[

OFFICE OF PROJECT DIRECTOR

Inter-Regional Connectivity between Baltistan Division and Diamer-Astore Division
(Construction/Metalling of Road from Gorikote Astore to Shagharthang Skardu).

Ref No: PD-GSR-1(05)/2021/0 T Dated: 10" December, 2021

To ' ’
The Chief (P&M) = ‘
Mo KA&GB, Islamabad

Subject: Inter-Regional Connectivity between Baltistan Division and Diamer-Astore

Division _(Construction/Metalling of Road from Gorikote Astore to

Shagharthang Skardu). <
(Uploading the Bid Evaluation Report of consultancy Service under PPRA

Rule 35)

Enclosed please find here with the subject captioned report for record.

/

Project Director
Construction of Road from
Gorikot Astore to Shagrthang Skardu

CC: o
1. The Additional Chief Secretary (Dev) Gilgit.
2. The Secretary Work Department Gilgit.
3. The Deputy Chief (P&M) MoKA & GB.
4. The Deputy Director PPRA, Islamabad (Requested for hoisting the evaluation Report on
: PPRA website)
5. AAA JV Asif Ali Associate Lahore. i
6. CAMEOS JV AZMEC Islamabad.
v7. Design Inn, Consultant Islamabad
e
Project Director
Construction of Road from

Gorikot Astore to Shagrthang Skardu
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SRR rencera

c procurement Rules, 2004)

L el . 5 of publi
i lEvalu:athll Repqr_t (As per Rllll'e : D'visli)on & Diamer Astore Division {Construction of
j Inter-Regional Connectivity between Baltistan D1 |
' Road from Gorikote Astore to Shagharthang Skardu-(GSR)} 2
Consultancy services for detailed Engineering Design BOQ etc. and Top Supervision
1. | Name of Procuring Agency: | MO KA&GB through Project Dirzctor GSR
' y ent: Single Stage two Envelop Procedure =
: Method ofPrOCQrem Congsultancy services for detailed Engineering design BOQ etc. and
3. | Title of Procurement Top Supervision
4 | Tender Inquiry No: PD/GSR/2021/132
: 5 PPRA Ref No:(TSE): TS462470E
6 T Date & Time of Bid Closing: | 29th November, 2021 at 1400 hrs. local time _
7 Date & Time of Bid Closing: | 29th November, 2021 at 1430 hrs. local time
i 8 No. of Bids received: Four(4)No Proposals were received
! : i Criteria of Bid Evaluation was circulated among all consultants who
| % Criteria of Bid Evaluation: | bought the RFP _
10: | Details of Bid(s) Evaluation: | As below _
. Marks A Rule/ <
LS . Evaluated ' | Regulation/SBD*/Policy/Basis
; Name afifiddes Technical (If | Financial (if Cost(PKR) f(;gr Rejection/Acceptance as
S applicable) | applicable) per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004
1. M/s;AA-Associates
JV Asif Ali Associates 768.00 243.00 24264620 ' 2nd
' 1 Highway Code was missing so did
2) M/s Design Inn not qualify in the initial screening |
Islamabad 0.000 0.000 0.000 test ’
A ' 18577810/-(One
, : cror eighty five
3) M/s Cemeos JV lac, seventy seven | Top scoring firm in combined
AZMAC Islamabad thousand eight | evaluation (PPRA Rule 36(b) (ix))
hundred and ten
724.00 186.00 only)
. + | Bidding document was not
. ‘| properly signed and there was
| more than two |V members in
4) M/s Mascon * | contradiction to the TOR of the
Associate JV HA & AZ - | RFP so did not qualify in the
Engineers Associate 0.000 0.000 0.000 initial screening test.

Lowest Evaluated Bidder

M/s Cemeos JV AZMAC Islamabad

share.

.| 11. Any other additional / sup?orting The procurement was carried out in line PPRA Rules &
information, the procuring agency may like to Regulations. The bidding was done on QCBS method

with 80:20 Technical to Financial Proposals ratio.

Signature of
Project Director

.| Dated: 10th, December, 2021

.

il

A
Prgfect Directpry

| Official Stamp
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