EVALUATION REPORT

(As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

1. Name of Procuring Agency:
2. Method of Procurement:
3. Title of Procurement:

4. Tender Inquiry No.:
5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE):
6. Date & Time of Bid Closing:
7. Date & Time of Bid Opening;:

8. No of Bids Received:
9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation:

Technical Evaluation:

&7

Trade Development Authority of Pakistan

Single Stage Two Envelope -Quality Based selection

TENDER FOR HIRING OF SERVICES OF
EXHIBITION MANAGER COMPANY FOR EVENT

MANAGEMENT/SIDE EVENTS FOR TEXPO 2023
TDAP-AD/TEXPO EX 2023

TS507051E

17th April 2023, 2023 at 12:00 hrs
17t April, 2023 at 12.30 hrs (Technical)
18th April 2023 at 14:30 hrs (Financial)

Two

Most Advantageous Bid in terms of highest rank

based on combined evaluation - 70% weightage of

technical proposal and 30% weightage of financial

proposal

Technical Evaluation Bid Scores for Exhibition Manager Firm
SrNo. ; Tender Committee Members :
D oA M7 B i e A Ao DM A [ P s o | 0 Real
1 Pegasus Consultancy 77 83 7 74 80 77 Responsive
2 Badar Expo Solutions 84 0 88 89 84 87 Responsive
Technically Responsive Bidders : 11 M/s Badar Expo Solutions
2. M/s Pegasus Consultancy

As per the bidding documents, the weightage assigned to technical and financial bids is

70:30 respectively. Accordingly, the weighted technical score of both firms are:
M/s Badar Expo Solutions = 87 x 0.7 = 60.9
M/'s Pegasus Consultancy =77 x 0.7 = 53.9

Financial Evaluation of two bidders who have technical score > 70

The financial bids submitted by technically responsive companies are given as follows:




&

@\
Financial bid of M/s Badar Expo Solutions = PKR 88,666,000
Financial bid of M/s Pegasus Consultancy = PKR 92,214,250
Accordingly, the financial scores assigned are calculated as:
M/s Badar Solutions = (88,666,000/88,666,000)*30 = 30
M/s Pegasus Consultancy = (88,666,000/92,214,250)*30 = 28.84
Hence, the final evaluation scores of all the bidders, as per evaluation by the tender
committee, are given below:
_ Marks Rule/Regulation/SBD*/Policy/
Nime of Bidde . . . Total Marks Evaluated Basis for Rejection / Acceptance
'l.'echmcal Ifmanmal (Technical 70% Cost as per Rule 35
(if (if + Financial (PKR) of PP Rules, 2004.
applicable) | applicable) 30%)
out of 100 out of 30
M/s Badar Expo 87 30 90.9 88,666,000 Most Advantageous Bid as per
Solutions 36(b) of PPRA rules
M/s Pegasus 77 28.84 82.74 92,214,250 Second most advantageous bid
Consultancy

Most Advantageous Bid: M/s Badar Expo Solutions

Signature:
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Official Stamp:




