Contract Award Notice

Country: Republic of Armenia
Project Name: Irrigation Systems Enhancement Project (ISEP)
IBRD Loan No.: 8267AM
Contract Title: Supply and Installation of Water Measurement Equipment Compatible with
Data Acquisition System

Bid/Contract Reference No: ISEP/ICB/PG-13/001

Scope of Contract: Delivery of Goods and Related Services (construction of new chambers and installation of
Goods (on existing (18 units) chambers and chambers (53 units) to be constructed by the Supplier) and
operation training of Purchaser, WUAs and WSAs staff after installation of Goods).

Duration of Contract: 7 (seven) months from the date of Contract signing.

Evaluation Currency: Armenian Drams (AMD)

Awarded Bidder

Name: “Energatsantsshin” OJSC

Address: Yerevan, Armenia

Bid price at bid opening: US$ 653,690.00

Evaluated Bid Price (in evaluation currency): AMD 267,254,619.60
Contract Price: US$ 653,690.00

Evaluated Bidders

Name: “Energouchet” PJSC

Address: Kharkov, Ukraine

Bid price at bid opening: US$ 662,500.00

Evaluated bid price (in evaluation currency): AMD 270,856,500.00

Name: JV of “AGMIN ITALY” S.r.l. and “NESA” S.r.l.
Address: Verona, Italy/Treviso, Italy

Bid price at bid opening: EURO 539,364.87

Evaluated bid price (in evaluation currency): AMD 285,545,155.83

Name: “Locarot” CJSC

Address: Yerevan, Armenia

Bid price at bid opening: AMD 319,496,950.00

Evaluated bid price (in evaluation currency): AMD 319,496,950.00

Name: “Gruppa companiy SIBCON” ZAO

Address: Seversk, Russia

Bid price at bid opening: EURO 1,188,103.00

Evaluated bid price (in evaluation currency): AMD 628,993,609.23

Name: “Bioethic” S.r.l.

Address: Parma, Italy

Bid price at bid opening: US$ 1,600,933.00

Evaluated bid price (in evaluation currency): AMD 654,525,447.72

Rejected Bidder:

Name: “SUNIR Co.” JSC

Address: Tehran, Iran

Bid price at bid opening: US$ 649,997.00 (with VAT) or US$ 541,664.00 (without VAT)

Reason(s) for rejection: The Bid did not comply with the technical requirements of the Biding Documents, in
particular: the frequency of the Radar Level Meter, the range, the accuracy and the resolution of the Ultrasonic
Level Meter did not meet the technical requirements.



