a copy) 4 rYeS l FJ INO ”‘iﬂN
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg VANCE PAYMENT IN -
1T - ]
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? Ves l EI \No l Izﬂ Mg
38) SPEKIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY v
(If yet, pive Brief Description) =8
- ; ‘
>< No No
Signature. Stérﬁp ‘ot ) “S‘ D"_ )
AutﬁhniuMﬁéi-f*C”“”:5”‘”"’9"‘
Wa boad aral.
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| et swe |} Reset |




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

R |
NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE MITHO WIGCHANAL TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL}(8).
v . ‘ N.I.T No: 224/2012 Dated of Issue; 20.04.2012
. Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-| 1 | M/s Rahim Enterprises 56.60% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ 2 | M/s Abid Ali Mangrio 68.70% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/- | 3 | M/s Zulfiqar Ali Sahito 88.80% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board > 1 Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- ]
2. Amount of 59.60% above Rs: 143669/-
| Estimate Cost Rs: 500000/- 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/- N
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/~ 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 492278/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 492278/-
o Rs: 7722/- ]
151391x100=62.80% Above ’
241056

Taluka er (I&S) Trarfifton Officer District a_aumﬁ_mom n Officer
{Defunct) Taluka icipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Madnicipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

{
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 4 9 4 ! 0]

# TOBEFILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODIS

1) WAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. /- V1. A. L Yolrsabad Regat

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT. OTHER locaL CroV ehan g amd
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT G2 parn o €k 0 44 Sechod MPA PS-3¢ @a/lf,?o/ z)

4) TENDER NUMBER Swe: g _ o
*5) ¥ BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Qrm ;9’.- %’ S o B/o-c,/c af Uifle Molan /:’zgf C
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 Ca L (Favesmmm [N l‘lcle#;' '

' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.os(m) .
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE .o -5s(m)

(For civil works only)

9) ESTIMATED CQuiPLYRION BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ShiAee Monilhs

16) TENDER OPENGE TP ey KA/ - 04~ 2072 dﬂf’-’m
11) NUMBER OF TENR@ghOCSINTSSRID _ O 3 Ao Combpesfative 2 clepmird
(Attach tist of buyers) "olladheA .
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECETVED . EIL
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT @u OPENINGOFBIDS /Y No
{4) BIDEVALUATION REPORT Aleadey Fovided™

{Enctose a copy)

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONIREPORL & 7{9 [0 7@
(i.e. 1%, 2, 3 EVALUATION BID). " Weg

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

Local

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

'b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE - i T

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ -

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

173




£}

19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT DisHr r—7£ [Famirion O ff"@“

20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
) : ' Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
) SPPRA Website | 1 88bAHM S G 2o/t
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.) i
B No
it) News Papers Ves
(If yes, give 1t f newspapers and dates)
No NO ;
22) NATURE OF CO [res | [T e 1
23) WHETHER QUALIFICA NC X )
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose & copy) N Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DOCULSS

(If yes, enclose a copy)

Yes No

25') WHETHER APPROVAL QF COMPETENT AUTHORI'

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIX NA

26} WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves (Mo [T}

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves |[= | [No[[=]| ™A
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | ves | Mo [
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TiIME QF OPENING OF BIDS? Yes | I; ﬂ’lNO ! I “

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

) (Atiach copy of the bid evaluation report) [ Yes [ M

7;; &d%vuﬁca{ i ete fead sul
sy iaﬁz&-dimaﬁﬁrrom .

2/3




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED
{If yes, resuit thereof)

-

(If yes, give details)

33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) -

LIFJRATION CRITERIA

)

34) DEVIATIONF

(1€ yes, give detafgld reas

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO TR
BLACK LISTED?

WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OF:ICER/O FIC
SLEPPLIER’S PREW§ES IN CONNECTION WITH &8
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING GIPG
(If yes, enclose a cOpY)

16)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M{gg
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

Yes

[

No

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

Yes
. l\io NGO
Yes
No | ANo
Yes i T
No | Ao

e NCY THAT THE SELECTED FiRM 1S NOT

No

Lyes [P

Yes

PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

s UREMENT? [F SO, DETAILS TO

Yes No — N }4

VANCE PAYMENT IN

Yes —1|No - Nﬂ
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY
(1fyes, give Brief Description) Yes
g e LI S‘.
Signatuy Hé:h‘p pfff & 1’
A i g bépmm:srm.mn
Wb;i{'f gral.
¥OR OFFICE USE ONLY
SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.d-A, Court Road, Karachi

Tele: 021-9205

| e | Sore § Reset ]

356: 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-920629




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE MOHAN BAGRI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (9).

N.LT No: 22472012
Date: 21.03.2012

Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Dated of Opening: 21.04,2412

DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST

RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS

]

1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates ]
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-| 1 | M/s Zulfiqar Ali Sahito 58% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/-1 2 | M/s Abid Ali Mangrio 83% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/- | 3 | M/s Shahnawaz Shoro 87% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 58% above Rs: 139812/-
Estimate Cost Rs: 206600/~ 3. Add: DI Cost of Cement P 1033004
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs: 4233/-
Rs: 258944 (<) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 488421/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 488421/-
Rs: 11579/~

151391x100= 62.80% Above
241056

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

District Traasition Officer
(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 2 &Y k Aol

o TOBEFILLEDINBY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION /DEPTT. /11 A. H Yoleralad Resat
2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Lo cal GroVehmrnmeand

_) TITLE OF CONTRACT Conamminnn ) Gt o1 Se oS MPA Ps-S0 [2011-2012)
_ 4) TENDER NUMBER Sne: /0 : :
. .I" »- “5y* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT COMJﬁ’:‘;f'C L Blocicat vilt.tbhay Kkhias Kbk
| 6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0Cal (3o yeAmom ard :Dcleﬂ;
' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE .o S(M).
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L. 0-5(M)

(For civil works only)

$) ESTIMATED CQAPLYRION BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) /hiAee. Mo niTh s
10) TENDER OPENT@ : A/ -0~ 20/1 aX 2l
11) NUMBER OF TENWiEgh®) CLEH oD @ 3 NG Co am 59511411@ Ve, -_C__./dwuwg

(Attach list of buyers ! outfa d/\(.o{ .
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT g3 : QF OPENING OF BIDS %
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ' AlAead Y. Frovided

(Enclose a copy)

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE Q:: 48?35871

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONEE
- (i.e. 1%, 2™, 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

2) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Local

b) SINGLE STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE - | - ]
¢) °~ TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE —
d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ — [Ej

PFLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS: :




e ah
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CT \D}_S-‘— ;C:ft 7:{0 Mj;’Ff‘o‘“ o'ff"‘cbi

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CQNTRA

. T MA b hadet sl
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
8 i : Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes -
i) SPPRA Website /‘l}g@éd’g.tx. 2o/t
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.) ‘ ‘
.. Nao
iy News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | /NO:
22) NATURE OF CO Demete! Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICA N C < : .
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) - Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
“WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDER DQC
(1fyes, enclose 2 copy)

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BID NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves [N [] 1]

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No ~{iNA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ Yes I B i No ] I:l l
COMPLIANT? )

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT

n
THE TIME QF QPENING OF BIDS? | Yes | @No | !:“
-30) WHETHER EVALUATION REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF
CONTRACT?
i { Attach copy of the bid evaluation .repon) Yes No

The 3.6 %Vaﬁc;( et Jeael sl

5% )%Ma:‘rfam .
2/3
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof) )

-

No INFO

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE { DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give details)
Yes
No No
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(if yes, give reasons) : Yes
Mo No
34) DEVIATIONF LIFEATION CRITERTA _
(1f yes, give detalid reasqils ) Yes
No ! No
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM [S NOT

BLACK LISTED? . | ves | fAino

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY QFFICER/O T PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH &8 WRUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO

RE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING g :
[Yes [[=][v0 |[=lIva

(if yes, enclose a copy)
VANCE PAYMENT IN

ves | [= [[ve [[=1~A

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M$
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, [F ANY

(1f yes, give Brief Description) Yes

(3

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A4, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

[ kit _§ Save J Reset |
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COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE OBHAY KHASKHELI DEH KUNAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (10).

N.I.T No: 22422012 Dated of 1ssue: 20.04.2012
Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/~ 1 M/s D.B and Brothers 58.60% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/- | 2 | M/s Shahnawaz Shoro 83.70% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~1 3 | M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar 03 80% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board | Rs: 4233/ LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 58.60% above Rs: 141259/-
Estimate Cost R 5000007 2 Add: Diff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103370/
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 489868/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
| As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 489868/-
Rs: 10132/-
151391x100= 62.80% Above ’
241056
f.\% o
Hm_zrgnﬁ. (1&S) Tragsition Officer District Transition Officer
(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration (Defunct) Taluia’¥unicipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) TalukaTiyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

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

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION IDEPTT. 7 M- A. H Yeleaabad Real
2) PROVINCIAL/LOCALGOVT/OTHER Lo Cel Grovedumead

_} TITLE OF CONTRACT
4) TENDER NUMBER Sweo: /-

*-* *5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT ConasH: L e ¢ Bloek i/ SJedsana feh amn

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 Ca L (Froveimmtand De Il,m:#:
7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE .0 s5(mM)
§ ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.o-s(Mm)

(For civil works only}

XL IOD (AS PER CONTRACT) fhAee Mo "‘"72\ s
: TR 2[—-04—- dor2.

11) NUMBEROF TE
(Attach list of buyers)

"Tofladdieod .
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECETVED W, Ry O3 No .
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT, !@n OPENING OF BIDS /% /N0

ﬁbf&ﬂo(g/ {(otl?afw‘ N

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZS

16y CONTRACT AWARD PRICE /% . [f 83 92-5[:

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION
(e 1%, 2, 3 EVALUATION BID).

1£) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one)

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Lr) cal

b) SINGLE STAGE — TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE T~ — I

c} TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d} TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __— l_'_—______l :

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED le.

"~ EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM A2 ( 70 (L~

@* O 3IND Comlﬁos'rl_a five :cf./a‘?m;uf

(ammﬂ.m'f Coq[,’pM_?caﬁo{ MIPA Fi-So CJO/}-ZG/J—)

t

}(.A Al )

1/3




.'ﬂ

-

CT \D:’_':_I(;CJL 7"';/“4‘)’;1‘{(‘044 O‘ff—;m

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CQNTRA ~
. . T MA Hdabe sl
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT W AS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
- ’ Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes -
) SPPRA Website | VIEBEH S 20 [
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.) i
No
if) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No NO
22) NATURE OF CO Do Int
23) WHETHER QUALIFICA N C e :
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) « Yes No

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

v I T TR

25') WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'S WAS Q FOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDR NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ [ 107

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes } |- | [No -~ MNA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY rYeS l E | Ne I | i l
COMPLIANT? .

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ES k M’[NO U::H

.30) WHETHER EVALUATICN REPORT GIVEN TO BIDDERS BEFORE THE AWARD OF

CONTRACT?
 (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) r Yes ' [j ]No | |-_H

7[1— &d'—syuo A et Jead e
s ;W%bm .

2/3




» 31y ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof)

~

No INO

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give details)
Yes
No No
33) WASTHE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(if yes, give reasons) - Yes
No | AN
34) DEVIATIONF LIF@ATION CRITERIA
(If yes, pive detalid reasiis.) Yes
No | No

CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM 1S NOT
Yes No

15) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO
BLACK LISTED?

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O ERE 1= PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WIT RERUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING Z9F'\g [
(If yes, enclose a copy)

VANCE PAYMENT IN

vo [l [~

37} WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON MEIL!
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, iF ANY
(If ygs, give Brief Description)

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Teler 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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. COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE JEHAN KHAN KATHIO DEH PASAKI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL} (11).

N.LT No: 224/2012
Date: 21.03.2012

Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Dated of Opening: 21.04.2(012

DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS |
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/~ | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/~ 1 | M/s Zulfigar Ali Sahito 58% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | M/s D.B and Brothers 78% Above |
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ 3 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 87% Above
5. Add: §/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule ttems Rs: 241056/-
- - 2. Amount of 58% above Rs: 139812/ }
Estimate Cost _ Rs- SOO000/- 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement | Rs: 103320/~
Schedute Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs: 4233/
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/ B Total: | Rs: 488421/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
. As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 488421/-
Rs: 11579/-

241056

151391x100= 62.80% Above

[y
£ h

R
?:__gms (I1&S)

(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

1?..;

{Defunct) Talu

snicipal Administration
TalukaHyderabad (Rural)

District Transftion Officer
(Defunct) Tatuka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 4 2.4 ( Lo(i-

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

1) WAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. /- Y] A. H Yoleragad Rugad

7) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT/OTHER  LeCal CroV e At il
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Copommtans Cackbor Selis pIPA Fs-So (20/l-2002 )

4y TENDER NUMBER S~Notlr .
*5) * BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT CowsHhSecc: BloctC VS R ha b Nala Yoo

. r -
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 Ca L (Faveamn tard JﬁclLan?(;

 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE .o S(m)

§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.o-s (™M)

(For civil works only)

p1REIoN BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) ‘A~ MoniTh

9) ESTIMATED CObd

10) TENDER OPENY ey Aol 2oz

11) NUMBER OF TENWG g FNTSSRILD _ © 2 Vo Comm [ws-/_a £ive Efesmird
(Atach list of buyers) - JovttGCLu',o{ .

12) NUMBER QF BIDS RECEIVED

13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT Jf3 R OPENING OF BIDS /4 Ao

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ﬁ[-’fwo(g/ Crovided

(Enclose a copy)
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZH

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE 2. 43131

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATION
(i.e. 1%, 2" 3™ EVALUATION BID).

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

Domestic/ Local

Local

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

b} SINGLE STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWOQ STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __—

BRIAT

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

1/3




46

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT Disht et /A amsition o #’ (ex

A 7 MA Hxdetabet Lodel
20} WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
- ’ Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes —
i) SPPRA Website | 1/ E8G M-S G 2o e
(if yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
- No |
ii) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | /NO:.

22) NATURE OF CO | AT [F 1]

23) WHETHER QUALIFICAYON C : -
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?

(Ifyes, enclose a copy) - Yes No

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

Yes No

25A) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORITN

METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BIDD NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ves [MIe {[ 1]

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | Yes |[= [N [[=]j A
BID /BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consuitancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | ves | M |1 ]
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? | Ves I No Uj

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

] {(Attach copy of the bid evaluation report} Yes No
fhe &d'—sVuﬁg/{ i et Jeacd sl

a3 }Mfdima?ilr'aa .

L

213
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& 31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(1f yes, result thereof) ,

No /No

~

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

Yes

Neo N
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If ves, give reasons) : Yes
WNo | Ne
.3 4) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give detallid reasiis.) Yes
; Ne | Ao
15) WAS 1T ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

BITACK LISTED? . Yes 7I’No “_j]

: PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O A
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITHG
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING
{1f yes, enclose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(If yes, giye Brief Description)

Signature &Eé
Authorfté

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindl Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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. COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE ARBAB NAHYOON TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (12).

. N.LI.T No: 22422012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
' 4 Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of OQpening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS N
. Amount of Schedule items .. Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
| 2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-| 1 | M/s Ammar Const: Co_ 59.40% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/-1 2 | M/sD.B and Brothers 69.30% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ | 3 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 83% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board . Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 59.40% above Rs: 142705/-
Estimate Cost | Rs: 500000/~ 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/- -
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/ - . 4. Add; S/F Em:mcamzo: ) Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 491314/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 491314/-
Rs:  8686/-
151391x100= 62.80% Above p
241056
a

« &
Tb\v _\-
District Transition Officer

Taluka er (1&S) %
(Defunct) Taluka Mtnicipal Administration (Defunct) '} unicipal Administration {Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
' Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 224 / 2o/l

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

I} NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / peetT. 7 M- A. [ XoAr1abed Rt

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT. OTHER local GroV e an el .
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Comumntinn, oty o or So ot MPAPsSo (20l 2012)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sno:/3
*5) * BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Coms# L e c: Aloclcad vl /f/wl?;mqafgux

~ Qafet !
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 (a [ (Fovesmm tard i)r..l,m#: -

' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE - &.o-5 (M)

§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L. o-5(m)

(For civil works only}

) ESTIMATED C
10) TENDER OPE
11) NUMBER OF TE

T Afm 0t~ 20/2 '
h oD 2 3Nﬂ Com.bd‘réa‘#i‘vcgldm;\j

(Attach list of buyers) ! aﬂa daeod .
12) NUMBER OF Bi{DS RECEIVED o 03 N
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT, it d OPENING OF BIDS_/ YNlo
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT ' Alvead 2 Crovided

(Enclose a copy)

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONET "’ [0
i _ﬁs?{ Wq%

(i.e. 1%, 2™, 3" EVALUATION BID).

18) METHOD OF PROCUREMENT USED : - (Tick one} i
a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELCPE PROCEDURE La cal Demestic/ Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c} TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __

I

PLEASE SPECIFY [F ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOFTED ie
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:




T \D}_;}(;o'/L 7;/0“"1;1&!‘044 Of{%‘@g

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CQNTRAC

, T MA Hderabe, Ladal
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
: Yes Ne
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
0 SPPRA Website | //886H S ¢ 20/
{1f yes, give date and SPPRA Iéentification Ne.) -
- No
i) News Papers Yes
(1f yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | /NO:

22) NATL;RE or o | [P ML i 1

23) WHETHER QUALIFICANON C ; -
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDE NTS?

(If yes, enclose a copy) - Yes No

[ves [ (I

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

25.) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'S FOR USING A

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDR NA

76) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

[ [T 1]

1) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves | [~ |[No T=Ti~A
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY r Yes | [M] | Mo 1Kl
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QUT AT
THE TIME OF QPENING OF BIDS? r‘{cs | l, ﬂTNo | l I

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

_ (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report} Fwes ! D INO ' I;”

i 7ZL &df-ﬁV(fa—fc,( (/U-Qte../?,ead( M
L, P Fwé—oima?('r'aa .

23




St

“31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof)
. No N \
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details) .
Yes
No Ao
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) : Yes
LNO ALO
34) DEVIATION F LIFIATION CRITERIA : .
(I£ yes, give detafgd reas ) Yes
No IV
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO EENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM 1S NOT
BLACK LISTED? . ves | -1 I.l
36) WAS A VISIT MADE 3Y ANY OFtICER/OFFIU EMEE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SQPPL]ER’S PREMLSES IN CONNECTION WITT 4R RMSUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING GV ‘
(If yes, enclose a copy) Zes 1= 1o TINA
37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? NA
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(&f yes, give Brief Descriptien)
No Mo
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291
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SR COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE MUHAMMAD BUX KALERI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURALD) (13).

N.ILT Ne: 22472012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
7‘ DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
[. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/ | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates o
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/~ | M/s Ammar Const: Co 59.50% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ 2 | M/s D.B and Brothers 58% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ 3 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 96% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board - | Rs: 4233/ LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
I. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 59.50% above Rs: 143428/-
| Bstimate Cost | Ra: 506000/ . i 3. Add: Diff: Costof Cement | Rs: 103320/~
Schedule Cost (-) [Rs: 241056/~ o o 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs: 4233/
_ Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 492037/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
) As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 492037/-
Rs: 7963/-
151391x100=62.80% Above ’
241056

X
District Transifion Officer

Talukg Officer (I&S) on Officer

(Defunct) Taluka
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Tal

Unicipal Administration {Defunct) Tal4 %_:mo%m_ Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
[Yyderabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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¢

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | 5 2.4 ( 20 (L

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

1). NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7- M. A. HYAragad W

2) PROVINCIAL / LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Locetl Crovetamanmeind
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT (o rammtnciCotd omy el MIA S-S0 (o142 201 2)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sno:lY :
5y ¥ BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT CombLecic., Bloc/ at vill: Mushtayte .

- e - ‘(c
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0Ca L (T oy tArmm b«-fjbcll,a«c#; Iedfe

' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE Lios(my - :

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE b.o-S (™) "

{Far civil works only)

8 210D (AS PER CONTRACT) 72;1.:. Mo niTh s
2t ~olf- DorsL ad 200 £t
03 No Comiﬁd"a#\/c E[G_Yw:wg

"Tofladn ok .
03 o
N OPENING OF BIDS_/4 N0
14) BID EVALUATION REPORT Aiveady frovided
{Enclesea capy) -~ I+
15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZSH M /i Mo Apanla f"'/ (aé, ym
AAA =,

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONR
(i.e. 1% 2, 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

Domestic/ Local

Local

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO0 ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWQ STAGE BiDDING PROCEDURE

B

d} TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ ™

PLEASE SPECIFY [F ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASONS:

e




5

L

T Dis’ ;¢7t F/—’/W"‘Jr"rcf\oﬂ Oﬁ;&){

19} APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CQNTRAC

) T MA Hydetabe X fantal
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
- ‘ Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes ‘ -~
D) SPPRA Website AN 18EEA S . 201
(If yes, give date and SPPRA [dentification No.) :
- No
if) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | NO:.
22y NATURE QOF CO el Int.
23y WHETHER QUALIFICANWON C r -
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDE ENTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) . ~ Yes No

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

Yes No

FOR USING A

ves [ ][ve [[-]] VA
[ves [ [[ ]

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No ~INA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'R
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIN

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY ( Yes | B l No | D]
COMPLIANT?

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? ( Yes I I. %/|N0- | l—i“

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

_ (Attach copy of the bid e»faluation report) rYes ] I:I INO I r_”
724_ Z,ad'—yf/ao e A D\J‘Mz_/?,ead sl
a?é .

—fZs L ‘o

213
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'3 1) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
{If yes, resuit thergot}
- No N
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN [N THE TENDER NOTICE/ DOCUMENTS-
(Jf yes, give details) —
Yes
No No
13} WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) - Yes
No No
Yes
No N

MR NCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCUR
“ Yes ;I No

BLACK LISTED?

5 = PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
R UREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
AROAD:

| Yes I—l No “-— I /\(ﬁ

VANCE PAYMENT IN

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICE s T
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH, g
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING GBPG
.(if yes, enciose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON MESILI
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

Yes ||~ ||No —HAH
38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, iF ANY v
{Ifives, give Brief Description) es
No N
SignatureH "p'oﬂ"" a
Avfloki st is i aingg
Wﬁ_m-- sural
FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

" pit § save § Reset |

3/3




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE MUSHTAQUE KALERI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (14).

151391x100= 62.80% Above
2410506

N.LLT No: 224/2012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
) Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTLED BY THE CONTRACTORS
. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/~ 1 M/s Muhammad Rafik and Co 59.70% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | M/s Syed Shahid Ali 87% Abaove
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ | 3 | M/s Muhammad Ahsan Siddiqui 98% Above
5. Add: 8/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount 0of 59.70% above Rs: 143910/-
F Fetimate Cost Ra: 500000/- . 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement | Rs: 103320/-
Schedule Cost (-) Rs:241056/- o 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs: 4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/ Total: | Rs: 492519/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/~
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 492519/-
Rs: 7481/-

{ Defunct) Taluka ™unicipal Administration {Defunct) Tal
Taluka Hvderabad (Rural) Talu

District 4&035

(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM 224 ( 20 (L~

TOBE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS QOF

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7. M- A. [ Yolr1.a a0l Rt

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCALGOVT/OTHER Lo cal Crovetuan il

.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Coo manminnns Catd 0 21 ok UPH Pi-So (:,?o//, 202}
4) TENDERNUMBER S~ IS
'5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT (o ms f: ;i cicn Bloelid v //4,9,&Mulm prsnoef

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME Z-0 Ca L (o Ve oud De IL:W#-, 8

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.0S({m)

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE ko5 (M)

(For civil works only)

KON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) _A«ce. Mo niTh

Rl-o0l- 2072 aX 2fry

9} ESTIMATED COQRAPL
10 o

-
t
rid
)
m
=
O
a~)
tr]

11} NUMBER OF TENSiiggt

f WD O 3 No Compusdative Selepmenk
) "ol adiedd:,

(Attach list of buvers)
T = 7

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED ,
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT il

8F OPENING OFBIDS /& A(0

4[‘{&;&0{2{/ Fovideod

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Enclose a copy)

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONER]
(ie. 17, 2%, 3" EVALUATION BID).

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

Domestic/ Local

local

a) SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELCPE PROCEDURE

b) SINGLE STAGE — TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

J) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d} TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

T

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

/3




58

[9) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D/ shicf 14assiiom Gﬁ" Cx
) : 7 MA Hydetabel Lrgel

20y WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
’ Yes No

213 ADVERTISEMENT :

Yes -~
) SPPRA Website v 1188 6H. 5 9. Jete
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
. No |
i) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No NO:
122} NATURE OF CO Demeric! Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON C -
WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING/ TENDE NTS? _
(If yes, enclose a copy) Yes No
24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA ¥ N
es o

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

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves [[= [INo ||~ ]| NVA

BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes Ne
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? Ves No

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

) (Attach copy of the bid evalvation report) Ves No
fhe &dwvao_/cz( o ene Jead sl

-——_ﬁﬂ /‘MfMQ?é'OM .

273




-~ 31} ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof)
- No Ne
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS:
(If yes, give details)
Yes
No NO
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) Yes
No No
Yes
*No Nf, -

M&ENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

et 111

al E PROCURING AGENCY.TO THE

35} WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PROCURING
BLACK LISTED? '

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFPTOTAL S
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES N CONNECTION WIT

T T

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M@BILI VANCE PAYMENT IN .
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?
vo ] [T

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
(If yesjyive Brief Description)

:.Q ("‘QS:
inp ofiniciration

L. .&.?{u’&!

A

Signatu
Aut

y

FOR QFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| pit B Save | s




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C, BLOCK AT VILLAGE GUL

MUHAMMAD BURFAT TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (15),

N.LT No: 2242012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Date; 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/ | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs- 48211/-| 1 | M/sRasool Bux Panhwar 60.50% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/- 1 2 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 81% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ 3 | M/s Zulfigar Ali Sahito 87% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board [ Rs: 4233/ LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 60.50% above Rs: 145839/-
Estimate Cost | Rs: 300000/- B j j — | 3.Add: Diff: Costof Cement Rs: 103320/-
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- | 4. Add: mhﬁ:w:m:nm:o: Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/~ Total: | Rs: 494448/~
As Per Estimated Cost | Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 494448/-
Rs: 5552/-

151391x100= 62.80% Above

241056

{\YL

Taluk¥Offrcer (1&S)

(Defunct) Taluka Muhicipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

Tr

{Defunct) TalykaMlnicipal Administration
Talyka Hyderabad (Rural)

ivion Officer

District Hﬂmzmm_o: Officer

(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural}




6/
rr SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATIONFORM | 9 24 [ 2oL

——— e

TO BE FILLED IN BY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
-y _ WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS {
I
!

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7 - /Y1- A, L Yoleragadd Regad

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT/OTHER Lo Cal Govetuamesnd

.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Commmtn) Clio mSedas MIAH-So (2oll-202)
4) TENDER NUMBER S /6
'5) * BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Conmst Fc.c ABlocfcdvijt Gel M. é’aw’#
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME /¢ Ca L Graviepsama tord fbcLa«/‘#

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE k.o.5(m)

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L. 0-5(m)
(For civil works only) '

9) ESTIMATED CQiPLIEION BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) /A«ee Mo niTh s
. 10) TENDER OPE - ON (B hri Al ol Do/} a;f j—//“ﬂo
11) NUMBER OF TENREE00 C1 g8 NT S Co ﬁd-ﬂa Five gfe “[emmf ~

{Aftach Tist of buyers) p N . Tallad. eA .

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZN

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE /é 4956s /;'/:.

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO %! L Zi [0 £
Gi.e. 1% 2™ 3 EVALUATION BID), v Weg

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

%) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Local

—

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELQPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d) TWO STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

i

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

173




62

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRACT D7 SH7 o /4 assitiou Off”‘ 1(ex

T MA Hybepaber sl
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
Yes No
21} ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes -
i SPPRA Website | HESbM Sy, 2012
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
No
ity News Papers Yes
(If yes, give nagaest newspapers and dates)
No NO:
22) NATURE OF CO ool | et 19152
23) WHETHER QUALIFICANON CRNBEE
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING./ TENDE NTS?
(¥f yes, enclose a copy) Yes No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDER DOC

(If yes, enclose a copy)

[ ves [P [[A

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'E

METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDDR g IHII.' NA

Lyes (Mo [T 1]
27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves |[=[Ine [[=1]AVA

BID/BEST EVALUATED BID {in case of Consultancies)

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY Yes No
COMPLIANT?

2%) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? l Yes I E’INO l I:H

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

) { Attach copy of the bid evaluation Teport) Ves No
The 8,;/_{057/(4‘7!(_,{ [y C/\'.L/ié’ao( 5-0(.'#
-——:ESS 7 ol oA

2/3
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™ 31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yo
(If yes, result thereof)
- No No
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIF ICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details)
Yes
No | Me
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) = Yes
No Ne
14) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERJA
(If yes, give detald reasgs.) Yes
No No
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO NCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT
BLACK LISTED? I Yes ZINC‘ r"H
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O £ = PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER’S PREMISES TN CONNECTION WITTLEH BRUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING 20/ A
(If yes, enclose a copy) &

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON M@ B QDVANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)? P '

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, IF ANY
s, give Brief Description)

am:l:l Qﬁ,n tration
(I_‘J ; NEH

Signaturezf o
Atk

F¥OR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-4, Court Road, Karachi
Tale: 021-9205356: 021-9205369 & Fax: G21-9206291

| pint b save _J Reset | o
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i COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLQCK AT VILLAGE BACHO KALERI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (16).

N.LT No: 2242012 Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Date: 21.03.2(12 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
| 2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-] 1 | M/s Syed Shahid Ali 61% Above
| 3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/-1 2 | M/s Muhammad Rafik and Co. 33% Above
| 4. Add: Difterent Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/-| 3 | M/s Muhammad Ahsan Siddiqui 97% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board - | Rs: 4233/- M! LOWEST BID
- Total: | Rs: 500000/- B B
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 61% above Rs: 147044/-
Estimate Cost | Rs: 500000/- . o ] | 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement R<: 1033207
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- o 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 495653/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 495653/-
. Rs:  4347/-
151391x100=62.80% Above :
241056
. 2\
AN
TaluXa(Officer (1&S) Tran Officer District Transitign Officer
(Defunct) Taluka MThicipal Administration (Defunct) Taluk ticipal Administration (Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
. Taluka Hyderabad (Rural) Taluka erabad (Rural) Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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' SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY.

CONTRACT EVALUATION Foma 2Ly / 1oL

y 4

TO BE FILLED INBY ALL PROCURING AGENCIES FOR PUBLIC CONTRACTS OF
WORIXS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. /- %7 A. L Yolrsakad Regal

7) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Lo cal GroVetmrmeand N
TITLE OF CONTRACT O amamsusns Gt o ng Se cfoX MPA P55 @"”’ o)%)

4) TENDER NUMBER Swno: /7 . |
5) BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Contlrucdiom T c.c: Block it s febas KL L
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME £-0Ca L (FoveAmms tard De ILwJ'r(; ' '

7y TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.o.s ()
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE b:os (m]

(For civil works only})

RIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) 72(«:_ Mo niTh s
2 il 20/t aA2-OV Iry B
_wlD 0_&1!'\/0 CDMAUS’#G"L"UL Eldmwf
- ’ "oadieot .

%) ESTIMATED COLPLERION g

11) NUMBER OF TENURES
(Attach list of buyers)

12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT &

2

N Ak OPENING OF BIDS /¢ o6
. ﬂl“/aﬂo(g/ffov}ofgg{

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
(Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZSD

16) CONTRACT AWARD PRICE K. Af 5444 Z/_

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIOR
G.e 1% 2™, 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

Domestic/ Local

local

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _

b) SINGLE STAGE - TW(Q ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d} TWO STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

I

PLEASE SPECIFY IF ANY OTHER METHCD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WITH BRIEF REASCNS:
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CT \D}s-ﬂ ;c7£ 7:0/‘3"‘}('1&7\044 %;@

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRA

i T MA M derabet Litel
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
) ‘ Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes :
)] SPPRA Website v i gg{ﬂ“ Jiq tolr
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
No
i1) News Papers Ves
(If yes, give n f newspapers and dates)
No | INO:
22) NATURE OF €O w AL [[]
23) WHETHER QUALIFICAWON C .
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDE ENTS?
(If yes, enclose a_copy) Yes No

24y WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDER DOCULSE
{If yes, enclose & copy)

Yes . No

25) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORIJS
METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIW

St s M i

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED | ves ||~ | [No ||~ | ANVA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in casc of Consultancics)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ ves [Mmo 1] ]|
COMPLIANT?

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THE{R QUQTED PRICES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? I Ves I I. ﬂ:jNO

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

) (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) YVes No
lhe &d%Vuﬁcz( v ete Jeadd M

s )yh?/(-dtma?#r'om .

273
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31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof) )

Nao No

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

1f yes, give details
{If yes, give details) Yes
No | No
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN R.ESPONSE TIME""
(1f yes, give reasons) Yes
No No
34} DEVIATIONF TION CRITERIA
{If yes, give detalfgd reas Yes
; ) No No
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO ORINGPPRENCY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

BLACK LISTED? Yes No
36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/OFTTOTALIMEEE PROCURING AGENCY TO THE
SUPPLIER’S PREMISES TN CONNECTION WITH g LT, UREMENT'7 IF 80, DETAILS TO

THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

38) SPECIAL CONDITIONS, iF ANY
(If}ﬁs, give Brief Description)

Signatuf,

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

3/3



COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BI.

OCK AT VILLAGE URIS KHASKHELI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAT) (17,

N.LT No: 22472082
Date: 21.03.2012

Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012

L

DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST

RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS

241056

151391x100= 62.80% Above

1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/ | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/| 1 | M/s Syed Shahid Ali 60.50% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | M/s Muhammad Rafig and Co 82% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/- | 3 | M/s Muhammad Ahsan Siddiqui 94% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/-1 4 | M/s Rahim Enterprises 88% Above
Total: | Rs: 500000/- LOWEST BID
. Arpount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/- ]
o 2. Anounl of 60.56% ubove Rs: 143858:-
| Estimate Cost Rs: 500000/- 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~
Schedule Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/~ Total: | Rs: 494447/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 494448/-
' Rs:  5553/-

(Defunct) Taluka My
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

ipal Administration

{(Defunct) TalukaMunicipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

District Transifion Officer
(Defunct) Tatuka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad {Rural)
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SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM | ~ 5 U ( 23 (L

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

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. /- M. H HYG(Mé"ﬂ( W

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT. OTHER Local CroV 8L A i,
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Communctiom Secdoi MPP P5-So (2011-20/2)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sno: 18-
*5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Const ;z'c o Blo .—,/(a:( Vi /:J“"‘"‘gL ax

- Cols
6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME L0 (a L (Govesanam tand De El.m?"/ Nj/

7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE L.o- S (M)
§) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE b: o:5(1) "

(For civil works only)

9) ESTIMATED C ON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) _/#Aee Mo aTh s
. : ) ;!’9" Z‘O/L dloofﬁ"?

. @\ 2 3N\ Com}bd{a#l/:.ﬁ(dwfd

1) NUMBEROF TE
(Attach list of buyers)

o iladcod
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEWVED 0, R 03 N+
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT .cs@:fﬁ':@'u OPENING oF BIDS /YND

A lAeady fouided

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{Enclose a copy)

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFU

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIONGS _’[Sf éOWQS%

(i.e. 1%,2" 3 EVALUATION BID).

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

a) SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE Domestic! Local

b) SINGLE STAGE - TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c) TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

I

d) ' TWO STAGE -~ TWO ENVELOQPE BIDDING PROCEDURE __ —

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

173




7o

L Dishicl IHamsifion OffsCa

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRAC

T A Hydesabel Ldel
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
: Yes No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes
i) SPPRA Website v /1 84?{0”'_5_ 4. ;,a./b
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.} :
No |
i} News Papers Yes
(if yes, given f newspapers and dates)
No NO:
22) NATURE OF CO e IR ]|
23) WHETHER QUALIFICA NC e ;
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING / TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose a capy) - Yes No

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

25.) WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'S

METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BIDD NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS?

2| i

27y WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No NA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consultancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY | Yes l B | No [ I__J l
COMPLIANT? '

29) WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED PRICES WERE READ QUT AT
THE TiME OF OPENING OF BIDS? rYes I B’INO “:U

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

i (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) Ves No
[he 8,4‘.7/:-57/“7/“& wee Jead sl

rg_ﬁcﬂ r'ué—d'{.«wa?éfaa ]

2/3




31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof) ) ’

No No

-

32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICE / DOCUMENTS

(If yes, give details)
Yes
No N
33) WAS THE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give reasons) : Yes
No Ao
b34) DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA - —_—
(If yes, give detalid reasqgg.) Yes
No No
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM IS NOT

BLACK LISTED? Yes No

R - PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

36) WAS A VISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/GF
BRUREMENT? IF SO, DETAILS TO

- SUPFLIER'S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WITH &
BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING Ei gy
(If yes, enclose a copy)

17y WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON Mg VANCE PAYMENT IN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC.)?

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

[ No

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

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

Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

| e §swve | Reset |
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NAME OF WORK: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE JAM GHAR COLONY DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (18).

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

N.LT No: 22472012
Date: 21.03.2012

Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012
Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012

DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST

RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS

1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/ | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-| 1 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 60.30% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/~ | 2 | M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar 73% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/-| 3 | M/s Zulfigar Ali Sahito 76% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
1. Amount of Schedule items : 241056/-
2. Amount of 60.30% above 1 145357/-
Fstimate Cust Rs: 300000/- 3. Add: Diff: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/-
Schedule Cost {-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: S/F Tnauguration Board Rs: 4233/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- Total: | Rs: 493966/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 493966/
Rs:  6034/-

151391x100= 62.80% Above

241056

=R

ﬁ::r.%ﬁ. (I&S)
(Defunct) TalukaWupicipal Administration

Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

(Defunct) Taly

{

'd
Tra ..“ on Officer

‘.—Jm_ 5.4

Aunicipal Administration
Tyderabad (Rural)

District Transition Officer

{Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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4

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY

CONTRACT EVALUATION FORM '),2,(1 { 22 L

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

WORKS, SERVICES & GOODS

1) NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION / DEPTT. 7-M A H Yo(‘idéﬂe( W

2) PROVINCIAL/LOCAL GOVT./ OTHER Lo cal Grovetmaneand
.) TITLE OF CONTRACT Copos i Cots o s Sl ss MPA B5-So (Jol/-207 1)

4) TENDER NUMBER Sne: 19 '
'5)* BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF CONTRACT Comst L et r o il i ﬂ/MmM’J K 44/6&5

6) FORUM THAT APPROVED THE SCHEME LoCa L (Gravetmmmm tard iJcL

' 7) TENDER ESTIMATED VALUE o5 (M)

8) ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE L.o-5(Mm)

(For civil works only)

ON BERIOD (AS PER CONTRACT) /A(u, Mo MW\ <
Al -oli- 2072 aR 2-on fry

1) NUMBER OF TENRged % 23V Compadatsive alcdesmand

9) ESTIMATED COBAPLIg

"Tolladn cod
12) NUMBER OF BIDS RECEIVED .
13) NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENT AT J80

14) BID EVALUATION REPORT
{Encloseacopy)  *

15) NAME AND ADDRESS OF THE SUCCESSFULZN

17) RANKING OF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER IN EVALUATIO TP Is Zé’ [0 /_(L
(i.e. 1%, 2™, 3" EVALUATION BID). L Weg

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

Local

)  SINGLE STAGE - ONE ENVELOPE PROCEDURE _ 2" —
)  SINGLE STAGE-~TWO ENVELOPE PROCEDURE ___ | — ]

d) TWO STAGE — TWO ENVELQPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

c) TWQ STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE — l:l

PLEASE SPECIFY RIF ANY OTHER METHOD OF PROCUREMENT WAS ADOQPTED ie.
EMERGENCY, DIRECT CONTRACTING ETC. WiTH BRIEF REASONS:
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CT \D}_;I(;cf][ 7;/0\“‘0'/1[?044 Off—;c«,{

19) APPROVING AUTHORITY FOR AWARD OF CONTRA
. ' 7 MA i haset fatel
20) WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT PLAN?
; ' Yeos No
21) ADVERTISEMENT :
Yes ‘ :
) SPPRA Website | HEFEH S G 1oL
(If yes, give date and SPPRA Identification No.)
No |
i) News Papers Yes
(If yes, give n { newspapers and dates)
y No INO:
22) NATURE OF CO o Int.
23) WHETHER QUALIFICA NC L :
WAS INCLUDED [N BIDDING/ TENDE NTS?
(If yes, enclose a copy) N Ves No

24) WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA
WAS INCLUDED IN BIDDING/ TENDER DOCULSS
(if yes, enclose a capy)

25') WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT AUTHORI'§

METHOD OTHER THAN QPEN COMPETITIVE BIDIR NA

26) WAS BID SECURITY OBTAINED FROM ALL THE BIDDERS? | Ij|

27) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BID WAS LOWEST EVALUATED Yes No NA
BID/BEST EVALUATED BID (in case of Consuitancies)

28) WHETHER THE SUCCESSFUL BIDDER WAS TECHNICALLY [ ves | ] [0 | |
COMPLIANT?

29y WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND THEIR QUOTED I;R]CES WERE READ OUT AT
THE TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS? [ ves [N | 1]

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

_ (Attach copy of the bid evaluation report) rYes j D INO ' I'_”
—/7:- &d'-s-Vao e &UVCAL/?_Ead( e
_ 53} wohefamartioa . :

[~

273
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”
31) ANY COMPLAINTS RECEIVED Yes
(If yes, result thereof}
v No [ Ne J
32) ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS GIVEN IN THE TENDER NQTICE / DOCUMENTS
(If yes, give details)
Yes
No YaNy;
33) WASTHE EXTENSION MADE IN RESPONSE TIME?
(If yes, give TEasors) = Yes
No N
‘3 4 DEVIATIONF LIF TION CRITERIA
(If yes, give deta d reasiie.) Yes
(Mo | N
35) WAS IT ASSURED BY THE PRO CY THAT THE SELECTED FIRM 1S NOT
BLACK LISTED? ‘ ves No
36) WAS A ViISIT MADE BY ANY OFFICER/O b1 1 PROCURING AGENCY TO THE

SUPPLIER’S PREMISES IN CONNECTION WIT RERUREMENT? IF 50, DETAILS TO

BE ASCERTAINED REGARDING FINANCING SV

(If yes, enclose a copy)

37) WERE PROPER SAFEGUARDS PROVIDED ON ME ILIZAGEPN
THE CONTRACT (BANK GUARANTEE ETC)?

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

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

L

SPPRA, Block. No.8, Sindh Secretariat No.4-A, Court Road, Karachi
Tele: 021-9205356; 021-9205369 & Fax: 021-9206291

L pine _§sae 1 Reset ]




COMPARATIVE STATEMENT

NAME OF WORK:

CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE AL1 MUHAMMAD KITASKHELI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) (19).

N.LT No: 224/2012

Dated of Issue: 20.04.2012

r Date: 21.03.2012 Dated of Opening: 21.04.2012
DETAILED OF SANCTION ESTIMATE COST RATES QUOTED BY THE CONTRACTORS
1. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241036/- | Sr.# Name of Contractor Rates
2. Add: 20% above Rs: 48211/-1 1 M/s Raspol Bux Panhwar 59% Above
3. Add: Cartage Rs: 103180/-1 2 | M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 85% Above
4. Add: Different Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/~ 3 | M/s Zulfigar Ali Sahito 93% Above
5. Add: S/F Inauguration Board , Rs:  4233/- LOWEST BID
Total: | Rs: 500000/-
t. Amount of Schedule items Rs: 241056/-
2. Amount of 59% above Rs: 142223/-
Estimate Cost Rs: 500000/- 3. Add: Dift: Cost of Cement Rs: 103320/-
Schieduic Cost (-) Rs: 241056/- 4. Add: 8/ inauguration Board Rs:  4235/-
Rs: 258944 (-) (103320+4233) = 151391/- L 3 Total: | Rs: 490832/-
As Per Estimated Cost Rs: 500000/-
As Per Lowest Tender Cost Rs: 490832/-
. Rs:  9168/-
151391x100= 62.80% Above ,
241056
- >
t

Taluka ficer (1&S)
{Defunct) Taluka Mtnicipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)

Tr
{Defunct) Tal
Taluk

on Officer
nicipal Administration

District Transition Officer
(Defunct) Taluka Municipal Administration
Taluka Hyderabad (Rural)
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

- :
Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE SULEMAN

PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL ) 224 / Ze /LQ )
1 Barroﬁ pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.

( G.S.INO: 3 (a) PAl ) ( Extra lcad 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/-

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, completz (b) ordinary -

soil (G.S.INO:11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-

-

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 14” gauge ( 1:4:8 )

(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)
2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 Po%0 Sft Rs 79,836/

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering (1:2:4) (G.S.INO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cit Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work

(G.SINO: 18 P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft " Rs  11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

A
Taluka (@ér (1&S) m
Taluka Hy

erabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )

i
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

L Naffle of work:- ~ CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE PARIAL |
KHASKHELI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL) 224 / 20/) ('2 )

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil. - i| ' '
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles ) - ~ il

7425.00 Cf: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.8.INO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast | % gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0St  Rs 79.836-

4. Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening K
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering { 1:2:4 ) (G.S.INO:5(f) P/18) IM’
1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/- !

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21) :

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

(CONT T(f{) | : ,‘W H
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SCHEDULE ‘B’ S | '“

.  Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE ALINAWAZ
KHOKHAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 27 t,/zo/;, ( 3)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.

(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) (Extralead 3 Miles )

14850.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 98,621/-

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary

soil (G.S.INO:11 P/3)
:, i
14850.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs- 1,293/ ' “ }L!w

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 %2 gauge ( 1:4:8 )

( G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)
4455.00 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 PY%0 Sft Rs 1,59,671/-

4. Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.S.INO: 5 (f) P/18)

3375.00 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 2,00,512/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.SINO: 18P/21)

1566.00 Sft ; @Rs 1405/75 PY% Sft Rs 22014/ “l

Total Rs 4,82,111/-

Talul % (1&S) r
Taluka\dydérabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )




L SCHEDULE ‘B’ -
- - | |
L Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE HAJIFATO i
. TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) A2/ 20/t (4) \l 1 lj
' ’ :'FH |
1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
( G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) (Extra lead 3 Miles )
7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/-
2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO: 11, P/3)
© 7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/
| 3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 %2” gauge ( 1:4:8)
3, (G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)
"2 . 2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/ 3 Mﬂ
1 4, Cement concrete piéin i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening L
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4 )} (G.S.INO: 5 (f) P/18)
1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,25'6/-
5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrele work

(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft | @Rs1405/75 P% St Rs 11,007~
L Total " Rs 2,41,056/-
3

@ l o
I { . h
| Taluk (1&5) AT | !

! TalukaHyderabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR)




SCHEDULE ‘B’ | i)

Nam-g of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE MOHAMMAD
PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) 224/ 20/2 (5)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
 (G.S.INO:3 (a) P/1) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: ‘ @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49310/-

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil ( G.SINO: 11 P/3)

| _ 3
7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/ - d

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 % gauge ( 1:4:8 )
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16) ‘

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Stt Rs 79,836/-

4. Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without ;huttering (1:2:4) (GSINO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 PY% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-
5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work .’
(G.SINO: 18P/21)
783.00 Sft | @Rs 1405/75 . P% Sft Rs 11.007/- le \
| Total Rs. 241056 L

o e
Taluka a@g (&S) (\zf;w@/f/

Taluka Hyderabad (R) - ( CONTRACTOR)
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE HOOSRICITY

SHEDI PARA TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) 229 {21t (6]

Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 fi; (a) ordinéry soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49.310/-

Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 PY% Ctt Rs 647/

Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 4” gange ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Stt Rs 79,836/-

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering (1:2:4) (G.SINO:5 (H P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Ctt Rs 1,00,256/-

Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Stt Rs 11.007/-

Total “Rs. 2,41,056/_-

.
( CONTRACTOR )
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SCHEDULE ‘B’ | | ﬂj '

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE BAGO WAGRI
TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 22 (2011 CJ )

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 fi: (a) ordinary soil.
( G.S.INO: 3 (a) PAl ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

i
R S

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Ctt Rs 49,310/-

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO: 11 P/3)

_ il |
7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/ ”
dif
N

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 14" gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Stt Rs 79,836/-

4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.S.INO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.SINO: 18 P21)

783.00 St @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs__ 11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

( CONTRACTOR )




SCHEDULE ‘B’

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE MITHO WIGANAL
TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 224/ 2e/s (3 )

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead uptd 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/-
2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary

soil (G.S.INO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-
3. Cement conerete brick or stone ballast 1 2” gauge ( 1:4:8)

(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-
4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening

and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) ( G.S.INO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

A7

srabad (R) ‘ CONTRACTOR)




SCHEDULE ‘B’

- _
Name of work:- GONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE MOHAN BAGRI

TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL)) 247(2012(4)

Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
( G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/

Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Ctt Rs 647/-

Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 ¥4” gauge ( 1:4:8)
( G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sit Rs 79,836/-

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.S.INO:5 (f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.607/-

Total - Rs 2,41,056/-

2l tgme

Taluka Hyderabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR)




#6. | ‘l"" i

SCHEDULE ‘B’

Nar‘ne of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE OBYAH KHASKHELI
DEH KUNAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 224/2012 Qo )

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 fi: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/~

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soill (G.S.INO:11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 PY% Cft Rs 647/

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 % gauge ( 1:4:8 )
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79.836/-

4. Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.SINO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21) '

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11,007/
Total -Rs  2,41,056/-
~ su/J' ) : g
Taluka 0@2%&8) | cﬁ/f;”

Taluka Hyderabad (R) (CONTRACTOR )
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SCHEDULE ‘B’ %)

Nane of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE JEHAN KHAN
KATHIO DEH PASAKI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL).72Y/2412(1/)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil. ' ‘ : . “.'m .
( G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extralead 3 Miles ) I
i

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49310/

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section ete, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.SINO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: ’ @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 42” gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4(b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening o l
' and washing of stofie aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.S.INO: 5 (f) P/18) ”{

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft ‘Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18 P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11,007/

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

Taluka Hyderabad (R) - (CONTRACTOR) ‘ “ }H 1 1

| - 1
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

»

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE ARBAB NAHYOON
TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL) 219( 2 /2. (1)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.S.INO:3 (a) P/1)( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/-

2. Dressing and leveling bf Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO:11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 4" gauge ( 1:4:8)
( G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16) '

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.SINO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: " @Rs 5941/10 PY% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work |
(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.007-
Total Rs 241,056/

@ r (1&S) @

vdérabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE MUSHTAQUE

KALARI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL )
.zztr/azou_(f .

1 Barrow pit excavat;on undressed lead upto 100 fi: (a) ordinaiy soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles ) ) )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs = 49,310/ l”

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary |
~soil (G.SINO:11 P/3) '
7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-
3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 %4” gauge ( 1:4:8 )

(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-
4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening

and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.SINO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/- J ‘i li“ ' i
5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work | ;uﬁ |

(G.SINO: 18 P/21)

783.00 Sft  @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs  11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

@mw |

( CONTRACTOR )




G/

SCHEDULE ‘B’

Nare of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE GUL MOHAMMAD - l
BURFAT TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 22Y /Jo /L(l 5} .

e

| 1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
( G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/~

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.SINO: 11 P/3)

7425.00Cf: @Rs 87/10 P%Cft  Rs 647

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 ¥5” gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16) ﬂ

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/

4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) ( G.S.INO:5(f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(GS.INO: 18P/2]1)

783.00 Sft : @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

h/‘y BN '
Taluka (@:ﬁr (1&S) M«f;{

Taluka Hyderabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

»

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE BACHO KALFRI
DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL )2 2 tf/,za /L (/4)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1) (Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cit: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs 49,310/-

2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.S.INO: 11 P/3)

- ¥
742500Cft:  © @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/ ﬁg

3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 %4” gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stotie aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.S.INO: 5 (f) P/18)

1687.50 Cft: _ @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P/21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 PY% St Rs 11,007/ 1 ““ ’
‘f[ |
i

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

oy o —
Taluka ﬁgr (1&S) | -

Taluka Hyderabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

B ot o CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE URIS KHASKHELI
DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL ) 22 ‘f/ Ao/fL O 7)

1 Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 fi: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.8.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) (Extra lead 3 Miles )

*

7425.00 Cfi; @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs ~ 49,310/-
2. Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary

soil ( G.SINO: 11 P/3 ) o

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-
3. Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 %” gauge (1:4:8)

(GSINO: 4 (b) P/I6)
2227.50 St: @Rs 3584/10° P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

4, Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering (1:2:4) (GS.INOG: 5 (f) P/18)

1687.50 Cfi: . @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

5. Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P1I ) :

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sit Rs _11,007/-

Total Rs 2,41,056/-

A |
Tal a@(ﬁ (&S) | | | ’
Taluka Hyderabad (R) ( CONTRACTOR )



Name of work:-
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL ) 229/ 2612 (18)

Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordinary soil.
(G.S.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cft Rs  49,310/-

Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.8.INO: 11 P/3 )

7425.00 Cft: _ @Rs 87/10 P% Cit Rs  647/-

Cement concrete brick or stone ballast 1 447 gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16)

2227.50 Sft: . @Rs 3584/10 ' P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) ( G.SINO: 5 (f) P/18)

168756 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P%CRt Rs 1,00256/-

Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(GS.INO: 18P21)

783.00 Sft @Rs 1405/75 P% Sft Rs 11.007/-
Total Rs 2,41,056/-

/
\o3
(COJ ) OJ

Taluka Hyderabad (R) TRACTOR)

CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE JAM GHAR COLON™"
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SCHEDULE ‘B’

Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF C.C BLOCK AT VILLAGE ALI MOHAMMAD

KHASKHELI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD ( RURAL )

2249f)e 1 (19)

Barrow pit excavation undressed lead upto 100 ft: (a) ordihary soil.
(G.8.INO: 3 (a) P/1 ) ( Extra lead 3 Miles )

7425.00 Cfi; @Rs 6641/10 P%0 Cfi Rs 49,310/

Dressing and leveling of Earth work to designed section etc, complete (b) ordinary
soil (G.8.INO: 11 P/3)

7425.00 Cft: @Rs 87/10 P% Cft Rs 647/-

Cement concrete brick or stone ballast | /2” gauge ( 1:4:8)
(G.S.INO: 4 (b) P/16) :

2227.50 Sft: @Rs 3584/10 P%0 Sft Rs 79,836/-

Cement concrete plain i/c placing compacting finishing and curing complete screening
and washing of stone aggregate without shuttering ( 1:2:4) (G.SINO:5(f) P/18 )

1687.50 Cft: @Rs 5941/10 P% Cft Rs 1,00,256/-

Erection and Removal from centering for R.C.C or plain Cement concrete work
(G.S.INO: 18P22])

783.00 Sit @Rs 1405/75 P% Sti Rs 11,007/-
Total Rs 2,41,056/-

o -
Taluka Officof (1&.5) 4&“&"4

Taluka Hyderabad (R) (CONTRACTOR ) “
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I1&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL) o
No: TO(I&SY TMA/HYD/ARURALY/ %23 2012, Dated: 2//.5 /2012

Off; 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Abid Ali Mangrio,
Contractor,

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE SULEMAN
PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURALLQ‘:LH/}‘{LU)

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million} at Rs: 59% above on schedule
“B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,90,832/-

You are, accordingly requested to please exccute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which pleasc note. The payment will he made on the

availability of funds.
o=

i
o A
Taluka m&&

Taluka Municipat Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyvdcrabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A. Hyderabad (Rurul).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(1&S)/TMA/HY D/ARURAL)Y/ 424 2012, Dated:2f/ 5/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Zain-ul-Abdin Bughio,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE PARIAL
KHASKHELI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). 224 / Aol QJ,)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 60% zbove on schedule
“B™ on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,93,243/-

You are, accordingly requested to please exccute necessary agrecment on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/« with Taluka Municipal Admiaistration and

start the work within Seven days positively,

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
tailure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be madc on the

availability of funds.

Taluka O¥fi (I&S)
Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SYTMA/TYD/(RURAL)/ 425 2012, Dated: 2// $7/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Muhammad Alam Khan,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE ALI NAWAZ
KHOKHAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). 714 /;z.; /2 @ )

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award vou the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 1.0 (Million) at Rs: 59.50% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 9,84,052/-

You arc, accordingly requested to please exccute necessary agrecment on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 3,000/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Scven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same fo
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.
e
A
B g ﬂ‘
Taluka ()fﬁér/(ﬁzb')
Taluka Municipal Administration
Hvderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hvderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(1&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO1&S) TMA/HYDARURALY-$26 2012, Dated: 2/ / §/2012

Oftf: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To.

M/s Zain-ul-Abdin Bughio,
Contracior.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C, BLCOK AT VILLAGE HAJI _FATO
TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). 3 2.4 /;zo 9 G* )

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 60% above on schedule
“B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be
Rs: 4,93.243/.

You are, accordingly requested to pleasc cxecute necessary agreement on

-

non-judiciat stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Scven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to

ather agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the |

.z'i( ¢
S
Taiuka 0 N&S)
Taluka MunicipalAdministration

Hyderabad (Rural)

availability of funds.

Copy Forwarded to: -

I. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M. A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(1&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SYTMA/HYD/(RURAL)/ -G 272012, Dated:2§ / 5772012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: (22-9200708

To,

M/s Muhammad Rafik and Co, .
Conltractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE MUHAMMAD
PANHWAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). 3 24 / 2o(3( 5)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 60.60% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,94,689/-

You are, accordingly requested to pleasc executc necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same o
other agency at your risk and cost which please aote. The payment will be made on the
avatlability of funds.
v
e
v
Taluka @ficer (1&S)
Taluka Munidjpa)-Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Detunct) T.M.A, tlyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, tlyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SY TMA/HYD/RURAL)/-§28 2012, Dated: 2§/ 57/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

M/s Shahnawaz Shoro,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE HOOSRI CITY
SHEDI PARO TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).‘,?,M/I;,, (¢ (é}

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs; 61% above on schedule
“B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,95,653/-

You are, accordingly requested to pleasc execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or betore 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payvment will be made on the

availability of funds.

Taluka Offiger (1&S)
Taluka Municipal Adminisiration
Hvderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

[. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Talula Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(1&S)/TMA/HYD/(RURALY-§ 2.9 2012, Dated: 27/ % /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Mir Hassan Khoso,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE BAGO WAGRI
TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). aZle/ 20(1 ('—7)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with eslimate cost Rs: 0.5 {(Million) at Rs: 61.50% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the jowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,96,858/-

You are, accordingly requested to pleasc execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1.500/- with Taluka Municipai Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.
%

A
v\
Talukd Qffiger (1&S)
Taluka Municipal Administration

Hyderabad (Rurat)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M. A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(1&S)/ TMA/HYD/(RURALY- 22 2012, Dated:2/ / 57/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To.

M/s Rahim Enterprises,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE MITHOQ
WIGHANAL TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL). 224 2o/ Y 8)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 59.60% above on
schedule “B™ on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The eost of contract

will be Rs: 4,92.278/-

You are, aceordingly requested to please execule necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the worlk within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
tailure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be lct out the same to

other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The paygient will be made on.the

availability of funds.
R

Ld

W
Taluka ﬁ@&&
Taluka Municipal dministration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SYTMA/HYD/(RURALYS 3¢ 2012, Dated: 2/ /5772012

Off: (022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Zultigar Ali Sahito,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C, BLCOK AT VILLAGE MOHAN BAGRI
TALTUKA HYDERABAD (RURAIL). 4 zq/,za(L @}

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 58% above on schedule
“B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,88.421/-

You are, accordingly requested to please execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/- with Taleka Municipal Administration and

start the wark within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in casc of vour
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which pleasc note. The payment will be made on the

avallability of funds.

-t

P

Taluka ()@;’ZQ(II&S}
Taluka MunicipatAdministration
Hyderabad {(Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defuncty T.M.A| Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Talula Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL) R
No: TO(1&S)/TMA/HYDARURALY-% 3} 2012, Dated: 2{/ $/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

Ta,

M/s D.B and Brothers,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE OBHAY
KHASKHELI DEH KUNAR TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).2 L(f/JDfLQD)

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award vou the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs; 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 58.60% above on
schedule “IB” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

witl be Rs: 4,89,.868/-

You are, accordingly requested to please execule nccessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taleen to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
_ other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.

&
Fd

AN
Taluka (@‘ﬁl&b’)

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hydcrabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(1&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(1&SYTMA/HYDARURALY-G32.2012, Dated: M/ § /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Zulfigar Ali Sahito,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE JEHAN KHAN
KATHIO DEH PASAKI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).J;Q(}a/z_ Qr)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 58% above on schedule
“B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,88,421/-

You are, accordingly requested to please exccute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the worl within Seven days positively.

The work shoutd be complieted by or before 3 Months in case ot your
fatfure the action wiil be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same 1o
other agency al your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability ot funds,
&
A ‘E{
TaluKa f@ée (J&S)
Taluka Munigipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. "Fhe Taluka Officer (Iinance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE, T.O(1&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAIL)
No: TO(I&S)Y TMA/HYDARURAL)Y %33 2012, Dated: 3 / 5 /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Ammar Const: Co,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE ARBAB
NAHYOON TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL. 224/70(1.(12)

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 59.40% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

witl be Rs: 4,91,314/-

You are, accordingly requested to please execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be tet out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the
avatlability of funds.

A

v ‘&

Taluka (@fficgr(l&s)
Taluka Municiggl/Administration

Hyderabad (Rurat)
Copy Forwarded to: -

. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hvdcrahad (Rurat).
2, The Taluka Officer (Finance). T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION
HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SYTMA/HYDARURALYA 3¢ 2012, Dated:%/ / 5 /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Ammar Const: Co,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE MUHAMNMAD
BUX KALFRI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).}Z@/};/;(} 3)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: (.5 {Million) at Rs: 59.50% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest, The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4.92,037/-

You are, accordingly requested to please cxecute nceessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with faluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action wiil be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to

other agency at your risk and cost which please note, The payment will be made on the . -

avatlabitity of funds.

Taluka Municipit Administration
Flyderabad {Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I, The Transition Officer, (Defunet) T.MLA, llyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&S) TMA/HYD/ARURAL) 4 35 2012, Dated:2/ / §7/2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Muhammad Rafik & Co,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE MUSHTAQUE
KALERI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).?Z 9/20/2 [i Ly

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Mitlion) at Rs: 59.70% above on
schedule “B™ on schedute items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,92,519/-

You are, accordingly requested to please execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and wilt be let cut the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which ptease note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.
&

W R
Taluka f@&{l&S)
Tatuka Municipal¥dministration

Hyderabad (Rurat)
Copy Forwarded to: -

I. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I1&S) TMA/MHYDARURAL)Y/ -ty 342012, Dated:2{ / § /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar,
Coniraclor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BICOK AT VILLAGE _GUL
MUHAMMAD BURFAT TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).224/2, /:LCJS?

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 60.50% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,94,448/-

You arc, accordingly requested to please execute necessary agrecment on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of vour
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same (o
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.
;ﬁ:
~

Taluka OfficepAI&S)
Taluka Municipi-Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hydcrabad (Rural).
2. The taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL) )
No: TO(1&SY TMA/HYD/(RURALY-4 3% 2012, Dated:3/ /5 /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Syed Shahid Ali,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE BACHO KALERI
DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).,‘?J#()D (L (/6)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Miltion) at Rs: 61% above on schedule
“B3” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,95,653/-

You are, accordingly requested to please exccute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and witl be let out the same 1o

‘other agency at your risk-and-cost which please note. The payment will be made on the -

availability of funds.

wj’ ¢t
Taluka Officer (&S}
Taluka Municipal Xdministration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance). T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SY TMA/HYD/(RURAL)/ 438 2012, Dated: 21/ 3 /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Syed Shahid Ali,
Contractor,

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE URIS
KHASKHELI DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAL).2 L‘r/la/l(} 7)

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 60.50% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,94,447/-

You are, accordingly requested to pleasc execute necessary agreerment on
b
non-judicial stamp paper worth_Rs: 1.500/- with Tajuka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be madc on the *

availability of funds.
-

\7"’/ €4
Taluka Qfficér (1&S)
Taluka Municipat”Administration

Hyderabad (Rurat)
Copy Forwarded to: -

1. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(I&S)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: TO(I&SY TMA/HYD/(RURAL)Y-Y 39 2012, Dated:2// & /2012

Off; 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To,

M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLCOK AT VILLAGE JAM GHAR
COLONY DEH RAJPARI TALUKA HYDERABAD (RURAE). 2 2‘1/24.’1(!8 )

The authority has been pleased to accept your tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Miliion) at Rs: 60.30% above on
schedule “B” on schedule items, the estimalted rates being the lowest. The cost of contract

will be Rs: 4,93,966/-

You are, accordingly requested to please execule necessary agreement on
-

non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/~ with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Months in case of yvour
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same 1o

other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will e made on the ;

W
Taluka C([l_"y}eg([&S)

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

availability of funds.

Copy Forwarded to: -

I, The Transition Ofticer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).
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OFFICE OF THE T.O(1&S)

TALUKA MUNICIPATL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL) .
No: TO(I&SYTMA/HYD/(RURAL)/ -4 Y6 2012, Dated: 24/ $ /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: (022-9200708

To,

M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar,
Contractor.

SUBJECT: CONSTRUCTION _OF __C.C. BLCQK AT _VILLAGE ALl
MUHAMMAD  KHASKHELI _ DEH___ RAJPARI _ TALUKA
HYDERABAD (RURAL).2 14 (2072 (14)

The authority has been pleased to accept vour tender and award you the
above subjected work with estimate cost Rs: 0.5 (Million) at Rs: 39% above on schedule
“I3” on schedule ttems, the estimated rates being the lowest. The cost of contract will be

Rs: 4,90,832/-

You are. accordingly requested to please execute necessary agreement on
non-judicial stamp paper worth Rs: 1,500/- with Taluka Municipal Administration and

start the work within Seven days positively.

The work should be completed by or before 3 Manths in case of your
failure the action will be taken to cancel the work order and will be let out the same to
other agency at your risk and cost which please note. The payment will be made on the

availability of funds.
<
b2 N

Taluka Eﬁ{&&
Taluka MunicipdAdministration

Hyderabad (Rural}
Copy Forwarded to: -

t. The Transition Officer, (Defunct) T.M.A, Hydcrabad (Rural).
2. The Taluka Officer (Finance), T.M.A, Hyderabad (Rural).



OFFICE OF THE (DEFUNCT)
TALUKA MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION

HYDERABAD (RURAL)
No: T.OMD)TMA/MYDARURAL)- ey /2012, Dated: 2./ § /2012

Off: 022-9200975
Fax: 022-9200708

To.
AT

The Dircctor (CB).

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Autharity,
Covernment of Sindh.

Sindh Secretariat No: 4 A,

Block 8 Court Road.

Karachi.

SUBJECT: BID EVALUATION REPORT,

The  Bid  evaluation report in respect  of NIT No
TMAT.O(I&SYHYD(RURALY224/2012  Dated: 21.03.2012 hoisted on SPPRA
WEBSITE under No: 11886 Dated: 05,04.2012 opened on 21.04.2012, on prescribed
proforma is sent herewith for favour of information and further necessary action as

required under Rule 45 of SPPRA Rules 2010,

T

TION OFFICER
Encl: 19 (Defunct)

afuka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad {Rural)



BID EVALUATION REPORT a &

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration Hvderabad Rural). ‘-/
2. Tender Reference No: TMA/T O(&SVHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012,
L] A
30 Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE l./

SULEMAN PANHWAR (1),

4. Method of Procurement; Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. ‘/

5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
. Total Bid Documents Sold: 2

i Total Bids Received: 3

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

9;

No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): ===
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: -

1. Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 l/
12 Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 500,000/~
Cost offered T T ¥ i
& Name of Firm or Bidder by the Ranling in l'_,om.pa: isonwith - Reasons r'.}r El-E(‘.l:pIﬂn’:e:" Remarls
% terms of cost Estimared Cost rejection
Bidder i Ex
120 1 ] 3 4 | 5 6
| i 1.83% below the Recommended for
01| Mis Abid Ali Mangrio 490832/~ | 1* Lowest | estimated cost Lowest B ofc\l\'u.ri: 7
|as Rs: 5,00.000/- :
2. 5% Above the Mot Becommesded
02| Mis Ammar Const: Co. | 5125270 | 2" Lowest | estimaled cost High | {IL?-:: eoLli?'gh;u Lr-:lu-\-l |
Rs: 5,00,000/ B
3.95% Above the e
| 03 | M/s Rasool Bux Panhwar 5197594 | 3 Lowest | estimated cost Higher S r e CTE]
; : o | due tor higher 1

ﬁ =
Taluka OFf 1cm; Cou ficer

Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munigipall Addministration

Hyderabad (Rural) Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member | Procuring Committee Member

o
y <

\
el
Taluka 0@\&&5)

Taluka Municip ministration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee



=
BID EVALUATION REPORT @/

I3 Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration. Hyderabad (Rural), 7
2 Tender Reference MNo: IMAT.O&SYVHY DY RURALY224/2012 Dated: 71 03.2012,

37 Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE ,./ ;
PARIAL KHASKHELI (2). '

4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Frocedure,‘/

Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WERSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012

0, Total Bid Documents Sold: &
o Total Bids Received: &

8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate Jorm)

Ln

8y No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): —
q pp Eemrese
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: ~mem
1. Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 T
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00.000/-
o . '| = i |
(ﬁ =S cgs: otfil;tl'éd Ranking in | Comparisen with |liesscms for aceeptance/| Reniai
K Biydd:' terms of cost | Estimated Cost rejection i
ro____'— e | 3 4 o e i
| 1355 below the st
01 | M/s Zain-ul-Abdi] Bughio 4932435 | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest awa‘:[:";?t:--:i\
| Rs: 5,00,000/ e
2.98% Above the Mot Recommended
02 | Mfs Rasool Bux Panhwar S14938/- | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High dl:i 5 h::_";;m::;
! Bzt 5,00,0004- & 10 higher rute .
| 4.43% Above the | NOERE e
03 | M/s Mir Hassan Khoso 5221694 | 3%Lowest | estimated aost Higher du‘:‘: 10"55‘8‘]‘1'(”_‘11;;' .
A R 500,000/~ i
5.39% Above the It o M
04 | Mfs Rahim Enterprises 526990/ | 4" Lowest | estimated cost Higher ot m_un:u i
Rs: 5,00.000/- | due to higher rates
L} “.E/\
Taluka Dt‘!lger (Finance) ]
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munj Administration
Hyderabad (Rural) rabad (Rural)

Procuring Committee Membe \

Procuring Committee Member

Taluka Munieipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committes



BID EVALUATION REPORT

Taluka Municipal Administration, Hvderabad (Rural).

IMA/T.O(I&S)/HYD(RURAL)/224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.
CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK_AT VILLAGE

ALINAWAZ KHOKHAR (3).

Single Stage One Envelop Procedure, t’/

1. Name of Procuring Agency:

L Tender Reference No:

2k Tender Description/Name of work item:
4, Method of Procurement:

5. Tender Published: U
6. Tota!l Bid Documents Sold: 3
T Total Bids Received: 3

lpad on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012

g Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): e
10. Bid (s) Rejected: -l /
11.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 9.99,999/-
. o : : g
# | Name of Firm or Bidder C”twofr{fed Rankingin | Comparison with [Reasons for aceeptance/ Remarks
Bi terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection
idder
0| 1 2 3 4 5 | 6
e 1.59% below the [e=nenee 3
Miis Muhar Al commented for
01 Khin liharmaciaant 984052/~ | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest | i‘\iﬁd”:;-l',:j:_f i
Rs: 8.99,990/- RS AT
4.42% Ahove the T
02 | Mis Syed Shahid Ali 1044316/ | 2" Lowest | estimated cost High ?‘“ f“lcf’_':j.‘_”""‘jf", .
: Rs: 9,959,999/ LR
. 3.877% Above S .
03| E.ES Mubammad Rafik and 1058779/ | 3" Lowest | the estimated cost Higher ?0‘ :{BIL?'F:HIV_EJ‘_"{I |
| Re: 9,95.-999",_' i O-Lg.]-l r,w.sJ

Taluka OtElcer (Finance)

Taluka Municipal Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member

Taluka &5)
Taluka Munici dministration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Chairman Procuring Committee




BID EVALUATION REPORT

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration. Hyderabad gRura]a /
z Tender Reference No: TMAMO&ESYHYDIRURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE /
HAJLFATO (4).
. -t
i Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. /
3 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012

. Total Bid Documents Sold: o

7 Total Bids Received: b

g Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
S. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): —

10. Bld (S:'I Rejacled: i e Y /
Il.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012
12. Bid Evaluation Report; Estimated Cost Rs: 5.00,000/-
Cost offered e ¥ = = |
# | Mame of Firm or Bidder by the Ranking in | Comparison with [Reasons for acceptance/ Remarks
| A terms of cost Estimuied Cost rejection
& Bidder il
0 1 | 2 3 4 5 o
[ 2.80% below the Recommende:d for
01| s Zain-ul-Abdin Bughio | 493243/~ | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest St e
| Rs: 5.00.000/- award of work
I J Sone it e Not Recommendad
02 | M/fs Rasool Bux Panhwar i 531812~ | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High dlom [(:'ﬁ:_),ri':ll,ll?l:..l'lr'.;
L ] Rs: 5,00,000/- i,
[ | 7.32% Above the S i
03| Mis Mir Hassan Kheso | 536633/~ | 3" Lowest | estimated cost Higher S
. | Rs: 500,000/ ) S
I | 9.25% Above the o el
04 | M/s Rahim Enterprises I 546275/ | 4™ Lowest | estimated cost Higher s
[ Re: 5006000 due o h]!._{llul il

Wz

Taluka D[‘ﬁcm Cou ‘er

Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munic dministration
Hyderabad (Rural) Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member Procuring Committee Member

T )

P Kb

A
Taluka @fficer {I&S)
Taluka Municipal Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee

=



wn

ooee 1 o

.

BID EVALUATION REPORT (i)

Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration. Hyderabad (Rural}.

TMA/T.O(I&SVITYD(RURAL)/224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.
CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGL —
MUHAMMAD PAHNWAR (5). =

Tender Reference No:

Tender Description/Name of work item:

Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure,
Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated; 05.04 2012
Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

Total Bids Received: 3

Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide deiails in separate form)

No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable);
Bid (s) Rejected:
Financial Bid Opening Date:

=

Estimated Cost Rs: 5.00.000/-

21.04.2012

Bid Evaluation Report:

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member

=i
TN
Taluka Of@&S}
Taluka MunicipalAd
Hyderabad (Rural)

Chairman Procuring Committes

Taluka Munigip:

ministration

Hyderabad (Rural)

- .
Nameof Eiemeos Bidder Cusht olf;ired Ranking in Comparison with  [Reasons for acceptance/| ol
B?;H” terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection } Lt
1 2 3 1 5 5 3
M/s Muhammad Rafik and Lok bl . nded (i
01 G ! 4946890 | 1¥ Lowest | estimated cost Laowest Recommended foc
Ey) Rs: 500,000/ wvard of work
2.02% Above the Mot leenraaaeat|
02 | Mis Syed Shalid Ali 510117/~ | 2" Lowest | estimated cost High Sbiplelataad
Rs: 5,00,000/ duc to higher rases
T 4.19% Above the E :
o | Ms Muhammad Ahsan > . 1 sorminend
03 S"'i'v E 520964/- | 3" Lowest | estimated vost Higher Dot Recbimiided
1dddigul Rs: 5.00.000/ due to higher rates
L L L ) e
'AI
A
Taluka Officer(Finance) Co er

dministration

Procuring Committee Member



@&

BID EVALUATION REPORT
o
1. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, H dEramﬂﬂgﬂU__'
. Tender Reference No: ITMAM.O(I&SWVHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.

3 Tender Description/™ame of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILIAGE /,/
HOOSRI CITY SHEDI PARO (f).

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

5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPERA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
5. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7 Total Bids Received: 3

8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9. MNao. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): —-o-

10.  Bid (s) Rejected: /
i1, Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 e
12, Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 500,000/~
P Name of Kirm or Bidder In Cm:;ﬁired Ranking in Cumjmrison with |Rensons fll.‘rr a_ccei:tnru:es' fremaris
Ridder terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection |
0 i 2: 3 4 | 5 ]
0.8694% below | z i
01| /s Shahnawaz Shoro 443633/~ | 1" Lowest | the estimated cost Lowest a\i??ﬂ?:‘ £
e R Rs: 5,00,000/- et
13.29% Above IR e et
02| Mis ammar Const: Co, 566481/~ | 2™ Lowest | the estimated cost High d::; [;'_T:;:rrllil:m |
| Rs: 5,00.000/- e
T S e
| 03| Mis Rasool Bux Panhwar 576124/~ | 3 Lowest | the estimated cost Higher !i e
Re: 5,00,000/- | LR
o
Taluka OffiCer (Finance) c icer
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Mu Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)

Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member

. ! -
Procuring Committee Member

b

1
e

S
: {
Taluka Qfficer (1&S)
Taluka Munici dministration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee




BID EVALUATION REPORT

&

-~

=4

I Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural).
2 Tender Reference No: TMAT.O(I&SVHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012. K
3. Tender Description/Name of work item:  CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE 2o
BAGD WAGRI (7). #
4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. /
54 Tender Published: Upload on the SFPRA WEBSITE MNo: 11 886 Dated: 05.04.2012
. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
Total Bids Received: 3
3. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9. MNo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): —
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: —
1. Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.042012 1
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00.000/-
Cost offered e S ;
| z 2 : Ranking in Comparison with  |[Reasons for acceptance/ S
i HameotHizmtarBiduer ]'.;?{J:jh;- terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection Bemark:
0| 1 2 3 1 5 &
: T 0.62% below the Re;co-m.ncn-lwo For
01| Mfs Mir Fassan Khoso 405858/~ | 1% Lowest estimated cost Lowest : d F.W‘]"k
Rs: 5,00,000/- R
2 .fl.'r!-'_;\;c L Mot -I{ccommcr:'-.-d
02| Mfs Abid Al Magrio 545311/~ | 2" Lowest Es;w:i};;gg ﬁ High Alis 15 ahor ke
12'8?.% ';thle Mot Rccmnr-u‘u-!{:dm
03| Wis Rasool Bux Panhwar 564334/- | 3™ Lowest the estimated cost Higher d o i ;I‘-“- S
- Ra: 5,00,000/- R b

Wl

Taluka OffiCer

inance)

Taluka Municipal Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)

v . b
Procuring Committes Member

Taluka Municikal

Taluka Munidip
Hyderabad
Procuring Committee Member

[
(LS

o -
ficer/(1&S)
dministration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee

Co

Rural)

ministration



BID EVALUATION REPORT

&

-

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). ¢
7 Tender Reference No: IMA/MT.OI&SVITYD(RURAL)224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012. s
£ Tender Description/™Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF CC. BLOCK AT VILLAGH
MITHO WIGHANAL (8). /
4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure.
5. Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
i Total Bids Received: <)
& Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separaie form)
9. Ne. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): s
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: s : /
11.  Finaneial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012
12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5.00.000/-
y N e B Tl e Cmi::ﬁired Ranking ill- (:OI:!IIDEI'ESLIL'L with ERl::ml:lm; I'{.:n.' xl:ct:pmm'-.:.." E -_R:-mm'ks
Bidder terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection
0 1 = 2 3 4 5 6
| 1.54% below the B ded for
01| Mfs Rahim Enterprises 402278/ | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Liswest Seommey el
| Rs: 5,00,000/- b
; 2.8% Above the 7] e A
U2 | Wifs Abid Al Mangrio 514214/~ | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High Ll “'.”m'ﬂ’“_‘f"'f'
Rs: 5,00,000/- due to higher rales
12.73% Above ; Gl
03| Mis Zulfiqar Ali Sahito 563666/ | 1™ Lowest the astiriated ooat Higher Mot Rec_nmn.c'n:.,,d |
Bl Rs: 500,000/ due to higher raes

Wi

Taluka Officer (Finance)

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Procuring Committee Member

H}*derdbad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee




BID EVALUATION REPORT 2
/,
1 Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural).
2. Tender Reference No: TMA/T.OI&SVHYD(RURALY/224/2012 Dated: 21.03.201 -

3, Tender Description/Mame of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE —
MOHAN BAGRIL (9).

-

4. Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. N
5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
8. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
i Total Bids Received: 3
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form}
9. MNo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): Sl
10, Bid (s) Rejected: - /
1.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00.000/-
| Costoffered | . . = e . =
# Name of Firm or Bidder l-Is'l':lt_‘r'f'ﬂ'l'::re Ranking m. Lom_p:ai':sun itk !Reasons.f?r a_v,:ccplauum' Remarks
Ridder terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection
o | 1 2 3 4 5 e
5 2.31% below Lhe i
| 01| M5 Zulfigar Ali Sahito 488421/ [ 19 Lowest | estimated cost 1 Lowest ﬂ:":""‘é i \"_n:,: i
] 0 Rs: 5,00.000/ B
| | 4,73% Above the [
| G2 | Mfs Abid Al Mangrio 548685/~ | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High :due o h::l]‘]_w “:
| Rs: 5,00.000/- | SR
3 [1.66% Above e e
03| Mfs Shahnawaz Shoro 558328 | 3 Lowest | the estimated cost Higher b Lh' | M
Rs: 5,00,000/- bbbt

\@ﬁiuﬁ)\

Taluka Officr (Finance)
Taluka Municipal Administralion I ipat/Adminisiration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member roCuri ittee Member

Hyderabad (Rural}
Chairman Procuring Committee



BID EVALUATION REPORT

I Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). / /
2. Tender Reference No: TMAT.O(1&SYHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.201 2
3. Tender Description™ame of work item:  CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE
OBHAY KHASKHEL! DEH KUNAR (10].
ah Methaod of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. <
3. Tender Published: Upload on the SFPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
T Total Bids Received: 3
5. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate fori)
4. Mo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): -
10. Bid (5) Rejected: i A
11. Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 o
12 Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 500,000/~
W Name of Fi v Bidder {.'os; 0:?"5'1 Ranking in Comparison with er:asun.-s for acceptance/ [y
| A B L e, B;'dd:;- terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection 2
D 1 2 3 4 i R
3 2.0% below the Pl
01| Mis DB and Brothers 4898680 | 1" Lowest | estimated cosl Lowesl e D;»:I\],;'r'{'
=2 Rs: 5,00,000/ Z ,
10.0% Above the e
02| M5 Shahnawaz Shoro 550373/ | 2 Lowest | estimated cost High d:; = ugllllull P
_ Rs: 5,00.000/ coaned |
- : bl Not Recommended
03 | Mfs Rasool Bux Panhwar 574720/~ | 3" Lowest | the estimated cost Higher ' e 1r>LI?:~II1lu|!".:I‘L
Rl Rs: 5,00,000/- [ e S |

Taluka oﬁum)

Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munigi dministration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Member

Taluka Municipat-Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee

oo



s
BID EVALUATION REPORT i
i
s Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural), €
2. Tender Reference No: TMAT.OU&ESYHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE
JEHAN KHAN KATHIO DEH PASAKI (11).
4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. ¢~
5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04 2012
&, Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
T Total Bids Received: 3
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9, MNo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): -mo-
10.  Bid{(s) Rejected: — w0
_ ] , o
Il.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012.
12.  Bid Evaluation Report; Estimated Cost Rs: 5.00,000/-
] o [ . i |
| " Naime of Ficrinr Bidder l.',usI: F':]iiud Ranking in Comparison with  [Reasons for aceeptance! R i |
Ei}ﬂder terms of cost | Estimzted Cost rejection { B |
o] ] 2 3 4 RE 6 _i
’ 2.3 1% below the R_ ] et il
01| Ml/s Zulfiqar Ali Sahito | 488421/ | 1¥ Lowest | estimated cost Lowest Somial L
Rs: 5,00.000/- award of wark |
7.32% Above the | a -R B ehEs |
02 | Mfs B.B and Brothers 536632/~ | 2" Lowest | estimated cost High Lh?: [:I::\:_':ll\r_"' '“\f [
Rs: 5,00.000/- R
10.37% Above e
03 | Mis Gul Bahar Thaheem 651899/~ | 3" Lowesl | the estimated cost | Higher Bl Serannyl
Rs: 5,00,000/- due to higher rates
ot J
Taluka Offi inance) Cotl er
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munigipat’ Kdiinistration
Hyderabad (Rural) Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Committee Membe: Procuring Commitiee Member

W

Talu flicer (1&5)
Taluka Munie Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Chairman Procuring Committee

e



BID EVALUATION REPORT

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural),
2. Tender Reference No: TMA/T.O(&SYHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE

ARBAB NAHYOON (12).

4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Prowdum.‘/l

5 Tender Published: Upload on the SEPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7 Total Bids Received: 3

8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9. Mo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): —uio

10.  Bid (5) Rejected: === /"
1l.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 2040
12, Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00,000/-
# | Nameof Firm or Bidder Cmt:y“{:irw Ranlang in CFD'r‘.p“"iS””(_f'i'h Reasons X arae puance! ltemarks
3 Bidder terms of cost istimated Cost A rejection s
L0 1 2 3 1 5 6
HD g telonahs | Recommended for
01| M= Ammar Const: Co 491314/- | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest S -;quw(nr’elc b
R 5,00,000/- : e
| 3.13% Above the : T
02| Mfs D.B and Brothers 515661/ | 27! Lowest | estimated cost High \h.!m Rc;'f’:;“.“%':fli' <
Rs: 5.00,000/- au 1o nig ||.|.' iies
9.737% Above e el
| 03] M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 548685/- | 3™ Lowest | the estimated cost Higher ) .Rcc'.(m”“_* : ‘.'l'ﬁl
- | due to-higher rales
Pl Rs: 5,00.000/- ; st

L

Taluka OfficeF (Finance)

Cer
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munitipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural) Hyderabad (Rural)

Procuring Committee Member 3 Procuring Committee Member

Al

Taluka fﬁc?%&f&)

Taluka Municihal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Chairman Procuring Committee



BID EVALUATION REPORT

IE Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). / E
2 Tender Reference No: TMAT.OO&ESYHYD(RURAL)Y224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.

3. Tender Description/Name of wark item:  CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE .~ 4
MUHAMMAD BUX KALERI DEH RAJPARI (131,

4, Method of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. 5
8 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
] Total Bid Documents Sold: 3
T Total Bids Received: 3
g Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Pravide details in separate form)
9 MNo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): ==
10. Bid (s) Rejected: diem .
11.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 ’/f
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00,000/-
Cost offered e - : SRR | |
: Yo s | : Ranking in Comparison with  |Reasons for acceptance/| i
f Mame of Firm or Bidder ;i,d:l]ler R Estimateid Cost rejeetion | Remarks
0 B 1 2 3 4 2 5 .3_
1.59% below the R |
01| MYs Ammar Const: Co 492037~ | 1* Lowest | estimated cost Lowest d‘::‘;zﬂjﬁi;l |
Rs: 5,00,000/- ; A
10.7% Above the
02 | Mis 2B and Brothers 333507/~ | 2* Lowest | estimated cost High
| Rs: 5,00,000/- = =t aat L :
| 16.0% Above the Nt Becoiiiendea |
03 | Mfs Gul Bahar Thaheem 580023/~ | 3™ Lowest | estimated cost Higher b et
i R S,00,000/- | A 10 higher rates
:
Taluka Ofgicm:l Coun
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Municipal’Administration
Hyderabad (Rural) Hyderdbad (Rural)

Procuring Committee Membe Procuring Committee Member

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee



i\ !
BID EVALUATION REPORT L
b
1 Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). L
24 Tender Reference No: TMAT.O(&SYHYDRURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012,
3. Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE
MUSHTAOUE KALER] DEH RAJPARL (14). ~
4, hethod of Procurement: Single Stage One Envelop Procedure. /

3. Tender Published:

Upload on the SPPRA WERSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012

b. Total Bid Decuments Sold: 3
7 Total Bids Received: 3
8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Not applicable (Provide detalls in separate form)
9, Mo, of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): o
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: o amam iy
11.  Financial Bid Opening Date; 21.04.2012 o
12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00,000/-
| Cost offered N i 2 = & =]
# Mame of Firm or Bidder | by the t?r,:::;'gc:;l Cg:;]::;:iﬂ”(:;g(“ Rcﬂsﬁnsr:?:c':;c: plante] Remarks ‘
e Bidder © 7 ] . =
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
. 1.49% below the | S
M ha i = - mended i
01 {,)I{"; ~hiuiammad el g 492519/~ | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest R:,m::]nar;. 1__1, :L s
. L Rs: 5,060,000/ 3 R shat
11.66% Above e
02| Mis Syed Shahid Ali 558320/ | 27 Lowest | the estimated cost High il
Rs: 5,00,000/- due Lo higher rat |
’ el 16.96% Above e
s [ Mumad Ak 5848441 | 3 Lowest | the estimaled cost Higher Mk
TE A Rs: 5,00,0000- | L

™

Taluka OffreeF(Finance)

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Commitiee Member

Taluka

Hyderabad (Rural)

Procuring Commitiee Member

WWL/

‘| '\;
il

d--l-( i
/
ffi :%?I&S)
Taluka Municipat” Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee

o



BID EVALUATION REPORT

I Name of Procuring Agency:

o]

Tender Reference No:

3, Tender DescriptionM™Name of work item:

4, Method of Procurement:

5. Tender Published:

f. Total Bid Documents Sold:

7. Total Bids Received:

Taluka Municipal Administration. Hyderabad (Rural).

=
TMAT.O(1&SYHYDRURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012.

CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE

GUL MUHAMMAD BURFAT (15).

Single Stase One Envelop Procedure,

-

Upload on the SEPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04 2012

3
3

8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable):

9. Mo, of Bid technically qualified (il applicable): e

10.  Bid (s) Rejected:

Not applicable (Provide details in separate forin)

Gal

11, Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012
12. Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs; 5.00.0i11/-
e Cost offercd o - e . Y
4 Natners EFiE s e Bidder by the Ranking in Ct_nrn‘p:au ison wt-lll Reasons fc_w a_c:uplunl.c-" B |
5 terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection
Bidder |
0| 1 2 3 4 5 6 |
LIRS oROw i Regommnended for
01| Mz Rasacl Bux Panhwar 404448/~ | 1% Lowest estimated cost Lowest t,u' Sk
i | award of work
Rs: 5,00.000/- 4 |
T -
&.77% Above the S
| 02| M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem 543864/~ | 2 Lowest | cstimated cost High Ef: [F;b;:jr::c::::“ '
Rs: 5,00,000/- S
11.66% Above Mot Recomme:ded
| 03 | NUYs Zulfigar Ali Sahilo 558328/ | 3" Lowest the estimated cost Higher 'd:?‘ B ,1“-,.\".;::
| =g Rs: 5,00.000/- el
mi gg E\,&N
Taluka Offteer (Finance) Coung 1(&’:"
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munici ministration
Hyderabad (Rural) Hyder (Rural)
Procuring Commitiee Membe Procuring Committes Member
o |
e R

Taluka (¥ffic h] &S)
Taluka Munici
Hyderabad (Rural}

Chairman Procuring Committee

Administration



BID EVALUATION REPORT (&)
1l MName of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). .
2 Tender Reference No: TMATO&SYHYDRURAT)Y224/2012 Dated: 2| ,03.3[2_',}_{

3 Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT WILLAGE o
BACHO KALERI DEH RAJPARI (16).

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

5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.20:12
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

i Total Bids Received: 3

8.

Technical Bid Opening Date: (If applicable): Not applicable (Provide details in separate form)
9, Mo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): e

10.  Bid (s) Rejected: s /
I1.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 A5

12.  Bid Evaluation Report:

Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00,000/-

Costoffered | o o : = 2 1
il Nameof BirntorBidder by the anking in Comparison with  |Reasons for acceptance) Remaris
Bidder terms of cost Estimated Cost rejection T
T 1 2 5 i 5 : e
. | S e - 2 ; 3l U's.ﬁ% below the Recommended fiy
01| M/s Syed Shahid Ali 493653/~ | 1" Lowest | estimated cost Lowest o (e
Rs: 500,000~ | e ol
9.73%% Above the
s Muhammad Rafik and ; 3 k| nded
02| o ! 548685/ | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High ,':h?; :Ec;:]i:'mrk =
g Rs: $,00,000/ B e
16.48% Above o
fs Muba i T
| 03 ":I' dsd;\.f]]:ihg.mr:md b 582433/ | 3" Lowest | the estimated cost Higher :m ::CIL 0::]””'”5
| |3 e 5.{30:{].[_.]0-"— ue b higher rale:

SRS
Talila (}fﬁc'-s'r"m
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Mu
Hyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Comimittee Member,

{

-
vt
Taluk rﬁce\B&S)
Taluka Munichpal-Administration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee



BID EVALUATION REPORT

W
Taluka Officer (Finance)

Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural)

Procuring Commi

ttee Membe;

Taluka Mumei

Hyderabad (Rural)

dministration

Procuring Committee Member

A

-

cani

W
fhigér (1&S)
Taluka Munisd

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee

Talu

af Administration

L. Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). j
D Tender Reference No: TMAT.OI&SVHYDRURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.2012. i
35 Tender Description/™ame of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE
URIS KHASKHELI DEH RAIPARI (17).
4. Method of Procurement: Sinagle Stage One Envelop Procedure.
5 Tender Published: Upload on the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: Q
T Total Bids Received: L
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: R =
11.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 o
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5,00.000/
Cost offered s, 5 oAl
; ; e . ; Ranking in Comparison with  [Reasons for acceptance!| A
* Name of Eirm or Bidder :;i:]g::’r terms of eost Estimated Cost rejection Eemar:s
o] 15 2 3 a L G
[.11%4 below the Reror rended for
01| M5 Syed Shahid Ali 494447/ | 1" Lowest | estimated cast Lowest (sl
Rs: 5,00,000/ s
; 0 75% Above the Ler
02 21: Muhammad Rafigand | gue075). | 27 Lowest | estimated cost High B :i“lf;’fl‘:t'_'lf‘_"'j'j_"'
Rs: 5,00,000/- . s i
0 = 15% Above the | ke
| 03 zl-"s Mupammzu‘l Ahsan 575202/~ | 3™ Lowest estimated cost Higher Mot th’_m:"\”_”' if]':fl
Siddigui Re: 5.00,000/- due 1o higher raics
[ i 16 96% Above = e
| 04| Mfs Rahim Enterpriscs 3§4844/- | 4" Lowest | the estimaied cost Higher | :i‘l‘ “;0':'
‘ Rs: 500,000/ e



78
BID EVALUATION REPORT s }

pE——
R
i Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Municipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). )
T Tender Reference No: TMA/T.OI&ESVHYD(RURALW224/2012 Dated: .?_‘l,[)lfi__zj_]_ix;
A Tender Description/Name of work item: CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BIOCK AT VILLAGE——"

JAM GHAR COLONY DEH RAJPARI (18).

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

5 Tender Published: Upload gn the SPPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04 2012
6. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

7 Total Bids Received: 3

8. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Mot applicable (Provide details in separate _forn)

9, No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): o
10.  Bid (s) Rejected: Siae

11.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 =
12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Bs: 5.00,000/
[ Cost offered W . : 2
# | Name of Firm or Bidder by the R“"h'"fg o C‘.’“‘."‘”’““(f““h R dns fopaceentoncey Remarks
| Bidder terms of cost Lstimated Cost | rejection
1] S . 1 _2_ i 3 4 5 2 '[r et
1.2% below the I ri R
01| M/s Gul Bahar Thaheem | 493966/~ | 17 Lowest | cstimated cost Lowest | a;‘;?:fgﬁ:’r\ i
' Rs: 5,00.000/- o
FCEp 4016% Above | S
02 | W's Rasool Bux Panhwar 524580/~ | 2" Lowest | the estimated cost High dfg i hilelhllc-r-r-r-c:vs
Rz 500,000/~ A
3656 bov ths | Mot Recommended
03| Mis Zulfigar Ali Sahito 531812/ | 3" Lowest | eslimated cost Higher b e
I = Rs: 500,000/~

W, e

Taluka Officer-tFinance)

Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munjci
Hyderabad (Rural)

Procuring Committee Member?

W3
Taluka @(er (I&S)
Taluka Municipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural}
Chairman Procuring Committes



BID EVALUATION REPORT

1, Name of Procuring Agency: Taluka Munijcipal Administration, Hyderabad (Rural). .

ke Tender Reference No: TMAMT.O(I&SVHYD(RURALY224/2012 Dated: 21.03.201 7,

% Tender Description/™Name of work item:  CONSTRUCTION OF C.C. BLOCK AT VILLAGE / :
ALTMUHAMMAD KHASKHELI DEH RAJPARI (19).

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

A, Tender Published: Upload on the SEPRA WEBSITE No: 11886 Dated: 05.04.2012

o. Total Bid Documents Sold: 3

T Total Bids Received: 3

3. Technical Bid Opening Date: (if applicable): Mot applicable (Provide details in separate form)

.

MNo. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): ===
10.  Bid(s) Rejected:

11.  Financial Bid Opening Date: 21.04.2012 /

12.  Bid Evaluation Report: Estimated Cost Rs: 5.00.000/-
F Cost offered T : - z 0 | ;
" Niserie of Fiem or Bidder by the Ranlking in (_l’nﬂ.n}ll ison wlrnih Reasons I‘?r a::cept:mce.. Eeraric
Bidder terms of cost | Estimated Cost rejection | |
0 3 1 | | 1 5 6
1.83% below the e
01| M5 Rasool Bux Panhwar 490832 | 1¥ Lowest estimated cost Lowest L T‘ Sk
| Rs: 5.00 000/ award ol work
; 10.7% Above the | T
02| /s Gul Bahar Thaheem 553507/ | 2™ Lowest | estimated cost High DE i R0 o ‘.":“ |
I Rs: 5.00.000/- due 1o higher raes
&l 14.55% Above T el el
| 03| s Zulfiqar Ali Sahito 5727910 | 3% Lowest | the estimated cost Higher R e i
|t Rs: 5,00,000/ e hizher cs

Taluka Dfﬁ% Cou
Taluka Municipal Administration Taluka Munigipal Administration
Hyderabad (Rural) Iyderabad (Rural)
Procuring Commitiee Member Procuring Committee Member

s
W

Taluka Officer/(&:8)
Taluka Municip: ministration

Hyderabad (Rural)
Chairman Procuring Committee
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