
Evaluation report
(As per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

3) Title of Pto(ureEent:
4) Tender lflquiry Numb.':
5) PPRA Ref. No. flsf,):
5) D.t. &Time of Clo,iry.
7) Date &Time of Openinr:
8) No. of Bi& Re..ived:
9) Criteii.for Bid Evaluation
10) Detailr of Bid(3) f,valua{ion

Minist v ot Hurna,:l Righrs- Isl@bad
opm Cohpetitive Eidding
sinele Sta@ Two Envelme Procedute

Supply of LT EouiDment. Machinerv & Iumiture
PID(I\/M/21
T9163%1E
19 11 m21 at 02100 PM
19-11-2021 at 02:30 PM
15 ffifteen No. oI Biddqsl
TelG & Condition6 mmtimed in the Bidding Dxutlgt
ComDarative Statement as un ier

r) N.me of Procuring Atd.y
2) Method of Prcdr.h.nh

Name of
Bidder

EGS (Pvt.)
Ltd

8..

1\t

Qual ied 70

Qualified

1,120,852

87 1,977,128

?,107,744

E1 2,5A1,6n7

PPRA Rule.36 b (id
Ar..pt d being'la lowest/ mGt

advahtageou, evatuat€d bid

?d lowest evalurt.d responsive
bid

3i low6t evaluated .cporoive
bid

4d loweEt evaluated r€sporrive
bid

('

7h lowest evaluated responsive

65 30
Qualilied

AYK (P!t.)
Lrd

t7

15.95

13.02

B4,I.L-E-

(Pvt.) Ltd

85.95

16.18

9.11 72-74 3.674,944

70.68 3,:r70,vx

2,078,\60
56 Iowest evaluated responsive

66 ]owest evalualed r€sporuive
b!d

ffii Qualilied 63s

Qualified

hl

MeSaplus
IT Solunom

(Pvt.) Ltd

I N"tpuc i

i (Pvr ) Lrd I

I system
i tPvt.)Lid _

bid

":',a L 6914 1.544.000

l

50.

B" The formula Ior debermining the tinancial scores of aI proposal! are calculated a! fouowinS.
. Fiwial Marks- (lowest pncelprice oI the proposal uder cor'lideratiof,) '0.3S1m

C'*' PropGal are 6nl€d a.colding to thcir combined Te€hni.ar a.d Fimncial sco.6 (A+B)

A'Total technjcal marks are 70. Pasing score at tt hni@I slaSe is

Most Advnnt.rBcous Eidd€r rn Lot, L EqS_.(&LI!!d

'X+4rt: ,L../-zr7
,r-d,.*"

\ r ..h{ 11t\ \ (

(ia
1! ificd

95

o$o6[

I

8& low6t .vanrat€d r€.ponsive
bid

l

I . The weishts Eiv6 to the TednkalG) and Fimcial(F) ptopolal !r€ T=70% and r=30%

Vr"



8.. A+B c"'

AYK (Pvt.)
Ltd Qualfied 70 28.42 913.42 2,4U,576

Reie.ted:
Bid r€jected because of hiSher

than estimated prices
Megaplus IT

Solutions
rrrt.) Ltd

Disquali6ed Nil Nil Nil Nil Nil

EGS (Pvt )
Lrd Qualified 65 30 95 2,35.r,.1',I0

Reiectld:
Bid rei.:.d b€.ause of hishe!

than estimat€d pric€s

Netpaq
(Pvt.) Lid Qualified 61 23.74 u74

Rej€cl.d:
Bid rqe.d becaus€ or higher
than estimated pnces

2,971,176

A* Total technical marks are 70. Pa$ing s.ore at technical stage b 50.

B" The formula lor determining th€ firuncial s(or€3 of all proposals are calculated as (ollowing.
. Financial Mark= (lowe3t price/price of the propcal under coruideration) {.30'100

Ca" Propodal are ranked according to their combined Tehnkal and Financial scor6 (A+B)
. The w€ishts qiv€n to the Technical(T) and Financial(F) proposal are T=70% and F=30%

.l

tDc; '7
(I!htiaq Hus3ain)
Dire.tor (HRIMS)
Memb€r/ se.retary

Deputy Dire.tor (B&C)
ulzaman Shal)

s

IT Expert (Helpline)

(Developm€nt)
Ch.lrman

Te.hni(nl & Finin.irl Iv.l!allontorQu.llft<ltionof Dlddcr R!lq/Itetulatio,y'sBD',7Pdlicy/Bisi.
for B.ie.tion / A(efr.u.e ,s p.r

Rule 35 o{ PP Rul.3, !004,Bidde$ qsufied



Solutions
(Ilat.) Ltd

Qualified 29.97 99.97 1,33{,088

Qual'ried | 63.5 (.)3 5

Qualifred 23.33 86.33

Qualiilcd 17.85 85 U5

Quahii€d 65 e.43 i 7443 | 4.240,W

5'h lowest evaluated responsive l

6$ lowest cvaluated responsive
bid

(Asid
Se.tion al)

1,333,1fl I
2 lowest evaluated

\t

) r.td

Megaplus IT
Solution (Pvt.)

Ltd

Systems

Ltd
AS SoftLyer
!"r!ry!eci- *
A* Total technical marks are 70. Passing s.ore at technical stage is 50

B'" The formula for dctcrmining the linancial scores of all proposals ar€ .al.ulated as tollowing
. Financial Marks= (lowest price/price olthe p'oposal under coruideration)t0.30'100

C"'" Proposal arr rankcd according to their combined Te.hni.al and Finan.ial scorcs (A+B)

: IL" t!rg!]l81"!l t! the l e.hnral(r) anJ l-irun.ial(F) prgpglal are 1-70 .r, and I:

Mo\r AJvanraeeous Bidder in Lor { 1 w.te€d5qlgEs!!-j&Llttd

v)c,-s:
(Ishtiaq Hussain)
Dire.tor (HRIMS)
M€mber/ Se(letary

nl Zaman
Deputy Director (B&C)

Member

\ /'-
IT lxpert (llelpline)

,M
"x*#1.,Dir

LOT # 3r NG-FL€rdall

T.(hni.rl & rinar<i Ewllu.tionfor Qunlifi(rtion of aidd€.

Nol Q!.llfl.d

70

PPRA Rule'36 b (ixl
A((epled b€ing l_lletlllv

m(,st rdrilnlagcous evaluated
bid

3rd lowest evaluated
1,71{,000

4h lowcst cvaluated responsive
bid

lDcvelopment)
Chairman

A+8

Qual'fted i 70 | 15.u 85.64 | 25s6J8o



A+B c-.B.*

Qualified 93

8.1.40 r,080,00055 19.() ?d low€rt evaluated
reopon3lv€ bld

InTech
Sy3terru

G\t.) Ltd
Qualined d) 13.:2t 73.26 1,580,0m

3rd lowert evalurted
r€pon ive bid

A'Total techni.al ma*s sr€ m. Passint s€ore at t€chnical staSe ir 5().

B- The formula Ior det€rmining the finan ial scor€s oI aI propGals a& calculated as folowing.
. F-aMark- 0ow€3t price/price of the propo6al under con6id€lation) 10.30'100

C"' Proposal6r€ ,anked accotding to their <os$ined Techni.el and Financial s(ore8 (A+B)
. The w€ights siven to the TechnicalfD and Firwr.ia{F} propGal ale T=70% and F-30%

Most AdvantaSeous Eidder in t t { 4: MeFI,lus IT Solutiont IFd.l Lrd

!:.JL".-?
(Ithtt q Hu!..tn)
Ditecto, (HRIMS)
Merrbey' S.crctary

Dcputy Dir€ctor (B&C)
Memb€r

Section

-h:'K,
Ir Expat (H.tplln.)

M.mb.r

Ch.irEr

LOT lt {: Dat! Rack

ltchni.rl & !in.n.ial Ev,lu.tion f or Q6lif iotlon

Bidders Qu.llo.d/

PPRA Rul€-36 b (ix)
A..€pt€d beins !:!!oss$/

bid

AS Softlaver Lnralrted Ilccnnolo$es - I

-,?7,',:/"/'./
z1&ll-zama

(

Direator Ctheral



B.. A+B

93.6 1,200,000
Zhd lowest evaluated

responsiv€ bid
AS Soltt yer
TechnolosieB Qudified 65 u6
A' Total technical nurk aie 70. Passint scot€ at t chnrcrl staSe ir 50.

B_ The formula tor d€lermining the finatEial scorea of all proposala are cdculated as Iollowing.
. Fin rrcid Marks- 0ow6t pricelpdce of tlle proporal under .orBideration) '03(nm

C'_ Ploposal are rank€d accordinS to th€ir combimd Technical and Finarrirl scole (A+B)
. Th€ w.ichts siven to the Tehnica.l(T) and Financi6l(F) plopo6al are T-m% ard F-30%

Most Advantateous Bidder in frt * 5: NlnE LEgrilclr-Cg@Irli9!

I:--JC*R
(Lbtt q H!rr.in)
Dlr.ctor (HRIMS)
M.tibcr/ s€.Etary

Depuly Dlector (B&C)
(A,id

S.ction

L-;.
Awd. Abb.rl

rr Epert Gl.lpUne)
Menib€r

Tdhnic.l & Finlndrl Ev:luarior lc Qullittalion ol Eiddet rule,/ReSulrtiory'S8D'/Pol l.y/8ric
for R.jr.tion/A...pt nc a pq

Rrl.35 ot Pg tru16, 2001,

LOT f 5: LED 65"

BidderB

g,.** I

C".p*rn.,, 
I

Qualifi€d 6l to I 91 1.tJ6,6oo

PPRA nule-36 b (ir)
A..ept€d being l=]qi$l

nri,sl advantaeeous PvaluateJ
l,i.l

{Developrtcnt)
Ch.i,tmn



Bi. A+E c...

T€(hnolosies
cn,4&

EGs (Pvt.)
Ltd QualiJied 65 21.77 86.7',1 1344,5?9

2.d lowest evaluated
r$ponsive bid

4.20 82.20 1,0m,000Qualified 63
3rd lowest evsluad

resporBive bid

4d, low6t evaluated
reoporuive bidMallays Qualified 58 79.46

A'Total tech^ica.l rnarkE are 70. Passing !.olc at technical staSe is 50.

Ba' The fonnul. Io! d€termining the finan ial s.ore6 of all propodals ale cslculated a! fouowiry.
. Financial MaikE= (lowest pri.e/price of the proposal under considention) '0.30.100

Cr" Plopoeal are mnked accordint to thei combined T€clnical and Financi, s.ores (A+B)
. The weishts siven to the T€.hnicalo rnd Financial(F) plopoeal arc T-7096 and F-30%

Most Advantageous Bidde! in l.ot { 6: AEslggblglgg&!

Ltt'i'7
(I'htieq Hu.cain,
Dirr.ld (HruMS)
M€6b.y' Sccrst ry

Zaman
Deputy Dtector (B&c}

MGmber

Aw.& Abbatt
IT Ee.rt (Ilclpltn )

M€rnbet

shah)

Chairmrn

au.lltled/ I
NotQu.llflcd I

(it tinrn(iJl TolJl ft,lurled

iuld8.Eulrtio./5BD'/PollcyEai<
for Rei..tion/ A(..pl.nea p6

Rvl€ 35 ot I'P Ruls, 200tBidders

T..hni.., & ri.a.dal Ev.lsrlion for Quali66tion of Bi.l.t.r

LOT # 5r UPS SKVA

A.cepted b(ing l:lggstu,

bid

Svstem6
(P'tlLd 

I

n.46 1,4y,,9fi

l"/'



B'. A+B c.{

Nautrian
Busine8c

Corpolahon
Qualilied 63 74.29 77.29 736,79 2"d lowert evaluad

r6ponslve bid

Netpaq (Pet.)
Ltd Qualified 61 7223 73.2i 860,000

3rd lowest evaluad

A'Tot l t€chnical ntarks arc m. Paising s.ore at Echnical stagE is 50.
B" 1lle romula for d€terminint tlre finarrial scores of all propoBals are calcnlad as tolowing.

. Fiian id Marks= 0ow6t pric€/price of dte propo6al under coirideration) .0.30'1@

C"' hopo6al .!e rar&ed accmding to theL combined T€dnical and Finaffial scores (A+B)
. The weishts siven to the Technicalcn and Fiiancial(F) proposal are T=m% and F-30%

*)c'is?
(Ilhtirq Hll!!.in)
DLccror (HRIMS)
McDb('/ S.cret.ry

Most Advantageous Bidd€r in L.ot * 7: AU!@IL!!!

(Arid
Deputy Director (D&Cl

Member
Section

""^bk:IT ExFrt (Helpline)
Medrbe,

LOT il 7: CCTV Sysr€m

Tehni.rl & lin.ndat Ev.lualion for Q6lifi.rtiotr of aldd.r R! b7R.8!l.tiorvsBD'/? oli._v/Rastc

aidd€rs Fif,ud.I i Tohl Eertunted
!rr.k! 

i 
Mark6 coit R*

fo. RejE<tion/ Aceplrne as F
nulc 35 of PP R!1.r, 200a

AYK (Pvt.) Lhl Quali{ied i m 30 | rm 1350,15



A+B c..r

MegaplB IT
Solutions
(Pvt.) Ltd

Qualified 53 4.72 9l-72 960,960
?'d low6t evaluad

r€sporlsive hid

3!d lowe6t evalurt€d
responsive bld

Nasco
Tradcrs Qualified 61 30 91 920,000

A'Tot l technical marks are m. Pa6sinS s.or€ at tehnical ctag€ is 5'0.

B" The formula for det€rminint the firBnaiai 6.0r€r of all propcalc are calculated a5 folowin8.
. Finarrial Marks- (lowe6t price/price of tlle Fopo3al under consideration) r030'lm

C"' Proposal e rar*Ed according bo thek.orntin€d Technical and FinancialBcoter (A+B)

The weights given to the T€chnical(o and Financial(F) propo6al aeT:70% and F=30%

4lC.'-?
(t t'{rq Hu..rin)
Dir..tor (HRIMS)
M.ntb6/ S.cr.t.ry

Mo3t Advanta&ous Bidder in Irt # 8: AB.IB&LI8!

Zaman
Deput Dlredor (B&C)

M€mb.r
Sedion

IT Expert (Helplln€)

Chairm.n

Name of
Bidders Qurliticd/

LOT # 8:

Tdhni.rl & ri.rn.i!l tv.lqAtlon for Qu.lifi..tion ofBidder Rulq/negulJtioVSBD',/fo1l.-/B.!ic
for Rej€.tion/ A..ePlan(e re P.r

Rule3Sof IPtules, 20G1,rdh.M t! rinu.irl I ldrt I

(ifqurlilhJ) M Ls I M.,l! 
|

A)'K (Prt.)
I r.l

r Qu.titieJ t'a 2r|.90 98.90 I 95.r,720

PPRA Rule-36 b (ix)
Ac(eDted krne ln lowest/

mrrst advanta gc!,us evaluatcd
bi(l


