FINAL EVALUATION REPORT

(As per Rules 35 of PPRA Rules, 2004)
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Criteria for Bid Evaluation As per bidding documents

10 Detail of Bid(s) Evaluation . S _
Marks : | /
i - Rule / Regulation / SBD / Polic / Basis for rejection
T .Technlcal (ifFa::::i‘:ai::e) At{cepfance as {:er Ru/le 35 ::; PPRA Rules, 2004
(if applicable) (In Million)
M/s HammerHead (Pvt) : Responsive as the firm met the criteria prescribed in
Lta. e the bidding documents.
Non-Responsive as the firm failed to meet the criteria
prescribed in the bidding documents.
o Successful completion of at least 02 contract(s) of
. . same nature within last three (03) years
WsIediise e el Ak e Net Financial resources must be equal to or more
| than the quoted bid price.
e Responsiveness in  1erms of technical and
commercial evaluation. el
Responsive 5 048 Respc.ms.ive 35 the firm met the criteria prescribed In
Construction Company the bidding documents.
Non-Responsive as the firm failed to meet the criteria
| prescribed in the bidding documents.
| : | o Successful completion of at least 02 contract(s) of
M/s Sultan Trader Non-Responsive 1.780 - e nature within last three (03) years

e Net Financial resources must be equal to or more
than the quoted bid price.

Name of Most Advantageous Responsive Bidder M/s JK United Construction Company

No.
Copy of the above is he

PPRA website.

/"
ﬁ OQ Date 2=zf"' CPZ#‘" ks

reby forwarded to Director (MIS) for uploading the Evaluation Report on IESCO as well as

Chie ineer (MM)
JESCO Islamabad.
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