FINAL EVALUATION REPORT

(As per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

1. Name of Procuring Agency: . National Aerospace Science and Technology Park (NASTP)
2. Method of Procurement: .. Single Stage TwoEnvelope
3. Title of Procurement: _____  Procurementof ICT Equipment
4. TenderInquiryNo. . . NESDC-SNSDIN-02/2024 "™
5. PPRARef.No. (TSE) ... . TSB49179E.
6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 22-10-2024 .| o2:00PM
7. Date & Time of Bid Opening: 22-10-2024 | 02:30PM
8. No.ofBidsReceived: 12
9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation: . Technical bid evaluation of advertised specification and lowest offered rates
10. Details of Bid (s) Evaluation: Annexure-A
Remarks Rule / Regulation / SBD* / Policy / Basis
Ne-lme of Technical (If Financial (If Evaluation Cost | for Rejection / Acceptance as per Rule
Bidders | Applicable) | Applicable) 35 of PP Rules, 2004,
M/S AD & IR | Qualified for Line | Qualified for Line Rs. Technical bid was evaluated upon
Item No. Item No. 4, 7 26,039,450.58 prescribed criteria mentioned in standard
1,2,3,456,7 bidding documents. Financial bid evaluated
' upon lowest offered rates by bidder. B
M/S AZI Qualified for Line | Qualified for Line | Rs. Technical bid was evaluated upon
International | Item No. ltem No. 1,2,3 125,738,257.10 prescribed criteria mentioned in standard
Venture 1,2,3,4,5,6,7 bidding documents. Financial bid evaluated
upon lowest offered rates by bidder.
M/S Qualified for Line | Technical bid was evalu‘ated upon
Cosmotech [tem No. 5,6,7 prescribed criteria meptmngd in standard
Technologies | bidding documents. Financial pnd evaluated
Pvt Ltd upon lowest offered rates by bidder.
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| M/IS DATS .
Private ﬁeurihlﬁleod for Line r\r\
Limited 12'3'4’5,6'7 ;eChnigal bid was evaluated upon
] rescribed criteria mentio i
R e ned in
or Line | upon lowest ial bid evaluated
Item No. Technical tS).doffered rates by bidder.
1,2,3,4,56,7 prescribed (': _twas evaluated upon
M/S bidding docur%(:;atsml?ntlon?d i Standard
: Jeffray's | Qualified for Line upon lowest offered rall?(:: %Ialbt‘]cljd ovaluated
ransworld Item No. 1,23 Technical bid was eval y Didder.
Enterprises 56 Y prescribed criteria mvea tl.ateddupon
™ res ntioned in standard
bidding documents. Financial bi
- : id evaluat
M/S Mega Qualified for Line upon lowest offered rates by bidder. -
Plus Item No. Technical bid was evaluated upon
1,2,3,4,5 pres_cribed criteria mentioned in standard
e Efgrl]r}g doctumﬁcentsd Financial bid evaluated
Qualified for Line | Qualified for Lin pwestofleredrtes by bicder,
e Rs. i :
ltem No. R siie o s. 584,371.40 Tf:hn!galcjbld_ was evaluated upon
1,2,3,4,5,6,7 prescribe criteria mentioned in standard
glp?:rlﬂg docturr;fentsd Financial bid evaluated
M/S Orion Qualifie - owest offere rates by bidder.
ek ua l\lj 0d ;or Line Technical bid was evaluated upon
S oliitian . Eirgds;rébzd crlteria: mgptionedl in standard
ocuments. Financial bid evaluated
. upon lowest offered rates by bidder.
M/S Qualified for Line Technical bid was evaluateg upon
Shaheen Iltem No. 7 prescribed criteria mentioned in standard
Aerotraders bidding documents. Financial bid evaluated
upon lowest offered rates by bidder.
Technical bid was evaluated upon

;’
|

i
{

M/S Texitech
Pvt Ltd

Item No.
1,2,34,5

Qualified for Line | Qualified for Line

Item No. 5

Rs. 3,026,163.52

e

prescribed criteria mentioned in standard
bidding documents. Financial bid evaluated
upon lowest offered rates by bidder.
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Most Advantageous Bidder:

Signature:

Official Stamp: . NESDCy

Standard Bidding Documents (SBD)
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