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Comments by SPPRA at PPMS

ST

Replies of SSWMB

S

it seems, NIT consists of 02-works & PA
posted bidding documents of each work
separately by creating separate NIT LD
o PPMS, which is not appropriate
because single option for uploading
more than one bidding document is
available on PPMS website In ths
regard it is inform Lhat PA should post
bidding documents of all items in single
serial number where NIT posted

1t is submitted that since the Publication of
tender in local and international rewspapers
cost to Procuring Agency, that's why Procuring
Agency prefer to publish both works In ane NIT
with different date for issuance of bidding
document, subrmission of bids, and opening of
bids. 1
Since the schedule for purchase of RFP |
document, Submission of Bids and opening of
technical bids were differant thereforg, SSWMB
upload the RFP & other documents separately.

The procuring agency Is required to
mention amount of bid security in NIT in
terms of Rule-17(3)(d) read with Rule-
37.

As per the provision of SPPAR Rules, 2010
(amended 2019), the tender fee and Bid |
Security is mentioned under NIT and RFP |
document respectivealy, :

As per bidding documents bid validity

| period shall be minimum 90-days,

whereas in PPMS details the bid validity
period comes to 120-days. PA s
reqaired to rectify the same.

Due to typing ristake 120 days was mmﬁcweﬁ ]
in PPMS instead of 90 days, Therefore, it iz |

requested that 90 days ‘bid validity period’ as |
mentioned under RFP document may be |
considered as final.

The PA has stated that “The Bid Security

shall be an irrevocable, bank guarantee
in the form attached as Bidding”. PA 1s
required to clarify whether Bid Security
submitted 10 the form of Deposit at Call
or Fay Order or Demand Draft will be
#ccepted or pot?  Justification  and
fication required.

|

-
It is submitted that Pursuant to Rule 37{7) of |
the SFPRA Rules 2010 {amended 2019), the
Bid Security can be called in the form of |
Deposit at Call or Pay Order or Demand Draft |
or a Bank Guarantee. Therefore, SSWMB und%r i
ITB 49 “Bidding Data Sheet’ Serial No. 11, of i
RFP document, has advised to Bidders to refer
specific provision of Bid Security (Rule~37) of
SPPRA Rules, 2010 (amended 2019},

| The A

has submitted that if a
py of original Bid Security is
with the Bid In such case, the
ayer in its sole discretion may also
Dlacklist the Bidder, The insertion of
Blacklisting due to. non-submission of

: tginal Bid &acuﬁry requires Ingal
Ju -

There is no restriction or prohibition on the
Procuring Agency under the law  from
blackiisting a bidder in sugh circumstances as |
Procuring Agency wants to ensure bs:dcmm*-'
ﬁ;:&%ﬁw ;:tmast ti‘ansmmnw m the
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