Technical Bids Evaluation Report — Lot#10 (UPS & Power Generator)

Pak-Austria Fachhochschule: Institute of Applied Sciences and Technology (PAF-IAST),
Haripur invited sealed bids from interested firms for the Tender No. PAF: JAST-DM&DT-
ITB-22-01 advertised on February 20, 2022 in national dailies for the “Supply of Studio
Equipment™ based on KPPRA Rule 6 (2) (b) “Single Stage, Two Envelope Procedure™ with
bid submission date as 09® March, 2022.

Lot#10: UPS & POWER GENERATOR

| Description
| Uninterrupted Power Supply (Qty. 4) Power Generator (Imported Branded) (100 KVA) (Qty. 1)

The four (04) bidders submitted their bids for LOT # 12 against the tender as of 2bove and bids
were opened on the same day ie., 09th March, 2022 at 12:30 PM by the Procurement

Committee in presence of representatives of participating bidders.

i  M/sMecatech Pvt Ltd
i..  M/s Genius Traders
iii. ~M/s AYA Corporation
iv.  M/s Panasonic Office Solution

The below two (02) bidders disqualified on the day of bid opening due to the reasons
mentioned:

S.No. | Bidder Name | Remarks
| Non-responsive due to noncompliance to requirement of
1 | AYA Corporation | quoting all items
|
Non-responsive due to noncompliance to requirement of
2 Genius Traders quoting all items

As per Clause 29 of tender document, Technical Evaluation Committee evaluated bids as per

Clause 27 & 28 of tender document; Preliminary Examination and Evaluation of Eligibility
and Technical Qualification which were defined in Section 4: Evaluation Criteria. After going

through the bid proposals and the clarification sought from the bidder afterwards, following is
the assessment of the Committee about each of the participating bidders.

1. Preliminary Examination Criteria.

Examination
S.No Description 7 : Paasone Oleee
£l Solution
1. | Appropriate signatures Yes Yes
2. | Power of Attorney Yes Yes
3. | Minimum bid documents provided Yes No
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4. | Bid validity Yes
: Bid .Sccuri!y submitted as per ITB
- | requirements with compliant validity Yes Yes
period

2. Eligibility

S.No Descipion Evaluation
Mecatech Panasoniq Office
1. | Bidder's Status Solution
2. | Legal Status Individual Company | Individual Compan
3. | Location of Offices Compl'!cd Complied
4. | Principal’s Authorization Loy ‘fed Complied
5. | Company in Operation Complde Complied
6. | Financial Strength Complied Complied
7. | Relevant Experience Complfed Complied
8. | Eligibility Complied Complied
9. | Bankruptcy Complied Complied
Complied Complied
3. Qualification Criteria:
Score
S.No Parameters
Mecatech Panasonic Office
_ Solution
1. | Legal Requirement 12 09
2. | Product Sample 18 18
3. | Relevant Experience 15 10
4. | Past Performance 05 05
5. | Financial Capabilities 15 10
6. | Local Office 02 02
Grand Total 67 54
mendations: .
i:c;:: Evaluation criteria defined in t.lu? t.e.ndcr ldocumentz n(riu: a;u leE]l};U1ated therein the
alification was to be based on both eligibility (bidder requirec 0 At all conditions), as
qu is (i.e., bidder are required to secure at least 49 percent to

well as qualification on score basi
qualify). Therefore, based on assessmen
M/s Panasonic Office Solution both are dec

t of Technical Committee, M/s Mecatech Pvt Ltd and
lared Technically Qualified;
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It is therefore recommended that the financial offer of M/s Mecatech Pvt Ltd and M/s Panasonic
Office Solution may be opened. /\

Mr. Abdur Rehm
Associate Profcssor,

Dr. Fida/Hussain -~
Assistarit Professor, Member

Mr. Muhammad Ahs Mr. Adnan Ahmed Malik
Lecturer, Member System/Network Engineer, Member

Prof. Zafar Igbal
Advisor/HOD DMDT
Convener
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