TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT

CAN per Rude A al Y Rudox 20040
No. PR-LE2024-982/10 Dt %3 112030
¥ Name of Procuving Ageney: R Locomotive Faeory Risalpar,
$ Method of Proenrements Singele stoe (e envelope gystem LA per iles 1o (W],
¥ Title of Procurements LProcurement of Tonls - L L
»lender inguiry Not PRLE2034-08/01
¥ EPADS Ret No (200788
¥ Date & Time of Bid Closing: 2110202 e 1100,
> Date & Time o Bid Opening: 20102020 LI,
» No, ol bids veecived: Four ofties teevived,
»  Criterin for Bid Evaluntion: As por speeifieation/Samploy/Insered elavses,

Details of Bid (8) Evaluation By Nowinated Committee:

S Nawme ol Bidders Result of Teehuteal evaluation Rule/Regulntion/Suiy/roliey,
Hasis for Rejectlon/Aeceptunee ny
per Rule Mot ve Rutes,2004

T M Afhal Traders, Kabul | Switable | e bid found w e wespomive and techiieally
1. River Railway Station, Al ltems No. complimt and sunples decland sitable
|\"u7nr Market, Nowshera | 1.2.3,5.6.7.8.9.10,1 112,13, 1:4,1
Kalan, Nowshera, S 16 & 17
Un-Suitable Ttem Novl

The Do s oo materind ot apan Origlon &
brand supplier name Noehi; However, the sople
povided s Kok dapan Henee eonsiderd
Techintenily Un-Suimble,

ltem Noul

Suitable The bid fownd 10 he tesponsive wnd teelmieally
complinnt tnd snmples deelired saitable,
2. . ltems No
M/s. ACS Traders Shop No.04 1678 & 10
Armina Market Mardan. b ik L

tem No. |
Vo The sumple provided by the i wgalvst this
Un-Suitable oller Is rejected due o wheel grading too had
Items No, Aence found ‘Leehmtently Un-Sultable
1,2,4.59,11,12,13 & 14 R Ty e s

“ltem No2

The sample provided by the i ngainst (his
ofler is rejected due to over slzed somple, Henee
_fonnd ‘Teehnieally Un=Sultable,.
ltem Nuogl
The somple provided by the i uuuln\l this
offer is refected due 1o two purts not in u single
puu \\'Imh \\|ll cause leukuge. Henee Tound
ltem No,§
The sample provided by the firm agalnst this
ofter is rejected due to soll grade which enuse

excessive wear, Hence found Lechnieally l‘ll-
_Suitable.
TemNoy

The sumph. provided by the firm against this
ofler is rejected due to not us per demund &
supplied damge. Henee found Technically Un.

Sultable,

The sample pmwdud by tlu, firm ogainst this
offer is rejected due o improper size, Hence

found luhnlml!s_l‘.lb_u!.m.hlh

. T Tim Noa2

The sample provided by the firm uguinst (his
ofter is rejected due to different Model e
MCLNR 2525M12.Hence found  Techuicnlly
Un-Suitable,

Item No, 13
The \umplu provided by the firm n[,mnsl this
offer is rejected due to improper size. Hence
found Technically Un-Suitab)

Item No. 14
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer is rejected due to improper sample. Hence

found Technically Un-Suitable,
CamScanner
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MJs. ACS Traders Shop No.04 Un-Suitable Ttem No.IS .
Armina Market Mardan, ltems N The sample provided by the fim against this
2 g Al offer is rejected due to improper sample. Hence
' 15,16 & 17 found Technically Un-Suitable.
liem No.16 T
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer Is rejected due to improper sample. Hence
found Technically Un-Suitable,
Item No.17 K
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer is rejected due 1o under sized sample.
Hence found Technically Un-Suitable,

3 M/s. Rafiq Machinery Un-Suitable T
Store, 41 Brandreth Road, The offer of M/s Rafiq Machinery Store Lahore,
Lahore : Items No. rejected due to hand wnitten quotions Hence

hore, 1,3,4,5,7,8,9,10 & 11 found Technically ignored,
~do-
-do-
-do-
-do-
T e
-do- B
— -do-
-do-
N.Q
Items No. W
2,6,12,13,14,15,16 & 17
4 | 'M/s. Shani, Shop No.24, TG fouid o b Teoncivs and elwicaly
Dagona Chowk  Khatoo Suitable compiant:andisamplescectarcd uinle,
Khel, Nowshera Kalan, Items No.
Nowshera. 3,4,78,14& 16
N Item No.1
UnsSuitable The sample provided by the firm against this
Items No. offer is rejected due to coarse grit. Hence found
1,9,10,11,13 & 15 Technically Un-Suitable.
Item No.9
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer is rejected due to not as per
demand/specification & supplied. Hence found
Technically Un-Suitable.
Item No.10
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer is rejected due to inferior quality. Hence
found Technically Un-Suitable.
Item No.11
The firm has offered material without origin &
without brand name. Hence found Technically
Un-Suitable.
Item No.13
The firm did not provide the sample against this
offer. Hence found Technically ignored.
Item No.15
The sample provided by the firm against this
offer is rejected duc to improper size Hence
found Technically Un-Suitable.
N.Q
ItemsNo. |
2,5,6,12,17
Assistant Controller of Store
for Managing Director/LF
Risalpur.
Copy to:-

Director/MIS, Pakistan Railways, Headquarter Office, Lahore for information.
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