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12.

13.
14,
13.

16,

BRlEF DESCRIPT!ON OF CONTRACT

NAME OF THE ORGANIZATION/DEPTT

FEDERAL/PROVINCIAL GOVT _ -
TITLE OF CONTRAGT ~: PROCUREMENT OF SUGAR_(NORTH
S - ZONE) QUANTITY 10500 METRIC TONS
. TENDER NUMBER _ S 21:@;5@:1 ' : .

T OWEST GUOTEE FiRM RS =~45 o0
 PER METRIC TON, ,

TENDER/CONTRACT VALUE © RS 572.260 MILLI

ENGINEER'S ESTIMATE (FOR CIVIL . : NOTAPPLICABLE
WORKS ONLY) |
ESTIMATED COMPLETION PERIOD :  JAN TO MAR 2013

WHETHER THE PROCUREMENT WAS  :  YES
INCLUDED IN ANNUAL PROCUREMENT .

- PLAN? _
ADVERTISEMENT:- ) |

A PPRAWEBSITE (FEDERAL Lo m_mlzm

b NEWS PAPERS . THE NATION AND NAWAEWAQAT

BOTH DATED 30 SEP 2012 '

TENDER OPENEDON . 180CT 2012
NATURE OF PURCHASE : LOCAL
(LOCAL/SINTERNATIONAL) o _ _
EXTENSION IN DUE DATE (F ANY)  : NI |
NUMBER OF TENDER DOCUMENT  : 14 (LIST ; ATTA
SOLD | )

WHETHER QUALIFICATION CRITERIA . YES o
WAS INCLUDED IN B!DDING!‘T ENDER =~ '

- DOCUMENT

'WHETHER BID EVALUATION CRITERIA : NOT APPLICABLE
. WASlNCLUDEDlNBlDDINGfTENDER o

DOCUMENTS -



oR

—————

CONTRACTS OF wom(s. semnczs & eoons wgmu Rs so MILLION OR
1. NUMBER OF BIDDERS PRESENTATTHE  : 0S5

TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS |
2. NAME AND ADDRESS OFTHE  : MS SUPPLY PRO.HOUSE 45 S
SUCCESSFUL BIDDER 5 20-B ORCHARD AREA. SECTOR B
|  DHA-1, ISLAMABAD, RAWALPINDI
3. RANKING oF SUCCESSFUL BIDDER © 8T T T
. EVALUATION REPORT (IE 157,280 R0 PROISLD
© - EVALUATED BID)..., R o g

4 NEED ANALYSIS {WHY THE . o CONTRACT FOR | DUGAR

PROCUREMENT WAS NECESSARY?) REQUIRED TO BE CONCLUDED FOlR

HUIMAN CONSUMPTION

5. INCASE EXTENSION WAS MADE IN :  NOT APPLICABLE
- RESPONSE TIME, WHAT WERE THE o .
REASONS (BRIEFLY DESCR!BE)

8. WHETHER NAMES OF THE BIDDERS AND  : ' YES

- THEIR PRICES WERE READ OUT AT THE
TIME OF OPENING OF BIDS -

7. DATE OF CONTRACT SIGNING T 20DEC 2012 | |
8. CONTRAGT AWARDPRICE - Rs$54.500.00 PER METRIC TON
g WHETHERCOPYOEEVALUATION o TAPPLICABLE =~ L

10, ANY COMPLAINTS RECEWED

NI
1. ANY DEVIATION FROM SPECIFICATIONS : NIL
GIVEN IN THE TENDER NOTICEI
DOCUMENTS '

12.  DEVIATION FROM QUAL!FICAT!ON DML
CRITERIA :

13 SPECIAL CONDIT!ONS IF ANY | NG



AT

18,
19

. COMPETITIVE BIDDING _
s ' ::;:I::::.;:‘_:‘;:_ e

. WHETHER THE . SUCCESSFUL BiDDER :
WAS LOWEST BIDDER

. WHETHER INTEGRITY PACT WAS

_w:xsusgn 0D OF PROCUREMENT. -

a.  SINGLE STAGE — ONE ENVELOPED PROCEDURE

b. SINGLE STAGE — TWQ ENVELOPE PROCEDURE

c. TWO STAGE BIDDING PROCEDURE

d. TWO STAGE ~ TWO ENVELOPE BIDDING PROCEDURE

WHO IS THE APPROVING AUTHORITY
WHETHER APPROVAL OF COMPETENT

' AUTHORITY WAS OBTAINED FOR USING

A METHOD OTHER THAN OPEN -

SIGNED |

COAS

NOT APPLICABLE




