EVALUATION REPORT

(As Per Rule 35 of AJK PPRA Rules, 2017)

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Women University of Azad Jammu and Kashmir Bagh.
2 Method of Procurement: Single Stage-One Envelops Bidding Procedure,
3 Title of Procurement: Supply of Furniture and Fixture
4, Tender Inquiry No.: 6212
5. AJK PPRA Ref. No. : 6212
6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 23-12-2025 at 11:00 A.M
7 Date & Time of Bid Opening: 23-12-2025 at 11:30 A.M
8. No of Bids Received: 03
9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation: Technical and Financial Responsiveness
10. Details of Bid(s) Evaluation: As below
ules/Regulations/SBD/policy/Basis for
Name of Bidder Technical Financial Evaluated |Rejection/Acceptance as per rules 35 of AIK
Cost (Rs.) \PPRA Rules
i) The sample of the required item
\'g’{‘z’.gg:ggg o (seminar/conference/classroom chair)
Works, 2 was rejected by the committee due to
Peshawar "g" poor quality
§~ ------ 30,563,072/-
x i) The quoted rates of the items are very
zg high compared to the market, and the|
total quoted cost is also excessive.
i) M/S Black Gold is not the
/ :\:{frﬁ::‘tgtlx‘n(:l? L manufacturer of the furniture.
Muzaffarabad
ii) Sample of the required chairs is nof]
provided(As per Tender Document]
under ‘Furniture & Fixture for .
Academic Block’, Section Class Room:s,
.% ltem (i) Conference / Seminar
§ Classroom Chairs (Fixed), it is stated
;:6’ T 28,704,984/- that: ‘Bidder must provide the sample
g chair along with quotation/bidding| e
€ dacument).. |
fii) Specifications of quoted items are not
provided.
iv) Firm does not have its workshop nor
the seasoning plant.
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/ “M/S Abdal Trading Sample of the required chair is nﬂ
Company Peshawar. i
provided (As per Tender Document

under ‘Furniture & Fixture for
Academic Block’, Section Class Rooms,
Item (i) Conference / Seminar /
Classroom Chairs (Fixed), it is stated
that: ‘Bidder must provide the sample
chair along with quotation/bidding

document).

..... 10,638,607/-| i) The quoted rates of some items are

significantly higher than the prevailing

Non Responsive

market rates, while the rates of some|
other items are abnormally low. This
indicates an imbalance in pricing and
does not reflect fair and realistid
market values. Therefore, the bid is
considered non-responsive and s
rejected due to abnormal and

imbalanced pricing

11. Recommendations/ Decision;

As per the evaluation of the bids and for the above-mentioned reasons, in accordance with Rule 33 of the AJKPPRA

Rules, 2017, the Central Purchase Committee unanimously rejected all the bids. Furthermore, under Rule 34 of the AJKPPRA 4

Rules, 2017, the Committee recommended re-bidding. NaCCm As_g“"\‘
d; AR
Signature: // Official Stamp:
(Naeem Asghar)
Secretary Central Purchase Committee *Standard Bidding Documents (SBD).
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