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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE- KANDHKOT 
NO DEO(P) KW- 	 Kandhkot dated  

TO, 

Imran Razzak, 
Deputy Director (Enf-I) 
Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, 
Government of Sindh 
Karachi. 

SUBJECT: NIT NO. DEO(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/890/2015. DATED 06.02.2015 
INF/KRY/502/15. PUBLISHED IN DAILY THE NEWS. EXPRESS & 
AWAMI AWAZ" DATED 13.02.2015 (Sr. No. 22795) 

Reference :- your letter No. Dir(Enf-I)/0412/SPPRA/3-33(K©K)14-15/8008 dated 28th April 2015 

On the subject cited above, we submit our para wise reply as under:- 

1) The Bid Evaluation Report is signed by the "Actual Member" of the PC i.e. XEN, 
Education Works Kashmore, but the "Stamp" is mistakenly affixed of Executive 
Engineer Buildings Division Kashmore. Now the corrected copy with "stamp of XEN 
Education Works Kashmore" is enclosed. 

2) The Signatures of "Actual Members of P.C" are obtained where their nominated 
representatives participated on their behalf. 

'3) The bids were opened on 10.3.2015 but due to typing mistake date was written as 
10.02.2015. The corrections have been done in the Bid Evaluation Report and copy of 
corrected copy is attached. 

4) The reply of your letter dated 07.04.2015 is attached here with. 

5) The Bid Evaluation Report and Comparative statement signed by the members of PC is 
hereby attached. 

(M 	adija) 
DISTRICT ED ATION OFFICER 
(Primary) KASH ORE-KANDHKOT 

Copy to: 
1) The Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana. 
2) P.S to Secretary Education & Literacy Government of Sindh, Karachi. 
3) The Chief Program Manager, Reform Support Unit (RSU) Education & Literacy Department 

Government of Sindh, Karachi. 



• OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE- KANDHKOT 
NO.DEO(P) KK/- 	 Kandhkot 	 dated- 

-72-  \ y )S 

To, 
Imran Razzak, 
Deputy Director (Enf-I) 
Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, 
Government of Sindh 
Karachi. 

SUBJECT: NIT NO. DEO(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/890/2015. DATED 06.02.2015 
INF/KRY/502/15. PUBLISHED IN DAILY "THE NEWS, EXPRESS & 
AWAMI AWAZ" DATED 13.02.2015 (Sr. No. 22795) 

Reference:- your letter No. Dir(Enf-I)/0412/SPPRA/3-22(K@K)14-15/7329 dated 7th April 2015 

On the subject cited above, we submit our para wise reply as under:- 

1) We will take care to submit the bid documents prior to the date of expiry for our future 
bids. As far as the subject NIT is concerned, there was no complaint from interested 
bidding firm(s) about denial from issuing bid documents. All those bidders who 
purchased bids from other districts of Larkana Region were the same bidders who 
purchased bids from the office of undersigned. 

2) The complaint from M/s Faiz Scientific Company and others were placed before the 
CRC on dated 10-04-2015. The decision of CRC was sent to you on dated 17-4-2015 
through TCS dated: 22-4-2015 is hereby once again attached. 

(Mst.K adija) 
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(Primary) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT 

Copy to: 
1) The Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana. 
2) P.S to Secretary Education & Literacy Government of Sindh, Karachi 
3) The Chief Program Manager, Reform Support Unit (RSU) Education & Literacy Department 

Government of Sindh, Karachi. 



DIRECTOR SCHOOLS EDUCATION REGION LARKANA  
NO. DSE (PRY)/ 4/2015 	

Dated:) ics-- 

To, 
I) M/s Faiz Scientifictompany, Karachi. 
2) M/s Unique Supplies Company, Karachi. 
3) M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's 

SUBJECT: DECISION OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE 

Your complainant / grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports for utilization of School 

Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary items and Lab/Library items 

prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of Larkana Region, were placed before 

the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) as Notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy 
Department Government of Sindh. 

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10* April 2015 at 10.00am in the office of Director Schools 

Education Larkana Region, Larkana, where your authorized representatives presented the 

grievances in writing to the members of CRC. 

Alter hearing your verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined the record and 

conducting detailed scrutiny of your profile / Technical Proposals. The CRC members were not 

convinced on your grievances. Therefore the CRC unanimously endorsed the decision of 

Procurement Committee. 

Copy of detailed decision of CRC is enclosed herewith. 

A. 

Director School Education (Primary) 
(Larkana Region) 

Copy to : 

I. P. S. Secretary Education & Literacy Department, Government of Sindh, Karachi. 
2. Director A & F, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Karachi. 
3. The District Education Officers of District Larkano, Kambar.Shandad Kot, Jacobabad. 

Shikarpur and Kashmore.Kandhkot. 



C .ANT 	  

Directnrate of Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region 

Complaints against the Bid Evaluation Reports prepared by the 
PrOcurement Committee for utilization of School Specific Budget for F/Y 2014-15. 

COMPLAINANTS 

I. M/s Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi 

2. MN Unique Supplies Company. Karachi 

3. M/s Salah Brothers. Khairpur 

• v/s 

Bid Evaluation Reports prepared by Procurement Committees of 5 districts in Larkana Region 

COMPLAINT U/R # 31 OF THE SPPRA RULES 2010 

AMENDED UP TO 2013.  

The complainants mentioned above moved applications against the Bid Evaluation Reports for 

utilization of School Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary 

items and Lab/Library items prepared by the Procurement Committees of the Districts of 

Larkana Region. 

All three complaints were placed before the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) as Notified 

by the Secretary Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh vide Notification No. 

SO(G-111)EDU/E&A/SSB/RSU/13-14 dated: 3'd  December 2014 comprising of following five 

persons: 

Director Schoolt EdatatItin 
Primary) tarkana Region I.arkana 



    

 

I) Anwar All Khokhar 

2) Gul Bahar Magsi 

3) Mushtaq All Shahani 

4) M. Hassan Sollangi 

5) Pervez All Tunio 

Director Schools Eduction (Primary) 

Assistant Director DSE Primary 

Rep. of Accountant General Sindh 

AO RISE Larkana Indpdnt Professional 

Procurement Specialist from RSU 

Chairman 

Secretary 

Member 

Member 

Member 

 

    

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10th  April 2015 in the office of Director Schools Education 

Larkana Region, Larkana, where the above mentioned complainants participated through their 
authorized representatives. 
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Brief Facts of the Tendering Process: 

1) Tenders were invited by the District Education Officers Primary (DEOPs) of Larkana, 

Kambar, Shikaspur. Kashmore and lacobabad for utilization of School Specific Budget 

2014-2015. 

2) The Bid Documents were for each item object code prepared by the Reform Support Unit 

Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh, Karachi. Such Bid Documents 

were issued by the DEOs of the concerned Districts to the interested bidding firms upon 

submission of tender fee. 

3) The Evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid Documents, and the interested bidding 

firms were required to submit their Technical Proposals in accordance with the Bid 

Evaluation Criteria (as mentioned in the bid Document) which is reproduced bellow: 

Evaluation Criteria For School Specific Budget 2014-15 
The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters: 

SrN Evaluation Parameters Total 
Marks Brief Company / F7rm / Individual Information 

Marks Required Field 	. 

I 

• No of l ears in Business 10 

45 

10 

02 marks far each year In business 
(Max /0) 

• Annual 	rover in Millions Thtr 15 0.75 marks per million turnover (Mar 
1.9 

• NTN Registration Certificate 10 10 marks !Diem  has NT!" Certificate 
• Sales Tax Registration 
Certificate 10 

10 

/0 marks iffirm is registered with 
soles tax department 
10 marks if the bidder provides 
complete details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which he 
want to quote. 

2 
Technical Proposal 
• Specifications &Brochures 

3 

Financial Capabilities 

2S 

Income Tat Annual Returns of 5
Years 

10  02 marks on production of eaciryear 
Tar paid Returns (Aka /0) 

Audited Financial Statements of 
5 wars 

01 marks on production of Financial 
Statement Report (Max 5) 

Monthly Sales Tar Summaries of
lust to Months 

10  1 marks on production attach month 
record (Mae 101 

S Relevant Field Experience 20 20 
01 marks for each similar complain. 
assignment (documented proof) Max 
$ assignment 

Note- 
Firm must gel 70% marks in Technical Evaluation for qualifying as per above mentioned criteria 

Director Schools Education 
kPrimary)Larliana Region Larkana 



• 
4) The procurement Committee was notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy 

Department vide notification NO. SO(G-III)/SSB/FW-01/2012 dated: 3rd December 2014 to 

conduct evaluation of the Technical Proposals of the Bidding firms and prepare a Bid 

Evaluation Report. 

5) In the light of the Bid Evaluation Criteria, the Procurement Committee prepared reports, 

issued letter to those who did not qualify in their Technical Proposals. 

6) l'he Complainants being aggrieved with the decision of Procurement Committee submitted 

their grievances in the light of Rule 14 31 of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended up to 2013). 

7) The Complainants were invited to present their grievances personally in writing and 

verbally. before the Complaint Reciressal Committee Members on 10th  April at 10 am in the 

office of Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region, Larkana. 

8) All three Complainants i.e. M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi through its representative 

Mr. Abdul Rauf Khan, M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi through its representative 

Sycd Nabcel Hussain Zaidi and M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's through its 

representative Mr. Umar Salah participated in the proceedings of CRC ON 10T11  April 2015. 

9) The representatives of all three complaints were personally heard by the members of CRC. 

The complainants also submitted their pars-wise grievances in writing on the Bid Evaluation 

Reports. 

10)The Bid Evaluation Report as prepared by the Procurement Committee is reproduced for 

each of the complainant on next page. 

Director Schools Education 
!,Primarvl l.arkana Reoinr tarkana 



PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE'S BER IS REPRODUCED 

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee 
for District Larkana, Kambar, Shikarpur, Kashniore and Jacobabad 

for the bidder M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY,   

S # Evaluation Criteria & Marks Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Committee from 
the Technical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Finn. Marks 

1 

# ofyears in Business 02 
marks for each year in 
business (Max 10) 

INCOME TAX # 0901411-0 is registered at FOR w.el 01-Jan-
1995, SALES TAX # 1200850800891 w.e.f27-Jul-1999. FBR's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap 
shot of FBR's site is cited bellow). However this firm is being 
in business since last 20 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

10 

Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million 	• 
turnover (Mx 15) 

Annual Turn over In Millions: It was mentioned in the 'Tender 
that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given (maximum 
up to IS marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided last year 
Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual Sales 
Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks. 

None 

NTN 10 marks iffinn has NTN 
Certificate) 

This firm provided NTN Certificate # 0901411-0 however 
acquires 10 Marks. 10 

UST Registration Certificate. 
10 marks affirm is registered 
with sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 
Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks. 10 

2 

Tech Specifications 10 marks 
i [the bidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which 
he want to quote. 

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the 
required items and is agreed to supply same specifications as 
mentioned in the Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus 
acquires 10 Marks 

10 

3 

1 

hicome Tax Annual Returns of 
5 Years. 02 marks on 
production of each year Tax 

_paid Returns (Mar 10) , 

This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the 

8 
year 2014 in all districts except Jacobabad, but has provided 
Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn't fall under 
the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria 
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 
2014. Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" 
but has provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required 
in the Evaluation Criteria It is further noted from the Sales 
Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are -NULL" and 
show ZERO TURNOVER during past 18 months. However 
acquired Marks: 8 marks for Four Years Annual Income Tax 
Returns. 4 marks for Four Years Audited Financial Statements. 

Audited Financial Statements 
of 5 years 01 marks on  
production of Financial 
Statement Report (Max 5) 

4 

Monthly Sales Tar Summaries 
of last 10 Months 1 marks on 
production of each month 
record (Max 10) 

None 

No marks as Sales Tax summaries ore not provided. 

4 

Relevant Field Experience. 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 
assignment 

It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should 
provide Maximum S "Complex" assignments. This firm has not 
provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided 
some old supply orders of year 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007. 2008, 
2010 and 2011. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted. 
However acquires ZERO Marks 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, 52 

?— 

Director Schools Education 
(Primary) Larkana Region Larkana 

to 



PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE'S BER IS REPRODUCED 

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee 
for District Jacobabad 

for the bidder M'S UNd4UE  SUPPLIES   COMPANY 
S 
it Evaluation Criteria & Marks Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Conunittee from 

the Technical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. Marks 

i 

h of years in Business 02 marks 
for each year in business (Max 
10) 

This firm's INCOME TAX # 0901384-9 is registered at FBR w.e.f 28- 
Jan-1995, SALES TAX it 1200701300146 w.e.f31-Jul-1999. FIM's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap shot 
of FBR's site is cited bellow). However this firm is being in business 
since last 20 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

10 

Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million turnover 
(Max 15) 

It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover 
will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has 
provided last 
An

nualyear Annual Income Tax Return which shows that 
Sales Turnover of this firm for last year is approx. 11.456 

Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is 458.277 for last year. 
thus it acquires (11.45 x 0.75) 8.5 Marks. 

8.5 

NTN 10 marks if firm has N'FN 
Certificate) 

This firm provided PlTN Certificate ti it 0901384-9 however acquires 
10 Marks. 10 

GST Registration Certificate. 10 
marks iffirm is registered with 
sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 
Registration No. 1200701300146 However acquires 10 Marks. 10 

1 
2 

Tech Specifications 10 marks if 
the bidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
Items to be supplied for which he 
want to quote. 

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required 
items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 
Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

10 

3 

Income Tar Annual Returns of 5 
Years. 02 marks on production 
of each year Tax paid Returns 

_(Max 10) 
Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax Returns of last 5 
years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not provided Balance 
Sheet (Financial Statement) for the year 2014 and provided for the 
rest four years however acquires 4 marks. As required in Tender that 
the Bidding Finns should provide last 10 Months Sales Summaries 
(Apr-2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm provided Sales Tat Summaries 
only for the month of May, June & Oct-2014. This bidder has 
provided Sales Tax Returns which were not required, however 
acquires 03 marks. TOTAL 	17 Marks 

10 

Audited Financial Statements of 
5 years  oi marks on production  

of Financial Statement Report 
(Max 5) 

4 

Monthly Sales Tar Summaries of 
last 10 Months I marks on 
production of each month record 
(Max 10) 

3 

1 

4 

Relevant Field Experience. 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 
assignment 

This firm has not provided any supply order of "Complex Assignment 
in 2014 and/or 2013" but provided "ordinary nature supply orders" 
of years 2012. 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 2005. Sales Tax 
Summaries are only provided for three months which also do not 
confirm that this firm has made sales of complex assignments during 
past 10 months 
The Bidder has attached one supply order of 2014 which is on the 
name ofWs Science and Computer Link Only one supply order for 
the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 365.1601- which is also of ordinary 
nature and cannot be considered at place of "complex assignment" 
however this firm does not qualify for the marks 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S UNIQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, 65.5 

Director Schools Education 
,Primary) larkana opainn larkana 

O 



• PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE'S BER IS REPRODUCED 

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee 
for District Kashmore and Jacobabad 

for the bidder M/S SAL,4H BROTHERS MANIPUR MIR'S, 

1
S ti Evaluation Cdteria .1 Marks 

Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Committee from 
the Technical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. Marks 

i 

N ofrrars in Business 02 
marks for each war in 
business (Mat 10) 

This firm's INCOME TAX 0 1538892-1 is registered at FBR wel30- 
Aprit-2003. SALES TAX 10108940300137 w.ef 23-Feb-2004. FBR's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap shot 
of ['BR 's site is cited bellow). However this firm is being in business 
since last I i rears thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

/0 

Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million 
turnover (Max 15) 

It was mentioned in the Tender that 073 marks per million turnover 
will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has 
provided last year Annual Income Tax Return which shows that 
Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0.105 Million and the Income 
Tax Paid by this firm is 14.4,200% fit last year, tints it acquires 0 
Marks 

None 

NTN 10 marks if fro has NM 
Certificate) 

This firm provided NTN Certificate 0 2153038-6 however acquires 10 
Marks. 10 

UST Registration Certificate, 
10 marks affirm is registered 
with sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 
Registration Na 0108910300137 However acquires 10 Marks. 10 

' 2 

Tech Specifications /0 marks 
if the bidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which 
he want to quote. 

This fine has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required 
items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 
Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

10 

3 

Income Tax Annual Returns of 
5 Years. 02 marks on 
production of each year Tax 

paid Returns (Max 10) 

a) Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the year 2013 but 
has provided Acknowledgement which was not required In the 
evaluation criteria. Bidder has provided Annual Income Tax 
Returns for rest of the years Acquires 8 marks 

b) Bidder has provided Audited Financial Statements. Acquires 3 
marks 

el 	The Bidder has not provided Me required Document Le "SALES 
rtv SUMMARIES" but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
which were not required in the Evaluation Criteria hence the 
provided documents cannot he accepted and no marks can be 
given for this. 

Total 13 marks acquired by the bidder 

8 

Audited FinancialStatements 
of 5 years 01 marks on 
production of Financial 
Statement Report (Max 51 

S 

bloat* Sales Tax Summaries 
of last 10 Months 1 marks on 
production of each month 
record (Mat 10) 

None 

4 
1 

Relevant Field Experience 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 
assignment 

Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of complex nature 
but has produced supply orders of ordinary nature, which cannot 
meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as mentioned in the bid 
document. But the procurement committee under special 
consideration special consideration accepted two projects as 
mentioned in the table above for the year 2013 however 8 marks are 
given but no marks for rest older ordinary nature supply orders. 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by Ma M/S Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's 53 

Director Schools Education 
(primarvl Luken? Reninn litkana 



• I 

e 11) The complaint letters, pars-w ice grievances, authority letters of representatives and other 
correspondence ! letters are annexed at the end of this document. 

12) The CRC members examined para-wise grievances and contents of Bid Evaluation Report for each 
of the Complainant separatel) and re-visited the profiles / Technical proposals of each complainant 
in detail. After conducting detailed scrutiny in the light of pan-wise grievances raised by each of the 
complainant the CRC prepared findings & decissions for each of the complainant as under:- 

M/s Faiz Scientific Comoany Karachi 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

fficision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in 
the Tender that 0 75 marks per million turnover will be given 
(maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Finn has NOT provided 
last year Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual 
Sales Turnover for the last year. thus it acquires Zero Marks. 

'test of ffie Oric)aner of Bidder in verbatim: 	Your tender document evaluation criteria 
did not demanded such documents. your objection is not valid as it 
was evaluated with different criteria (not asked in tender) your 
assessment is based on other suppliers, you have qualified, that's 
why it is conflicting with your tender document which is 
discriminatory 

CRC Proceedings for this pan for the point of contention: 	the turnover can only be 
assessed from the "official dOctungras”  such as Annual Income 
Tax Return and/or Monthly Sales Tax Summaries. ilowever 
assessment of annual turnover was rightly calculated by the 
Procurement Committee from Last year's Annual Income Tax 
Return. The official documents were required in the Bid Evaluation 
Criteria. 

CRC Decision for this pare 	However the grievance for this pars has no legal weight. 
Thus the CRC endorses the decision of Procurement Committee, 

Financial Capabililics: 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax 
Return for the year 2014 in all districts (except Jaeobabad). but has 
provided Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn't fall 
under the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria. 
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 2014. 
Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but has 
provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required in the 
Evaluation Criteria. It is further noted from the Sales Tax Returns 
(from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are "NUI.L" and show ZERO 
TURNOVER during past 18 months. However it acquired Marks: 8 
marts for Four Years Annual Income Tax Returns, 4 marks for 

Director Schools Education 
(primio 	̂ • 



Four Years Audited Financial Statements. No marks, as Sales Tax 
summaries are not provided. 

Teat of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We have submitted documents as per your 
tender evaluation criteria 
(1) Income Tax annual return of 5 years 
(2) Audited Financial Statement of 5 years 
(3) Monthly Sale Tax Summaries of last 10 months 
(we are eligible for all marks in total) 25 marks 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	The CRC examined Profile 
of M/s Faiz Scientific Company and found that it has not provided 
Annual Income Tax Returns for the period from 2010 to 2014 but it 
has provided from 2000 to 2013 and so also for Audited Financial 
Statements. The Bidder has also not provided the required Sales 
Tax Summaries but instead of that it has provided Saks Tax 
Returns. 

CRC Decision for this pant: 	However the grievance for this pan has no legal grounds 
and weight. thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement 
Committee. 

Relevant Field Experience :  Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder 
should provide Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has 
not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided 
some old supply orders of years 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 
2010 and 2011. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted. 
However acquires ZERO Marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	Your objection is conflicting with your 
tender document's evaluation criteria. There was never mentioned 
consecutive year. Please give us from where you have got this word 
in tender documents. We have submitted the required work orders 
and eligible to get full marks (20). This seems that some other 
suppliers submitted criteria. 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	This pan was read with 
pan 3 -Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. It was found from the 
available record/profile of the bidder that this bidding firm instead 
of providing Sales Tax Summaries provided Sales Tax Returns for 
last 18 months (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) and all these Returns 
have are carrying Zero Turnover in last 18 months, however it 
confirm that this firm has made ZERO TURNOVER during past 
eighteen months. 

we  
_,..— 

Director Schools Sducatiott 
(Primary) Larkana Region Larkana 

• 



• CRC Decision for this pars: 	However the grievance for this pare is un-justified and 
groundless. Hence the CRC' endorses decision of Procurement 
Committee. 

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi: After hearing 
complainant's verbal and written  grievances. the CRC examined complaiaane the rorcl which the 
complainantinbraMml on tile day of opening of tenders. the CRC mentheesmv not convinced with 
the complainant's grievances.and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement 
Committee. Thus M/S Faiz Scientific Company stands as disqualificsit 

MN Unique Supplies Company Karachi 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual 
Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of this 
firm for last year is approx. 11.456 Million and the Income Tax 
Paid by this fum is 458277 for last year. thus it acquires (11.45 x 
0.75) 8.5 Marks.. 

Test of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We have submitted 3 'ears Financial 
Statements which shows us eligible for full marks 

CRC Proceedings for this pant for the point of contention: 	The turnover can only be 
considered for last year, as the evaluation criterial at pare No. 3 
required "Sales Tax Summaries" for last 10 months, because the 
Sales Tax Summary is the authentic document to evaluate relevant 
field experience, supported by purchase orders. 

CRC Decision for this pars: 	The grievances submitted by the bidder for summing up last 
three years amount cannot be permitted, however the CRC endorses 
decision of Procurement Committee. 

Financial Capabilities:  

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax 
Returns of last 5 years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not 
provided Balance Sheet (Financial Statement) for the year 2014 and 
provided for the rest four years however acquires 4 marks. As 
required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should provide last 10 
Months Sales Summaries (Apr-2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm 
provided Sales Tax Summaries only for the month of May, June & 
Oct-2014. This bidder has provided Sales Tax Returns which were 
not required, however acquires 03 marks. TOTAL. 	17 Marks 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We had submitted all sales tax summaries 
as per your tender evaluation criteria. Your criteria did not 
mentioned for non-acceptance of zero balance sales tax returns with 

DIRittor Sthooli 
(Primary) Lark21,2 Region 'alkali? 
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zero turnover can be submitted as your evaluation criteria did not 
specified in the same. 

  

   

CRC Proceedings for this pan for the point of contention: 	The CRC examined Profile 
of M/s Unique Supplies Company and did not found Sales Tax 
Summaries as claimed by the complainant. Only three months Sales 
Tax Summaries were available in their profile. The Procurement 
Committee has already given them 03 marks. 

CRC Decision for this para: 	However the grievance of complainant for this para were 
not justified and groundless. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

Relevant Field Experience :  Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This firm has not provided any supply order of 
"Complex Assignment in 2014 and/or 2013" but provided "ordinary 
nature supply orders" of years 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 
2005. Sales Tax Summaries are only provided for three months 
which also do not confirm that this firrn has made sales of complex 
assignments during past 10 months 

The Bidder has attached one supply order of 2014 which is on the 
name of M/s Science and Computer Link. Only one supply order for 
the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 365,160/- which is also of ordinary 
nature and cannot be considered at place of "complex assignment" 
however this firm does not qualify for the marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	Your Tender Evaluation Criteria never 
specified the requirement of last year work orders. Therefore our 
submitted work orders should be accepted. The relevant Field 
Experience consider for previous background of the company. That 
is why we have submitted five years work orders. 

CRC Proceedings for this pan for the point of contention: 	This porn was read with 
pant 3 "Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. 

CRC Decision for this para: 	However the complainant's grievance that there was not 
specified in the evaluation criteria for last years work order, is un-
justified and unsubstantiated. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

CRC Decision on the arievances filed by M/s Unique Sunolies Company Karachi: After hearing 
complainant's verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined complainant' the record which thc 
complainant submitted on the day of opening oftenders. the CRC members were not convinced with 
the complainant's grievances and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement 
Committee, Thus M/s Unique Supplies Company stands as disqualified. 

Director Schools Education 
'‘Prirnary) larkana Region Larkana 

  

   

      



M/s Salah Brothers Khairnur Mir's 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per 
million turnover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This 
Bidding Finn has provided last year Annual Income Tax Return 
which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0.105 
Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is Rs.4,200/- for last 
year, thus it acquires 0 Marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	It is nowhere written in the evaluation 
criteria for School Specific Budget 2014-15 that Annual Turnover 
will be checked from Income Tax Annual Return. And nowhere it is 
written that only the last year Annual Income Tax Return will be 
checked. Moreover, the word Annual means Yearly and it does 
mean any particular of specific year. Since you have required the 5 
years Annual Income Tax Return as mentioned in the evaluation 
criteria (Financial capabilities) therefore my 5 years Annual Income 
Tax return should be checked. You can only check my annual 
turnover from the Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank 
Statement. The details of the 5 years annual Income Tax return is 

ven bellow: 
YEAR Annual Income 

Tax Paid 
Annual Sales 
Turnover in 

Millions 

Marks 0.75 per 
Million 

2014 4200 0.105 0 
2013 29752 0.850 0 
2012 253792 7.25 5.25 
2011 79741 227 1.5 
2010 319910 9.44 6.75 

Total marks 13.5 

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: 	The turnover can only be 
assessed from last year. because it was clearly mentioned at para 
No. 3 of the Evaluation Criteria that bidder should submit last 10 
months Sales Tax Summaries because Sales Tax Summaries are the 
authentic documents to evaluated turnover which should match with 
the declarations on Annual Income Tax return. The Bidders Sales 
Tax Summaries were not found in its profile, but there were 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS which even were carrying zero value in 
turnover. However the bidders has further submitted to evaluate his 
turn over from Bank Statement or Bank Certificate. This can also 
not be considered as both the documents were required. 

CRC Decision for this pare 	However Bidder's grievance cannot be considered for 
summing several years together. Since Annual Income Tax Return 
and "Sales Tax Summaries" are the authentic & Official documents. 
Thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement Committee. 

Director Schools Educatien 
Primary) Larkana Region Larken? 



Financial Capabilities:  

Decblun of Bid Evaluation Committee: Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the 
year 2013 but has provided Acknowledgement which was not 
required in the evaluation criteria. Bidder has provided Annual 
Income Tax Returns for rest of the years Acquires 8 marks. Bidder 
has provided Audited Financial Statements. Acquires 5 marks The 
Bidder has not provided the required Document i.e. "SALES TAX 
SUMMARIES" but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
which were not required in the Evaluation Criteria, hence the 
provided documents cannot be accepted and no marks can be given 
for this. Total 13 marks acquired by the bidder 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	I) 	Annual Income Tax Returns: I was 
awarded 8 marks out of 10. I have not attached acknowledgement 
for the year 2013 in the company profile but I have attached the 
annual income tax return 2013. Therefore I would request you to 
proper check it and award 10 marks. 
2) 	Monthly Sales Tax Summaries: I would request you to 
please recheck my profile properly. I have attached the Sales Tax 
Monthly Summaries and acknowledgement and sales tax monthly 
return. Moreover, this can also be confirmed from the FBR 
Islamabad. Therefore, I should be awarded 10 marks. 

CRC Proceedings for this pare for the point of contention 	The CRC re-examined 
Profile of Mis Salah Brothers which was submitted by the bidder on 
the tender opening day and did not found the documents as claimed 
by the complainant in his grievances. 

CRC Decision for this pars: 	However the grievances of complainant for this pars are not 
justified and are groundless, thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

Relevant Field Experience:  Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of 
complex nature but has produced supply orders of ordinary nature, 
which cannot meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as 
mentioned in the bid document. But the procurement committee 
under special consideration accepted two projects as mentioned in 
the table for the year 2013 however 8 marks are given but no marks 
for rest older ordinary nature supply orders.. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	It is nowhere mentioned in the Bid 
evaluation criteria that only the last 3 years projects are acceptable. 
I have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant Field 
Experience and this is reasons that I was awarded 10 marks out of 
10 for business experience. Moreover, I have been awarded 8 marks 
out of 20 for the relevant field experience which is total injustice. 

Director Schools Ethicatirin 
(Pthnary) Larkana Region Larkana 
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Therefore, you are requested to reconsider my older similar type 
projects in the light of the 10 years works orders of the Relevant 
Field Experience and award me 20 marks. 

CRC Proceedings for this pant for the point of contention: 	This para was read with 
pare 3 "Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. Procurement Committee has 
awarded 8 marks under special consideration for the year 2013.The 
CRC is not agree for awarding 8 marks under Special Consideration 
for the year 2013, because special consideration indicates 
favoritism. 

CRC Decision for this pant 	The grievance of complainant that it was nowhere specified 
in the evaluation criteria that the evaluation of relevant field 
experience will be carried from last year's work orders. is un-
justified and groundless. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Salah Brothers Khairnur 	After hearing  
complainant's verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined complainant' the record which the 
complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders. the CRC members were not convinced with 
the complainant's grievances and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement  
Committee. Thus M/s Salah Brothers Khanpur Mir's stands as disqualified.  

Gut B91iRF Magsi 
Assistant Director • 

Directorate of Schools Education 
(Primary) Larkana Region, 

(Secretary of CRC) 

Y.-Perna 	unit) 
Procurement Specialist, 
Reform Support Unit, 

(Member CRC) 
Ot.4 

MusMaq Ali Shahan) 
A.A.O. Larkana 

Representative from Accountant 
General Sindh (District Accounts 
Office Larkana (Member CRC) 

----Anwar All Khokhar 
rector Schools Education (Primary) 

Larkana Region, 
Chairman of Procurement Committee 
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• OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT 

NIT NO: SPPRA Website Sr. No. 22795 dated 13-2-2015 

Procedure of Procurement: National Competitive Bidding (Single Stage Two Envelope Procedure. 

MINUTES OF FINANCIAL BID OPENING 

IN-CLASS MATERIAL 

A meeting for opening of Financial Bids of tenders of IN-CLASS MATERIAL for District 

Kashmore-Kandhot was held on 18-03-2015 time 3.30 pm in the office of DEO (Pirmary) Kashmore-

Kandhkot. The meeting was attended by the following members of Procurement Committee and the 

representatives of Technically Qualified Bidding Firms. (Attendance sheets are attached). 

Names of members of Procurement Committee  

1) Mr. Nawab Ali Khokhar 	Deputy Director (Primary) Larkana Chairman of C'ttee 

2) Mst.Khadija 	District Education Officer (Primary) Kashmore-Kandhkot. Member/ Sec: of C'tte 

3) Mr. Aijaz Ahmed Memon, DO/Executive Engineer(EW) Kashmore-Kandhkot External Member 

Names of representatives of Technically Qualified Bidding Firms:  

1) Qazi Hamid Ali Representative of M/S Imperial Trading Inc: Hyderabad 

2) Fida Hussain Representative of M/S Ideal Distributer Line Karachi 

The financial bids of technically qualified bidding firms were opened in presence of above 

mentioned representatives of bidding firms, and the prices offered by the bidders were announced aloud. 

Mst. 	dija) 

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER 

(PRIMARY) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT 
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• List showing the name of Procurement Committee Members who attended the meeting 
regarding opening of Financial Bids for supply of In-Class Material, Library & 
Laboratory and Stationery Material under School Specific Budget-2014-15 held on 18-
03-2015 at 3:30 PM in the office of the District Education Officer (Primary) Kashmore 
Kandhkot. 

Sr. 
No. Name of Participant Designation Contac 	o. Si 	attire 
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• 
List showing the name of Contractors who attended the meeting regarding opening of 
Financial Bids for supply of In-Class Material, Library & Laboratory and Stationery' 
Material under School Specific Budget-2014-15 held on 18-03-2015 at 3:30 PM in the 
office of the District Education Officer (Primary) Kashmore Kandhkot. 
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Comparatnc Statcmcnt of In Cl..Mauna! Ihunct Kash 

C 
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) 

KASHMORE Ca KANDHKOT 
Comparative Statement of Tenders 

IN-CLASS MATERIAL 

Description Idcal Disifiliolion I nipitial 	I rioliii2 

"(11001 IN-CLASS MA] I RI ‘I. III- NI■ 

475-Mathematical board 
Size 4 x 3 ft made of Chipboard 3/4 " Edges 
sealed with PVC Lipping International Standard 
'Nall Hanging Hooks 

2 
475-Abacus (small) 
1 to 100 PVC Balls different Colors, Wooden 
Frame (China/ Equavalent) 

i 

475-Abacus (medium) 
i to 100 Balls different Colors made of Iron  
Frame in Rectangular Size 18 x 24" & Balls Roo., 
made of Iron 

' 	' 

475-Abacus (large) 
i to 100 Balls different Coors made of Iron 
Frame in Rectangular Size 24 x 30" & Balls Rao! 
made of Iron 

' 
475-Map stand (small) 
Frame made of Iron Size Rs 600.00  . 

6 475-Map stand (medium) Rs.750.00 
475-Soft board (small) 
Size: 3 X 4 ft, made of Soft board and 
hardboard 18mm thick with U Shape Channel 
aluminum angle frame with hanging hook & 
Blazer 
Cloth 

Rs.1800.00 

475-Soft board (medium) 
Size: 4 X 6 ft, made of Soft board and 
hardboard 18mm thick with U Shape Channel 
aluminum angle frame with hanging hook & 
Blazer 
Cloth 

Rs.3,380.00 

0 
475-Number Blocks 	• 
PVC Blocks 1 to 100 size 2 x 2 each block Local 
Made 

Rs 00 

10 
475-English alphabets chart 
Made of Panatlex size 24 x 30"with 	en 
Rod with hanging Hooks 	

77 
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si  . Description llle:II Distrihution Imperial Trading 

• 011001 1N-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS 

1 I 
475-Urdu alphabet chart 
Made of Panatlex size 24 x 30' with 2 Wooden 
Rod with hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs 127 2: 

475-Puzzles 
Standard size made ot Plastic/ Rubber (local 
made) 

Rs.100.00 Rs 63.60 

475-Globe Made of Plastic, size 3 x 3" with Stand Rs.295.00 Rs.310.05 

14  475-Globe Made of Plastic. size 6 x 6" with Stand Rs 600.00 Rs.612.15 

15 
475-Compass Needle 

Size 1/2" made of Plastic Rs.25 00 Rs.28.62 

/ 

16 
475-Life cycle charts 
Made ot Panatlex size 24 x 30" with 2 Wooden 
Rod with hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

17 
475-Flash cards animals 
Best Quality Standard size(4'6)printed on card 
lamimted packet in box 

Rs.95.00 Rs.222.62 

18 
475-Flash cards birds 

Best Quality Standard size Rs.95.00 Rs.222.60 

19 
475-Flash card sea animals 

Best Quality Standard size Rs.95.00 Rs.222.60 

20 
475-Flash cards insects 
Best Quality Standard size Rs.95.00 Rs.222.60 

I/ 1 

475-White Board 

Size 4 X 6 It, made of MDF 
16mm thick with U Shape Channel aluminum 
angle 

frame with hanging hook 

Rs2.200.00 Rs 2226.00 

22 

475-Stand Board with clips sheet 
board Size 18 x 24" with Iron Stand in 

Regtangular Pipe 
Rs.2 150 00 Rs.00 

23 
475-Pena flex screen with stand 
60 x 60" with Tnpod Stand imported (Local 
Quality) 

Rs.7200.00 Rs.00 

4 
475-Brush for Drawing (Stable Fair) 

Set of 12 Brush 0 to 10 no.(Local Quality) Rs.265.00 Rs 477.00 

5 475-Water Colour 12 Colors Rs.195.00 Rs.198.75 

26 

475-Drawing Board 

Made of Wood size 14 x 18" with Rubber Sheet 
Rs.299.00 Rs.00 

27  
4 ib-urawing Paper Ream augm, AZ 
(420'594)Local Quality Rs.3,200.00 Rs.00 

28  475-Drawing frames with other materi 	x2 1/2 \ Rs.2,500.00 Rs.00 
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Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading 

SCHOOL. IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS 

29  
475-Colour Mixing Plate Plastic Big Size (Local 
Quality) Rs.104 00 Rs.23.85 

30 475-Drawing Sheet 20x30 (Local Quality) Rs.8.50 Rs 11 13 
31 475-Tracing Paper Pocket Rs 800 00 Rs.06.36 

32 
475-Remover Duster 
Wood Piece with Carpet Size 2 x 6" Rs.24.00 Rs.23.85 

33 475-Piece of Cloth (In Meters) Local Quality Rs 32 00 Rs.15.90 

34 
475-Oil Colour 
Set of 12 Colors Box in Medium Size(Local 
Brand) 

Rs.300.00 Rs.333.90 

35  
4 /b-Oil L.Olour ( t hree liasic Quarters) Local 
Brand Rs.890.00 Rs.00 

36 475-Powder Colour Bottle medium-Local Brand Rs 00 Rs.25.44 

37 
475-Colorful papers 
Chart Paper Size 20 x 30" A2 ft12.50 Rs.12.72 

38 
475-Land Skip Charts (Pena Flex) 
20 x 30"( Local Quality) Rs.125.00 Rs.00 

39 
475-Pair of Scissor 
Size 9" & 12" in Each Pair made of steel with 
Plastic Cover 

Rs 250 00 Rs.63.60 

40 
475-World Globe Full Size 
16 x 16" in Plastic with Rolling Stand Rs.625 00 Rs.628.05 

41 
475-Province Map 	• 
made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs.127.20 

42 

1 

475-Country Map 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

43 
475-World Map 
made of Panatiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs.127.20 

44 
475-Wall Clock (Digital) 
10 x 12" Operated in AA Batteries(Toshiba OR 
Equivalent) 

Rs.350.00 Rs.00 

45 
475-Marker Removable (White Board 
Marker/Board Marker) 
Standard Size 

Rs.29.00 Rs.30.21 

46 475-Florescent Colour Rs.50 00 Rs.30.21 

47 
475-District Map 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs.127.20 

48 
475-Taluka Map 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with 	en 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

• 
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•si..; Description Itli.:11 	Di.iributimi Iiiiperial 	I nirliii2 

'( 11001. IN-CLASS MATER! ‘I. I 1 lAls 

ii,y 
475-Projector Screen 
Screen Size 60 x 60" Panatlex wan tripod Stand 
Imported 

Rs.7200,00 Rs.00 

0 
475-ABC Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125 00 Rs 127 20 

51 
475-Sindhi Alphabet Chart 
made of Panattex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125 0:. Ps 127 2I 

r,2 
475-Colors Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooder 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 

:-,3 
475-Animals Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

54 
475-Birds Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs 127 20 

55 
475-Body Parts Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 .:: Rs 127.20 

56 
475-Fruit Chart Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

RS.125.00 Rs 127.20 

57 
475-Vegetable Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 

58 
475-Table Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30-  with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 CC 

59 
475-Geometrical Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 

60 
475-Shapes Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Its 12 ' .- 

61 
475-Transport Chart 
made of Panahex Sae 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs 12 

62 
475-National Heroes Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127 2C 

63 
475-Brief History Photo.Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 

1.-  
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 
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sr IIOOL IN-CLASS NIA I LRIAI. I I I: \ Is 

475-Sindhi Spelling Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two VVoodei-  
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 0:: F 

475-Phonic Spelling Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 li 

66 
475-Numeracy Vocabulary Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Woode-  
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs "_2: 	_ 

475-Short Vowel Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 

68 
475-Long Vowel Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 

69 
475-Counting Rhymes Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 CO Rs 127 2 

70 
475-Cursive Writing Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs.127 20 

71 
475-Punctuation Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs 127 20 

72 
475-English Skill Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs 127 20 

73 
475-Grammar and Punctuation Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Woode.  
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs 127.20 

74 
475-Verb and Punctuation Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs.127.20 

75 
475-Life Skill Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125.00 Rs 127 20 

76 
475-Mental Math Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 is 127 20 

77 
475-Metric Unit and Measurement 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs 127 20 

78 
475-Multiplication Division Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 
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snit Description Ideal Distribution Imperial 'trading 

SCI1001 IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS 

/9 
475-Fraction Decimal Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 2U x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs 127.20 

80 
475-Geometry Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

81 
475-Multiplication Square Chart 
made ot Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs 127 20 

82 
475-2D Shapes Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

83 
475-3D Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

84 
475-Fraction Decimals% Chart 
made ot Panatlex Size 20 x 30' with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

85 
475-Geometry Chart 
made of Panatlex size zo x 30" iivrth two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs.12720 

86 
475-Calones Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125 00 Rs.127.20 

87 
475-Earth History Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 GO Rs 12-  ._ 

88 
475-Every Day Science Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.0U Rs.127.20 

89 
475-Fruit Chart let Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs 125 00 Rs 127.20 

90 
475-Height Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

91 
475-Human Body Health Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

92 
475-Skeletal @Muscular Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 

93 
475-Digestive System Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 	

---Th 

Rs.125.00 

,... 
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Conwarative Statement o Page 1767-7tf 8 serial 

Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading 

SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS 

94 
475-Nervous System Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

95 
, 

475-Respiratory System Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

96 
475-Cardio Vascular System Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

97 
475-Insect Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

98 
475-Vegetable Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

99 
475-Fruit Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

100 

475-Space Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

i 

101 

475-The Planet Chart 
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

102 

475-Earth Moon Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

103  

475-Volume Factors Chart 

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

104 

475-Building a Healthy Boy Balancing Feed and 
Exercise Chart 

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

, 105 

475-Part of Cell Chart 

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

106 
475-Periodic Table of the Element Chart 

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 

107 
475-10 Ways To Be A Good Student Chart 
made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20 



(Aljaz A Mk:led Memon) 
Officer (Primary) District Officer / Executive Engr. 
ndhkot 	(EW) Kashmore-Kandhkot 

External Member 

(Mst. 
District Educat 

Kashmore-

Member /Secretary of C'ttee 

Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading 

SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS 

108 
475-Symbol of Math Chart 

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden 
Rod and Hanging Hooks 

Rs.125.00 Rs.127,20 

109 475-Others NQ NO 

110 White Chalks: Pack of 12 small boxes,each of 20 
sticks Rs 75 00 Rs 47.70 

111 Iron Slate(Thick iron state.22 Guage)(10'8) Rs.39.00 Ps 39 750 

, • 

I)  M/s Ideal Distribution Line: is lowest in following items and the serial numbers of the items in which 
this Bidder is lowest are mentioned here: 1. 5, 6, 10, 11, 13 to 28, 30, 32, 34, 35, 37. 38, 40 to 45, 47, 
to 108 and 111 

2) M/s Imperial Trading Hyderabad: is lowest in following items and the serial numbers of the items in 
which this Bidder is lowest are mentioned here, 2 to 4, 7, to 9, 12, 29, 31, 33, 36, 39. 46 and 110. 

4110,  -14 

(N. tab Ali Khokhar 
Deputy Director (Primary) 

Larkana 
Chairman of C'tte 

l'omparamc Sutcment of In Class Material Ihstnet Kash:nom 
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4. Method of Procurement: 

Supply of In-Class Material. 

SPPRA Rule 46/11 (Single Stage two envelopes Procedure) 

(Urdu) 	dated I3-Feb 2015 

5. Tender Published: Following daily newspapers. 

a. Daily Jang 

6. Total Bid documents Sold; 	05 Bids 

03 Bids 7. Total Bids Received: 

• OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER(PRY) 
KASHMORE-KANDHKOT 

Bid Evaluation Report 

I. Name of Procuring Agency: 	District Education Officer (Primary), Kaahmorc-kandhkot 

2. Tender Reference No: 

	

	NIT NO. DE0/(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/890/2015 
Dated 06-02-2015 
SPPRA SR. NO. 22795 Dt 13-02-2015 

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item: 

8. No. of Bid technically qualified (if applicable): 02 
9. Bid(s) Rejected: 	 01 

10. 'Bid Opening date: 	 Bids were opened on 10-March-I5 

I I. Technical Evaluation Results 	From Next Page 

Deputy lirector (Primary) 
Larkana 
Chairman of C'ttee 

District Edu 
Kashmor 

Member /Sea 

Officer (Primary) 
Kandhkot 
tary of C'ttee 

Nktis 4CinA ..41;2•V 

District OfficerAxecutive 
Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 

Kandhkot 
External Member 

Aja, Ort.vvv‘eo? 
ktemern 
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District Education Officer (Primary)  

Kashmore-Kandhkot  

INTRODUCTION 

The procurement committee was notified by the Secretary to Govt of Sindh Education and 

Literacy Department Government of Sindh vide Notification No. SO (G-III)/SSB/FW-01/2012 

dated 3rd  December 2014 comprising of 03 (three) officers under chairmanship of Deputy 

Director (Primary) Larkana for making recommendations for the award of District Specific 

Contracts for fiscal year 2014-15 (copy attached as ANNEXURE-A) 

Bids were invited through advertisement in daily newspapers from eligible bidders for 

procurement of various items/goods for Primary schools under School Specific Budget 2014-15. 

The tenders were invited under SPPRA Rule 46/11 single stage - two envelope procedure for 

ensuring transparency in the procurement. 

I) The Tender was published in widely circulated Nation-wide leading daily newspapers 

through Director Advertisement Sindh Information & Archive Department Government 

of Sindh vide reference No. INF-KRY: no. 502/15. Here is the details of newspapers: 

1. Daily Jang 	 (Urdu) 	dated 13-Feb 2015 

2. Published on SPPRA website Sr. No. 22795 dated 13 Feb 2015 

Copies attached here with as ANNEX-B 

4  Bid I %Amnion Renee of lender for pi/chafe el IniClass Mantrial horn School Specific Budget 2014-2015 thmnd konlunore-kantfliker 
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2) In all 5 Nos, of bids were purchased by interested parties/suppliers. Their names are 

mentioned at ANNEX-C. 

3) 03 Bidders participated in tendering process and submitted their (Technical & Financial) 

proposals on 10th March 2015 at 12 Noon and same were opened at 1230 Noon in the 

Committee Room of DEO (Primary) Kashmore-Kandhkot, whereas 02 bidders not 

participated. The Technical proposals were opened in the presence of Tender Evaluation 

Committee members and the representatives of bidding firms. Attendance sheet of the 

contractors and Membeis of Procurement Committee attached as ANNEX-D. 

4) The evaluation has been done on the basis of bid evaluation criteria which was prepared 

in the light of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended in 2013), the SPPRA Rules Guidelines and 

with the help of Reform Support Unit (RSU), Education & Literacy Department, 

Government of Sindh. Such evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid document and is 

also attached here as ANNEX-E. 

5) Evaluation Assessment Results. 02 Bidder Qualified where One Disqualified. ANNEX-F 

6) Qualification Results & Recommendations ANNEX-G 

4 ti"Cf 

Dep 'Director (Primary) District Educati Officer (Primary) District Office i Executive 
Larkana Kashmor Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Sec tary of C'ttee Kandhkot 

External Member 
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ANNEX-A 

 

Government of Sindh 

Education and Literacy Department 

Karachi, dated 3rd  December, 2014 

NOTIFICATION 

No.S0(6-110/SSB/FW-01/2012: In pursuance of Rule - 7 of the Sindh Public Procurement Rules, 

2010 (amended 2013), a Procurement Committee comprising of following Officers for School 
Specific Budget is hereby notified for Larkana Division (District wise) for Financial Year 2014-U 

S.No. 	Procurement Committee 
	

Placement In committee 

1 	Deputy Director,  (Primary), Larkana Region 
	

Chairman 

2 	District Education Officer-(Primary), Concerned District 
	

Member/Secretary 

3 	District Officer/ Executive Engineer (Education Works), 	 Member 

concerned District. 

Terms of Reference:  

(1) Collecting and collating "Need Requisitions" from schools through TEOs 

(2) Preparing bidding documents 

(3) Carrying out technical as well as financial evaluation of the bids 

(4) Preparing evaluation report as provided in SPPRA Rule 45 

(5) Making recommendations for the award of district specific contracts; and 

(6) Perform any other function ancillary and incidental to the above 

SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF SINDH 

No.S0(G-111)/SSI3/FW-01/2012 	 Karachi, dated the 3'd  December, 2014 

A copy is forwarded for  information and necessary action to: 

1 Director School Education- (Primary), Larkana Region 

2. District Officer/ Executive Engineer (Education Works), concerned District. 

4. P.S to Secretary to Govt. of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Governmen 

S. Office Order File 
CC:\ 

SECTION orr  

  

 

Sindh. 

ADMIN) 
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Daily Jang 

(Urdu) 

dated 13th  

Feb-2015 

• ANNEX-B 
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tc. 
District Educa 	Officer (Primary) 

Kashmore andhkot 
Member /Secr a ary of C'ttee 

District Ofct&ecutive 
Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 

Kandhkot 
External Member 

Deputy Director (Primary) 
Larks 
Chairman of C'ttee 

ANNEX-C 

LIST OF BIDING FIRMS 
Who purchased Tenders   

S # BIDDER Remarks 

I 
i 

Ideal Distribution Line, Karachi. Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender 

2 Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender 

3 Imperial Traders Hyderabad Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender 

4 Bismullah Enterprises Purchased Bid but Not Participated in Tender 

5 Qurban Ahmed & Company Purchased Bid but Not Participated in Tender 
....--' ----N 

9  I B4 Emilia* ;Upon of feeder for par.Mot of lo-Class Mmcnal from School Specific Bodset :014-2015 barna Kashmorc-KandiMcm 



List showing the name of Procurement Committee Members who attended the meeting 
regarding opening of Technical Bids for supply of In-Class Material, Library & 
Laboratory and Stationery Material under School Specific Budget-2014-15 held on 10-
03-2015 at 1:00 PM in the office of the District Education Officer (Primary) Kashmore 
Kandhkot. 

Sr. 
No. Name of Participant Designation Contact NC Sign it 

1 tiCRA7—C‘ Lk& lit Lou tel: -P/- li-i-edi 
fiv), 

033 I) 
-1,-)iskisI 

2 
( j--A 	_ (4 	,mat ru.s. A 	' i\I c-Ke 4.4: ve_ 03n -3titc I f..2.1_ 

1 

3  

, 

1\ f g: Wikalc i 
9. iry ,..-- 



Designation 
Name of Participant 	Propriater/ 

Com an 
Name of 

Company 
Contact 

No. Signature 

(If 

St2.61-  
2-saLs 

/D a I- 

thnot- ,14,604" 

3 

 

4 

eid Networz- fides 
effic ril  

/--0C 

SaenclIe 

5 

 

6 

7 

Sr. 
No. 

I 

List showing the name of contractors who attended the meeting regarding submission 
and opening of Technical Bids for supply of In-Class Material, Library & Laboratory 
and Stationery Material under School Specific Budget-2014-15 held on 10-03-2015 at 
12:30 PM in the office of the District Education Officer (Primary') 
Kashmore@Kandhkot. 

I Bid Evaluation Report of Tender for package of In-Class Masai& bola School Specific Budget 2014-2015.Thuna KashoorcKandlikot 



• ANNEX-E 

• Bid Evaluation Criteria of "Technical Proposals" 

The evaluation criteria was prepared in the light of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended in 2013), the Guidelines 
by SPPRA. Reform Support Unit (RSU) Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh. Such 
evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid document giving instruction to the interested bidding firms 
to prepare their "Technical Proposals" in the light of given evaluation criteria so that the fair and 
transparent competition of "apple vs apple" could be ensured. Details of evaluation criteria is given 
bellow:- 

Evaluation Criteria For School Specific Budget 2014-IS 

The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters: 
Sr# Evaluation Parameters Total 

Marks 
Brief 

Company I Firm / Individual Information 
I Required Field Marks 

1  

• No of Years in Business 10 

45 

02 marks for each year in business (Max 10) 
• Annual Turnover in Millions 15 0.75 marks per million turnover (Max 15) 
• NTN Registration Certificate 10 10 marks if firm has NTN Certificate 

• Sales Tax Registration Certificate 10 10 marks if firm is registered with 
sales tax department 

2 Technical Proposal 
• Specifications & Brochures 10 10 

10 marks if the bidder provides 
complete details and specifications of items to be 
supplied for which he want to quote. 

3 

Financial Capabilities 

25 

Income Tax Annual Returns of 5 Years 10 02 marks on production of each year Tax paid 
Returns (Max 10) 

Audited Financial Statements of 5 years 5 01 marks on production of Financial Statement 
Report (Max 5) 

Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of last 10
Months 10 I marks on production of each month record 

(Max 10) 

5 	I  Relevant Field Experience 20 20 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 assignment 

Note Firm must get 70% marks in Technical Evaluation for qualifying as per above mentioned criteria 

NOTE: The purpose of getting documents o  mentioned in the evaluation criteria was not just to see the papers. but 
to EVALUATE— MEASOWflESSAis wSjotitittur 	fitAnstomfrgatrALde interest  of 
procuring agency and public money. by filtering best of the best suppliers to have a very healt y_sompetition among 
the firms who are genuinctiax pavers, futaucialiv sound. reliable and reputable Such evaluation criteria was also 
prepared to avoid favoritism interferences, prejudice and to maintain impartial' y and ensure fairness in the instant 
procurement  

12  I Bid Evaluation Pewit u( tender for purchase or In-tbs. Maseru! tuna !school Spit& Budget 2011-2015 Doinct Kalutiore-Kaallikot 



ANNEX-F 

Evaluation Assessment of 
Technical Proposals is prepared 

from the Profiles submitted 
by the Bidders. 

Such profiles are available on Record for 
verifications of this report 

13 I thd Evahutta: Reran of Tinder lot pot haw of lo-Class Statcnal from School Sp:afic f3odget 2014-2015 Dana Eadloort-Kaadhkot 
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1. IDEAL DISTRIBUTION LINE. 

I) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX H 1056713-5 is registered at FBR 

w.e.f 13-April-2000, SALES TAX # 1200850070746 w.e.f 16-Jan-2001. FBR's Verification was 

done from its Online Verification System (snap shot of FBR's site is cited below) which confirms 

that this firm is being in business since last 15 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

Taxpayer Online Verification 

Date :03-03-2015 

Throe :01:0I:28 

NIN/FTN 	 1056713-5 

Name 	 ASIAN PIRZADA 

Association 

CNIC/PeiRet. /Inc. No.. 	42**110'96"' 

Category 	INDIVIDUAL 

Business/Branches 

Prindpal Activity 

Busmess Nature (ST) 

Reoistered For 

Income Tax office 

Sales Tax Office 

Active Taxpayer list (ATL) 

Salts Tax Status 

=AL DnTMsiWUOis .u*  Lte0ed0070744 

NOWSPECIAUZED WHOLESALE TRADE 

IMPORTERS/ WHOLESALER/ SERVICE PROVIDER 

INCOME TAX w.e.f 13-Apr-2000, SALES TAX w.e.I 16-lan-2001 

RIO-Ill KARACHI 

RIO-Ill KARACHI 

for further details about Alt Status. disk heft 

OPERATIVE 

2) Annual Turnover in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million 

turnover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual 

Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover for last year is greater than 

25.765 Million and the limome Tax Paid by this firm is I.03M for last year, thus it acquires 

I .5 Marks. 

FFi Facie:tetra, Board of Ravesnua 
linvonlIC Division  - nov•roonen1 01 Pakistan 
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Complaints -100% 

Attu, 

Taxpayer is Active, as on 08-MAR-2015 (01:15) 

010000 - IMPORTER 

469000 - NON•SPECIALLEED WOOL (SALE TRADE 

960900 0111/ H Pt RA(NOM SERVICE ACT IVI TIES N.E.C. 

The larpayei 6.1•Ioct I s HUI Newt us dowry past 6 tax porn,* com10,0100700117s 700% 

ASEAN Plano* 

10116/ OIS1RIM/110/1 

r 

• 
3) NTN Registration Certificate: NTN Certificate ft 1056713-5 is attached in its company Profile, 

however acquires 10 Marks. 

4) Sales Tax Registration Certificate: Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide Registration No. 

1200850070746 is attached with the profile. The Bidder's Tax Payer status is also verified 

from the FBR websitc which confirms 100% Active Status, however . acquires 10 Marks.  

Taxpayer Facilitation Portal 	051:111.771.772 
(e.ftitgov.pk) 	

24 
e5upportOcral.com.pk  
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5) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures)..This firm has provided Specifications and 

Brochures for the required items and Bidder is agree to supply same specifications as mentioned 

in the Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

6) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 years 

Annual Income Tax Returns, (b) 5 Years Audited Balance Sheets and (c) Last 10 months Sales 

Tax Summaries. This Bidaer provided required documents in its technical proposal. Following is 

the short summary which reflects Bidders Financial Capability. 

YEAR 
Annual Income Tax 

Returns of last 5 years 
showing tax paid as under 

Audited Financial 
Statements of S Years 

Showing Capital as under 

Monthly Sales Tax 
Summaries of last 10 

Months 

2014 1,030,610.00 30,404496.00 Jan -2015: 	NA  
Dec-2014: 226,952.00 

2013 1,473,633.00 31,577,482.00 Nov-2014: 707,734.00 
Oct-2014: 	510256.00 

2012 2,920,738.00 2,920,738.00 50,811,221.00 50,811,221.00  458,812.00 
Aug-2014: 2,541,119.00 

2011 1,537645.00 45,000,725.00 July-2014: 5,070,843.00 
Jun-2014: 6,282,873.00 

2010 1,740,265.00 47,716,906.00 May-20I4: 5.144,026.00 
Apr-20I4: 1,013,545.00 
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C 
Financial Capabilities Ott this firm do match with the TURNOVER as mentioned in pan 2 

above however this firm acquires 23 Marks. 

7) Relevant Field Experience: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should provide 

Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has provided following Supply orders:- 

No. Procuring Agency Details of Supply Orders Total Amount 
1 Mehran University 

Jamshoro 
P.O. NO. MUET/ AC/197 Dated 05-feb-2014 

22250.000.00 

2 BISE Sukkur 

I) BISE/Store/Suk/31 di 12-03-14 Fts:11.93M 
2) BISE/Store/Sulc/II dt 29-01.15 Rs:5.8 M 
3) RISE/Store/Suit/23 dt 29-01.15 Rs:2.0 M 
4) BISE/Store/Suk/12 dt 29-01-15 Rs:1.3 M 

21,043,520.00 

3  BISE Larkana 
5) BISEJStore/Lrk/39 I dt 15.01-15 Rs:4.47M 
6) BISE/Store/Lrk/I68 dt 22-5-14 Rs:5.8 M 

6,802,500.00 

4  QUEST Nawabshah QUEST/DF/759 Dated 04.12-14 Rs. 13.83M 13,831,355.00 

5  SBBU Nawabshah SBBU/DF/1265 Dated 19-08-2014 6.18 M 6.180.000.00 

The amount / value of Supply orders tells the worth of Bidder experience in relevant complex 

assignments. Therefore the Bidder acquires 20 Marks. 

Total Marks acquired by M/s Ideal Distribution Line 98 Stands "Qualified" 

Deputy 	"r (Primary) 	 District Edu i Officer (Primary) 	Di ct OM / Executive 
Larkana 	 Kashmo e-Kandhkot 	 Engineer ( 	Kashmore- 
Chairman of C'ttee 	 Member /Se retary of C'ttee 	 Kandhkot 

External Member 

16 1 86d Evakonos Report of Teske S pretest of lo-Class Alserial is &boot Spon6e Bodin 203 4431 S Donna Kooleon-t-traar.re 



2. FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY. 

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX N 0901411-0 is registered at FBR 

w.e.f 01-Jan-1995, SALES TAX N 1200850800891 w.e.f 27-Jul-1999. FBR's Verification was 

done from its Online Verification System (snap shot of FBR's site is cited bellow). However this 

firm is being in business since last 20 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

FBR 
	

Taxpayer Online Verification 

Date 05-03-2015 
Time : 02:21:34 

NT11/17N 

Name 

Association 

ChBURP/Reg- /Inc. NO- 

0901411-0 

STE° TAHIR IMAM RIM 

42n195'60ne 

Category 	IfrnIVIDOAL 

BusinessIBranclurs ' 	 KutrersTAitranch Address 	 STi-rsr CM Ernr.:a  FLAT )0).4 '41.0:04  'WA T': • POAC. C&PAOC 
2.  CAR SCIefra Meal 2 Wail CD(114 SS 4 ttIXX is C CM.SWW C :Q114.- 

3.  M/S FAI2 SCIEWISIC COLA ANY 2-Wail 01,17111 WSW SLCCWISC. OULSWWS-394AL 
KAMOS 

120003040041 t 

Principal Activity 	 NON-SPECIALIZED WHOLESALE MADE 

Business Nature (ST) 	 IMPORTERS 

Registered For 	 INCOME TAX w.e.f 01-Jan-1995, SALES TAX w.e.f 27.1u1•1919 

Income Tax office 	 RTO-It KARACHI 

Sales Tax Office 	 RTO-II KARACHI 

Active Taxpayer List (Alt) 	for further details about ATI Status. dIck here 

Sales Tat Status 	 OPERATIVE 

2) Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million 

turnover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Finn has NOT provided last 

year Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual Annual Sales Turnover for the 

last year. thus it acquires Zero Marks. 

3) NTN Registration Certificate: This firm provided NTN Certificate N 0901411-0 however 

acquires 10 Marks. 

4) Sales Tax Registration Certificate: This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 

' 	Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks. 

Tax Payer status is also verified from the FBR website. It is 100% Active 
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-F-ER 
warm 

Taxpayer Facilitation Portal Qs  051 :111•772.772 
(e.fbr.gov.pk) 	 asocconsons.com.pa  

Hop, 	.•, 1 

.11•11161111111111t 

..„ 	.CM v  nn 0501411-0 538415 	ltd. Largo 0.0.014, 

Taxpayer Is Active, as on 09-MAR-2016 (02:29) 

11110 IANM nom WV' 

MIS MU SCIIMTPIC mann 

466100 - Wholesale el solid, liquid and Gamow. luck and r 

409000 - NowspoessItted wholesale hida 

rho agars eatet t \ I U I Marro cramp per.. S yr per." romprunce level - Ite% 

&.enatufnia 

5) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures)..This firm has provided Specifications and 

Brochures for the required items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 

Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

8) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 years 

Annual Income Tax Returns, (b) 5 Years Audited Balance Sheets and (c) Last 10 months Sales 

Tax Summaries. This Bidder partially provided required documents in its technical proposal. 

Following is the short summary which reflects Bidders Financial Capability. 

YEAR 
Annual Income Tax 

Returns of last 5 years 
showing tax paid as under 

Audited Financial 
Statements of 5 Years 

Showing Capital as under 

Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of 
last 10 Months 

2014 N.A NA This firm has not provided the 
"SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but
has provided Sales Tax RETURNS 
which was not required in the 
Evaluation Criteria. Hence it can not 
be accepted. However Zero marks. 

2013 408,430.00 28.098,219.00 
2012 1,961,716.00 19,804,178.00 
2011 8)6,697.00 11,127,548.00 
2010 

—. 809,518.00 . 8.883,023.00 
erva ions on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:- 

b) This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the year 2014. 

c) This Finn has provided Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn't fall under the 

required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria. 

d) Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 2014. 
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• e) Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but instead of the required 

documents Bidder has provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required in the 

Evaluation Criteria. 

f) It is further noted from the Sales Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) which are 

provided by the Bidder are "NULL" and show ZERO TURNOVER during past 18 months. 

The Bidding Finn acquired marks for Financial Capabilities as under- 

- Provided Four Years Annual Income Tax Returns 

- Provided Four Years Balance Sheets 

- No Sales Tax Summaries Provided 

8 Marks 

4 Marks 

0 Marks 

TOTAL 	12 Marks 

6) Relevant Field Experience: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should provide 

Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 

& 2014 but provided some old supply orders of year 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 2010 and 

2011. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted. However acquires ZERO Marks. 

Total Marks acquired by M/s Faiz Scientific Company 52 so, Stands "Disqualified" 

04*  
Deputy f ector (Primary) 
Larkana 
Chairman of C'ttee 

I 

	

District Educ 	Officer (Primary) 	District Offic / Executive 

	

Kash 	: Kandhkot 	 Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 
Member = 	ry of C'ttee 	 Kandhkot 

External Member 
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Federal Board of Revenue 
Rovon tie Division 	 I  ir 	'It 

aat 	
.11111IGISINO 

3. IMPERIAL TRADERS INC. 

1) Number of lean in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 2153038-6 is registered at FBR 

w.e.f 09-Scp-2004. SALES TAX # 0102940300273 w.e.f 18.Dec-2004. FBR's Verification 
was 

done from its Online Verification System (snap shot of FBR's site is cited bellow). However this 

firm is being in business since last 10 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

FBR 	 Taxpayer Online Verification 

Date :07.03-2015 

Time :15:19:50 
NTH/FIN 

Name 

Association 

CHIC/PP/RIR 111K No.. 

3153035-6 

/APPIAN ATIQUE PARAJT 

47••107'56•» 

Category 	INDNIOuAl 

BusineasiBrancries 

Plincipal Actielev 

limpness Nature CST; 

Rerestered For 

Income Tax *Mu 

Salts Tax Moe 

Octet Taxpayer tin (AR) 

Sales Tax Status 

HAtArFACHME OF PAIRS AND ACCESSORIES FOR MOTOR VEHICLES 
MAIMUIAC WREN./ IMPORTLFCW EXPORTER) WHOLESALER 

INCOME TAX w.e.f 09.Sep-2004, SALES TAX w.e.f II•0rec•5004 

RIO ICYDEPAflAD 

aro wicritaaao 

ix  further details about All Status Click hero 
OPI•PAT1Vf 

2) Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million 

turnover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has provided last year 

Annual Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of this for last year is 
greater than 190 Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is I SM for last year, thus it 
acquires 15 Marks. 

QULLARATIONACJittQWLEDGEMENT SLIP 

Nam*: F ARRIJK11 ATIQUE RAJPUT 
Calle; 42.2019 	715 

NTN: 2153038.6 

Tax Year 2014 

Subminlon Date: 15-Nov-2014 

I 

 _ — 
Description 

Few r Tessa r Average /  !Taiwan  I  Reduced Rata Racine  
Nei  Asset CUHOMI That 
Tel Cluiegmale 

This is nor a valid vadenne al tieing a rake for the purposes at clauses ( 

Cod• Amount 

640100 193,870.300 
703001 34.152.589 
0200 141011.7011 
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—a war 

F R  
PAMITTAN 

'nun 
Taxpayer Facilitation Portal 	os1:111.772-772 

(e.f br.gov.pk) 	 n  A cSupportiPpral. cent Pi< 
414 Hour 

-:erten Taxpayers),  Redo* & SWWnf  I  DaMIIWosI News Gallery, FAQ, coon Us 
A 	  
ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST (ATL) 

SEARCH UTILITY 

my !HITT HI% 21170366 272162 	Mem boom Climalms 

Taxpayer is Active, as on 07-MAR-2015 (03:20) 

Novena( Internotkie 

F/UtRuKH ABOVE PUOPUT 	 HOUSE NO. 7/A NORMA UNIT NO.10 SLOOP% , LAT MAUD 

Eleaness Infrimnuallow 

H/S. DIPERIAL TRAMPS (INC) 	 H.N0.7/4,91.00111. UNIT NO.10 LAMPASAS,. IATIFAtAb 

thenness Aitivitles 

010000 - IMPORTER 

050000 - EXPORTER 

293000 - MANUFACTURE OT PARTS AND ACCESSORIES FOR MOTOR VEHICLES 

461000 - WHOLESALE ON A FEE OR CONTRACT BASIS 

The ;aiming Niko 6 S 7 AI I' flown dining pas I 6 Tux periods, compbana 	...WO 15 

10 

ro 
30 

20 

10 

0% 

Compliance -100% 

ACtive 

10 	3) NTN Registration Certificate: This firm provided NTN Certificate it 2153038-6 however 
acquires 10 Marks. 

4) Sales Tax Registration Certificate: This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 

Registration No. 0102940300273 However acquires 10 Marks. 

Tax Payer status is also verified from the FBR website. It is 100% Active 

5) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures)..This firm has provided Specifications and 

Brochures for the required items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 

Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

9) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 years 

Annual Income Tax Returns, (b) 5 Years Audited Balance Sheets and (c) Last 10 months Sales 

Tax Summaries. This Bidder provided required documents in its technical proposal. Following is 

the short summary which reflects Bidders Financial Capability. 

YEAR 
Annual Income Tax 

Returns of last 5 years 
showing tax paid as under 

Audited Financial 
Statements of 5 Years 

Showing Capital as under 
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of 

last 10 Months  
2014 1,908,708.00 57,776,339.00 This firm has not provided the 
2013 2,126,880.00 53,276,339.00 "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but 

has provided Sales Tax RETURN 2012 2,043,370.00 49,285,699.00 which was not required in the 2011 2,651,863.00 46,155,589.00 Evaluation Criteria, Hence it can not 
2010 1,714,279.00 20,626,215.00 be accepted. However Zero marks. 
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al Marks acquired by M/s Imperial Traders Inc 70 Stands "Qualified" 

• 

• 
Observations on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:- 

g) The Bidder has not provided the required Document i.e. "SALES TAX SUMMARIES" 

but has provided The Sales Tax Returns which was not required in the Evaluation Criteria, 

hence the provided documents cannot be acceptable. 

h) It is further noticed that this firm has submitted all the Sales Tax Return @ ZERO RATE, 

which is questionable and how is it possible that this firm ONLY SOLD "Zero Rated" goods 

during the year?. 

i) Any way the this firm acquires 15 Marks for providing Income Tax Returns and Audited 

Balance Sheets. 

6) Relevant Field Experience: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should provide 

Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has provided following Supply orders 

No. Procuring Agency Details of Supply Orders Total Amount 

1 District Health 
Officer Matiari 

I) Order No. EDOH (Mat)/Store/471 /12 
dated 08-01-2012 	 Rs: 96,500.00 

2) Order No. EDOH (Mat)/Store/210 /14 
dated 15-10-2014 	 Rs: 42,400.00 

3) Order No. EDOH (MatYStore/650 /14 
dated 27-03-2014 	 Rs: 30,250.00 

169,150.00 

2 DHO Hyd 7) Order it "Nat" dated 16-01-2013 Rs:25,000 
8) Order 0 "301" dated 15-01-2013 	Rs:62,000 

87,000.00 

3  EDO (H) Jamshoro EDO(H)Jam/Store/753 dt: 11.5.2011 1,050,000.00 

4  DOH Jamshoro EDO(H)Jam/Store/301 dt 20.3.2013 484,000.00 
5 

_ _ 
Med Supt CMS 

.. _ 	Latham 
CMCHL/ACCIT(ACCIT:Supply Ord:901 
dated : 10-09-2013 

150,000.00 

e 	has not provided upp y Orders of "Complex" Assignments but it is produces 

supply orders of "Ordinary Nature". The Bidder has also not supplied supply order of last one 

year but it is produced supply order of 2011, 2012 and 2013. The worth of Supply orders did not 

match with Requirement of Bid, however acquires ZERO Marks. 

Deputy Di = or (Primary) 
Larkana 
Chairman of C'ttee 

District Educa 	Officer (Primary) 	District Officer /Executive 
Kashmo Kandhkot 	 Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 

Member I 	etary of C'ttee 	 Kandhkot 
External Member 
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Dep 	7  rector ( 	ry) 
Larka a 
Chairman of C'ttee 

a 

C 

ANNEX-G 

BIDDERS STATUS OF QUALIFICATION 

S # III DOER Marks 
Acquired Qualified 

I Ideal Distribution Line Karachi 98 Yes 
2 Faiz Scientific Company 52 No 
3  Imperial Trading Inc 70 Yes 

Recommendations for Technically Qualified Bidders. 

In the light of Technical evaluation results (above), The Bidders who stand as qualified their 
Financial proposal may be opened in presence of representatives of bidders on 18th  Mach- 
2015 and the sealed un-opened financial proposals of un-successful bidders shall be returns 
to the DISQUALIFIED firms 

District Edn Officer (Primary) 	District OfficeP/ Executive 
Kash re-Kandhkot 	 Engineer (EW) Kashmore- 

Member /S retary of C'ttee 	 Kandhkot 
External Member 

• 
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DIRECTOR SCHOOLS EDUCATION REGION LARK(SNA  
NO. DSE (PRY)/1/2015 	

Dated: fl 
>0% ) 

ro, 
1) M/s Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi. 
2) M/s Unique Supplies Company, Karachi. 
3) M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's 

SUBJECT: DECISION OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE 

Your complainant / grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports for utilization of School 

Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary items and Lab/Library items 

prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of Larkana Region, were placed before 

the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) as Notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy 

Department Government of Sindh. 

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10th  April 2015 at 10.00am in the office of Director Schools 

Education Larkana Region, Larkana, where your authorized representatives presented the 

grievances in writing to the members of CRC. 

After hearing your verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined the record and 

conducting detailed scrutiny of your profile / Technical Proposals. The CRC members were not 

convinced on your grievances. Therefore the CRC unanimously endorsed the decision of 

Procurement Committee. 

Copy of detailed decision of CRC is enclosed herewith. 

6.1x 

Directicrthool Education (Primary) 
(Larkana Region) 

Copy to : 

t
o 	

. S. Secretary Education & Literacy Department, Government of Sindh, Karachi. 

k/P  Cel • ' 	. Director A & F, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Karachi. Le)  
The District Education Officers of District Larkano, Kambar.Shandad Kot. Jacobabad, 
Shikarpur and Kaslunore.Kandhkot. 

Ce-P-PA CY/ /qt.)! •• Z•2' SI 	): Iet 	2- 	/, 4/ 
2  3, yZ I1i„:2-7-fic 2_ 2-114. 

2-3- 7-5 8, -1 2- -ri si f 2.--2- 4. 
- 



• COMPLAINT TirkiEDRESSAL COMMITTEE 
Directorate of Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region 

Complaints against the Bid Evaluation Reports prepared by the 
Procurement Committee for utilization of School Specific Budget for F/11  2014-15 . 

COMPLAINANTS 

1. M/s Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi 

2. M/s Unique Supplies Company, Karachi 

3. M/s Salah Brothers, Khairpur 

v/s 

Bid Evaluation Reports prepared by Procurement Committees of 5 districts in Larkana Region 

COMPLAINT U/R # 31 OF THE SPPRA RULES 2010 

AMENDED UP TO 2013.  

The complainants mentioned above moved applications against the Bid Evaluation Reports for 

utilization of School Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary 

items and Lab/Library items prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of 

Larkana Region. 

All three complaints were placed before the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) as Notified 

by the Secretary Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh vide Notification No. 

SO(G-111)EDU/E&A/SSB/RSU/13-14 dated: rd  December 2014 comprising of following five 

persons: 

tilt 



• 

1) Anwar Ali Khokhar 

2) Gut Bahar Magsi 

3) Mushtaq All Shahani 

4) M. Hassan Sollangi 

5) Pervez All Tunio 

Director Schools Eduction (Primary) 

Assistant Director DSE Primary 

Rep. of Accountant General Sindh 

AO B1SE Larkana Indpdnt Professional 

Procurement Specialist from RSU 

Chairman 

Secretary 

Member 

Member 

Member 

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10th  April 2015 in the office of Director Schools Education 

Larkana Region, Larkana, where the above mentioned complainants participated through their 

authorized representatives. 

1 t.t %bowing the 11.11Iti• of \(ernb,:r.s. of  ,04,:r1.11:1! 	 : 	 :11, 

incetins regard sit gric%aafic.-.44 contraetos:... ill' 	-,its.1111‘ in the 1.. heflPea. 	.1) s : 

for Synth of In - Class Materical. I tbnan I thoratory am; .1.1:10 	I .• 	 ' 

Sretlf le lititiget 2015-IS held an 111,04.2015. at 101111 A \I in the committee 1:00n. 0! r. 

Liu. attars °Primary) LITLIILI 	ArkAila 

Sr.Nn. \ ante of Participant 	IX-Agitation Contact W. 	 Signature 

01 
A 11 a) 04 Ottflaky  stiftiVi  obS  t;crt 

NtiliftktiAts. 	Jk .  A .0,44k- 0)3X-1C  0-3 II Z,a44r 

u..113 aha  Mgt;  Asa: Dirtyi  ."33,01 57 it  

Pecv&sa. 	-44410 	;14,4./tuiantitZ.,)  0200 tutbSot 
4 491-wu- cill;Ar Rte bad r3c  34191442-  

0 
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Brief Facts of the Tendering Process: 

1) Tenders were invited by the District Education Officers Primary (DEOPs) of Larkana, 

Kambar, Shikarpur. Kashmore and Jacobabad for utilization of School Specific Budget 

2014-2015. 

2) The Bid Documents were for each item object code prepared by the Reform Support Unit 

Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh. Karachi. Such Bid Documents 

were issued by the DEOs of the concerned Districts to the interested bidding firms upon 

submission of tender fee. 

3) The Evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid Documents, and the interested bidding 

firms were required to submit their Technical Proposals in accordance with the Bid 

Evaluation Criteria (as mentioned in the bid Document) which is reproduced bellow: 

Evaluation Criteria For School SoeCific Budget 2014-1S 
The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis offollowing parameters: 

Sill Evaluation Parameters Total 
Marks Brief Company/Firm /Individual Information 

Required Field Marks 

I 

• No of Years in Business 10 

45 

02 marks for each year in business 
(Mar 10) 

• Annual Turnover in Millions IS 0.75 marks per million turnover (Max 
/5) 

• NTN Registration Certificate 10 10 marks if firm has NTN Certificate 
• Saks Tax Registration
Certificate 10  

10 marks iffirm is registered with 
sales tax department 

2 
Technical Proposal 
• Specifications & Brochures 10 10 

10 marks lithe bidder provides 
complete details and specifications of 
items to be suppliedfrr which he 
want to quote. 

3 

Financial Capabilities 

25 

Income Tar Annual Returns of 5 
Years 10 02 marks on production of each year 

Tar paid Returns (Max 10) 
Audited Financial Statements of 
S years 5 01 marks on production of Financial 

Statement Report (Mar 5) 
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of
last /0 Months 

jo  1 marks on production of each month 
record (Max 101 

S Relevant Field Experience 20 20 
04 marks for each similar complexity 
assignment (documented proof) Mar 
5 assignment 

Note. 
Firm must get 70% marks in Technical Evaluation for qualifying as per above mentioned criteria 



O Me procurement Committee was notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy 

Department vide notification NO. SO(G-III)/SSB/FW-01/2012 dated: 3rd December 2014 to 

conduct evaluation of the Technical Proposals of the Bidding firms and prepare a Bid 

Evaluation Report. 

5) In the light of the Bid Evaluation Criteria, the Procurement Committee prepared reports. 

issued letter to those who did not qualify in their Technical Proposals. 

6) The Complainants being aggrieved with the decision of Procurement Committee submitted 

their grievances in the light of Rule # 31 of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended up to 2013). 

7) The Complainants were invited to present their grievances personally in writing and 

verbally, before the Complaint Redressal Committee Members on 10th  April at 10 am in the 

office of Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region, Larkana. 

8) All three Complainants i.e. M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi through its representative 

Mr. Abdul Rauf Khan, M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi through its representative 

Syed Nabeel Hussain Zaidi and M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's through its 

representative Mr. Umar Salah participated in the proceedings of CRC ON 10114  April 2015. 

9) The representatives of all three complaints were personally heard by the members of CRC. 

The complainants also submitted their pare-wise grievances in writing on the Bid Evaluation 

Reports. 

10) The Bid Evaluation Report as prepared by the Procurement Committee is reproduced for 

each of the complainant on next page. 



PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE'S BER IS REPRODUCED 
• 

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluatio Conrittee 
Kasltmore 

for the bidder M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY   

S 0 Evaluation Criteria .1 Marks 
Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Pmcumbent Committee from 

the Technical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. 
maths 

I 

# of years in Business 02 
marks for each year in 
business (Mar 10) 

INCOME TAX # 0901411-0 is registered at FBR w.e101-Jan-
1995. SALES TAX # 1200850800891 w.e.f27-Jul-1999. FBR's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap 
shot of FBR's site is cited bellow). Flowerer this firm is being 
in business since last 20 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

10 

Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million 
turnover (Max 15) 

Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender 
that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given (maximum 
up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided last year 
Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual Sales 
Turnover for the last year. thus it acquires Zero Marks. 

None 

NTN 10 marks iffum has NTN 
Certificate) 

This firm provided JUN Certificate # 0901411-0 however 
acquires 10 Marks. 

10 

GST Registration Certificate. 
10 marks affirm is registered 
with sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 
Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks. 

10 

2 

Tech Specifications 10 marks 
if thebidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which 
he want to quote. 

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the 
required items and is agreed to supply same specifications as 
mentioned in the Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus 
acquires 10 Marks 

 

10 

3 

Income Tar Annual Returns of 
5 Years. 02 marks on 
production of each year Tax 
paid Returns (Max 10) 

This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the 
year 2014 in all districts except Jacobabad. but has provided 
Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn't fall under 
the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria. 
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 
2014. Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES-
but has provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required 
in the Evaluation Criteria It is further noted from the Sales 
Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are "NULL -  and 
show ZERO TURNOVER during past 18 months. However 
acquired Marks: 8 marks for Four Years Annual Income Tax 
Returns. 4 marks for Four Years Audited Financial Statements. 
No marks as Sales Tax summaries are not provided 

8 

Audited Financial Statements 
of 5 years 01 marks on 
production of Financial 
Statement Report (Max 5) 

4 

Monthly Sales Tax Summaries 
of last 10 Months /marks on 
production of each month 
record (Max 10) 

None 

4 

Relevant Field Experience. 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment
(documented proof) Max S 
assignment 

It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should 
provide Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has not 
provided any supply order in 2012. 2013 & 2014 but provided 
some old supply orders of year 2003. 2004. 2005. 2007. 2008. 
2010 and 2011. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted. 
However acquires ZERO Marks 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, 52 
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id Evaluation Reports as prepared kr the Bid Evaluation Committee 
for District Jacobabad 

J ... ... bidder 	UNTOUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, 

le  0 
Evaluation Criteria & Marks 

Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Committee from 
the Technical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. 

Marks 

1 

# of wars in Business 02 marks 
for each year in business (Max 
10) 

This firm's INCOME TAX 10901384-9 is registered at FBR w.e.f 28- 
Jan-1995, SALES TAXI 1200701300146 w.e.f31-Jul-1999. FBR's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap shot 
of FBR's site is cited bellow). However this firm is being in business 
since last 20 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

10 

Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million turnover 
Max 15) 

It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover 
will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has 
provided last year Annual Income Tax Return which shows that 
Annual Sales Turnover of this firm for last year is approx. 11.456 
Million and the income Tax Paid by this firm  is 458,277 for last year. 
thus it acquires (11.45 x 0.75) 8.5 Marks. 

8.5 

NTN 10 marks affirm has NTN 
Certificate) 

This firm provided NTN Certificate # # 0901384-9 however acquires 
10 Marks. 

10 

GST Registration Certificate. 10 
marks iffirm is registered with
sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tar Registration Certificate vide 
Registration No. 1200701300146 However acquires 10 Marks. 

10  

2 

Tech Specifications 10 marks if 
the bidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which he 
want to quote. 

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required 
items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 
Schedule of Items in Bid Documents. thus acquires /0 Marks. 

/0 

3 

Income Tar Annual Returns of S 
Years. 02 marks on production 
of each year Tax paid Returns 
(Max 10) 

Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax Returns of last 5 
years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not provided Balance 
Sheet (Financial Statement) for the year 2014 and provided for the 
rest four years however acquires 4 marks. As required in Tender that 
the Bidding Firms should provide last 10 Months Sales Summaries 
(Apr-2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm provided Sales Tax Summaries 
only for the month of May, June & Oct-2014. This bidder has 
provided Sales Tax Returns which were not required. however 
acquires 03 marks. TOTAL 	17 Marks 

10 

Audited Financial Statements of 
5 )etas 01 marks on production 
of Financial Statement Report 
(Max 5) 

4 

Monthly Sales Tar Summaries of 
last 10 Months 1 marks on 
production of each month record 
(Max 10) 

3 

4 

Relevant Field Experience. 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 
assignment 

This firm has not provided any supply order of "Complex Assignment 
in 2014 and/or 2013 -  but provided "ordinary nature supply orders" 
of years 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 2005. Sales Tax 
Summaries are only provided for three months which also do not 
confirm that this firm has made sales of complex assignments during 
past 10 months 
The Bidder has attached one supply order of 2014 which is on the 
name of M/s Science and Computer Link Only one supply order for 
the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 365,160/- which is also of ordinary 
nature and cannot be considered at place of "complex assignment" 
however this firm does not qualify for the marks 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by Ws WS UNIQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, 65.5 



1 PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE'S BER IS REPRODUCED I 

Bid Evaluation Reports 
Districtor 	

K preparedortsash
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d  t i  byl teBit bl Evaluation Committee 

for the bidder M'S SALAH BROTHERS KB el I N  NUR   

tL"--  
S tt 

Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Committee from 
the Technical Proposal / ProfPle submitted by the Bidding Firm. 

arks 
Evaluation Criteria A Marks 

# of years in Business 02 
marks for each year in 
business (Max 10) 

This firm's hVCOME TAX a 1538892-1 is registered at FAR w.e.f 30-
Aprii-2003. SALES TAX it 0108940300137 w.ef23-Feb-2004. FBR's 
Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap shot 
of FBR's site is cited bellow) However this firm is being in business 
since last 11 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. 

10 

j 
Annual Turnover in Millions 
0.75 marks per million 
turnover (Max 15) 

h was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover 
will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has 
provided last year Annual Income Tax Return which shows that 
Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0.105 Million and the Income 
Tax Paid by this firm is Rs.4,200/- for last year, thus it acquires 0 
Marks 

None 

NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN 
Certificate)  

This firm provided NTN Certificate I 2153038-6 however acquires 10 

Marks. 

10  

GST Registration Certificate. 
10 marks if firm is registered
with sales tax department 

This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 
Registration No. 0108940300137 However acquires 10 Marks. 

10  

Tech Specifications 10 marks 
ifthe bidder provides complete 
details and specifications of 
items to be supplied for which 
he want to quote. 

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required 
items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 

Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 
/0 

2 

Income Tax Annual Returns of 
S Years. 02 marks on 
production of each year Tax 
paid Returns (Max 10) 

a) Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the year 2013 but 
has provided Acknowledgement which was not required in the 
evaluation criteria. Bidder has provided Annual Income Tax 
Returns for rest of the years Acquires 8 marks 

b) Bidder has provided Audited Financial Statements. Acquires 5 
marks 

c) The Bidder has not provided the required Document It ''SALES 
TAX SUMMARIES" but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
which were not required in the Evaluation Criteria, hence the 
provided documents cannot be accepted and no marks can be 
given for this. 

Total 13 marks acquired by the bidder 

8 

3 .5 

Audited Financial Statements 
of 5 years 01 marks on 
production of Financial 
Statement Report (Max 5) 

None 

Monthly Sales Tar Summaries 
of last 10 Months 1 marks on 
production of each month 
record (Max 10) 

4 

Relevant Field Experience. 04 
marks for each similar 
complexity assignment 
(documented proof) Max 5 
assignment 

Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of complex nature 
but has produced supply orders of ordinary nature, which cannot 
meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as mentioned in the bid 
document. But the procurement committee under special 
consideration special consideration accepted two projects as 
mentioned in the table above for the year 2013 however 8 marks are 
given but no marks for rest older ordinary nature supply orders. 

None 

Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's 53 



/ C 	 e complaint letters, pare-wise grievances, authority letters of representatives and other 
correspondence / letters are annexed at the end of this document. 

12) The CRC members examined pare-wise grievances and contents of Bid Evaluation Report for each 
of the Complainant separately and re-visited the profiles / Technical proposals of each complainant 
in detail. After conducting detailed scrutiny in the light of pare-wise grievances raised by each of the 
complainant the CRC prepared findings & decissions for each of the complainant as under:- 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in 
the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given 
(maximum up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided 
last year Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual 
Sales Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	Your tender document evaluation criteria 
did not demanded such documents. your objection is not valid as it 
was evaluated with different criteria (not asked in tender) your 
assessment is based on other suppliers, you have qualified, that's 
why it is conflicting with your tender document which is 
discriminatory 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	The turnover can only be 
assessed from the :official documents:  such as Annual Income 
Tax Return and/or Monthly Sales Tax Summaries. However 
assessment of annual turnover was rightly calculated by the 
Procurement Committee from Last year's Annual Income Tax 
Return. The official documents were required in the Bid Evaluation 
Criteria. 

CRC Decision for this pare 	However the grievance for this pare has no legal weight. 
Thus the CRC endorses the decision of Procurement Committee. 

Financial Capabilities: 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax 
Return for the year 2014 in all districts (except Jacobabad), but has 
provided Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn't fall 
under the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria. 
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 2014. 
Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but has 
provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required in the 
Evaluation Criteria. It is further noted from the Sales Tax Returns 
(from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are "NULL" and show ZERO 
TURNOVER during past 18 months. However it acquired Marks: 8 
marks for Four Years Annual Income Tax Returns, 4 marks for 

Faiz Scientific Company Karachi 



• 
four Years Audited Financial Statements. No marks. as Sales Tax 
summaries are not provided. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We have submitted documents as per your 
tender evaluation criteria 
(1) Income Tax annual return of 5 years 
(2) Audited Financial Statement of 5 years 
(3) Monthly Sale Tax Summaries of last 10 months 
(we are eligible for all marks in total) 25 marks 

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: 	The CRC examined Profile 
of M/s Faiz Scientific Company and found that it has not provided 
Annual Income Tax Returns for the period from 2010 to 2014 but it 
has provided from 2009 to 2013 and so also for Audited Financial 
Statements. The Bidder has also not provided the required Sales 
Tax Summaries but instead of that it has provided Sales Tax 
Returns. 

CRC Decision for this para: 	However the grievance for this para has no legal grounds 
and weight, thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement 
Committee. 

It de% a t Field I perienee : Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Recision of Bid I valuation Committee: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder 
should provide Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. This firm has 
not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided 
some old supply orders of years 2003. 2004. 2005, 2007, 2008. 
2010 and 2011. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted. 
However acquires ZERO Marks. 

feat of the Grievance of Bidder In verbatim: 	Your objection is conflicting with your 
tender document's evaluation criteria. There was never mentioned 
consecutive year. Please give us from where you have got this word 
in tender documents. We have submitted the required work orders 
and eligible to get full marks (20). This seems that some other 
suppliers submitted criteria. 

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: 	This para was read with 
pans 3 "Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. It was found from the 
available record/profile of the bidder that this bidding firm instead 
of providing Sales Tax Summaries provided Sales Tax Returns for 
last 18 months (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) and all these Returns 
have are carrying Zero Turnover in last 18 months, however it 
confirm that this firm has made ZERO TURNOVER during past 
eighteen months. 



,  CRC Decision for this pare: 	However the grievance for this pare is unjustified and 
groundless. Hence the CRC endorses decision of Procurement 
Committee. 

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi: Alter hearing 
complainant's verbal and written grjeyances. the CRC examined complainant' theregirclkine the 
complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders. the CRC members were not convinced with 
thecomplainant'sevanes Jug)w v r CRC unanimous. endorses the decision of Procurement  
Committee. Thus M/s Faiz Scientific Company stands as disqualified. 

M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual 
Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of this 
firm for last year is approx. 11.456 Million and the Income Tax 
Paid by this firm is 458,277 for last year, thus it acquires (11.45 x 
0.75) 8.5 Marks.. 

Test of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We have submitted 3 years Financial 
Statements which shows us eligible for full marks 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	The turnover can only be 
considered for last year, as the evaluation criteria! at pare No. 3 
required "Sales Tax Summaries" for last 10 months, because the 
Sales Tax Summary is the authentic document to evaluate relevant 
field experience, supported by purchase orders. 

CRC Decision for this pant: 	The grievances submitted by the bidder for summing up last 
three years amount cannot be permitted, however the CRC endorses 
decision of Procurement Committee. 

Financial Capabilities: 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax 
Returns of last 5 years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not 
provided Balance Sheet (Financial Statement) for the year 2014 and 
provided for the rest four years however acquires 4 marks. As 
required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should provide last 10 
Months Sales Summaries (Apr-2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm 
provided Sales Tax Summaries only for the month of May, June & 
Oct-2014. This bidder has provided Sales Tax Returns which were 
not required. however acquires 03 marks. TOTAL 	17 Marks 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	We had submitted all sales tax summaries 
as per your tender evaluation criteria. Your criteria did not 
mentioned for non-acceptance of zero balance sales tax returns with 



zero turnover can be submitted as your evaluation criteria did not 
specified in the same. 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	The CRC examined Profile 
of M/s Unique Supplies Company and did not found Sales Tax 
Summaries as claimed by the complainant. Only' three months Sales 
Tax Summaries were available in their profile. The Procurement 
Committee has already given them 03 marks. 

CRC Decision for this pars: 	However the grievance of complainant for this para were 
not justified and groundless. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

Relevant Field Experience : Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: This firm has not provided any supply order of 
"Complex Assignment in 2014 and/or 2013" but provided "ordinary 
nature supply orders" of years 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 
2005. Sales Tax Summaries arc only provided for three months 
which also do not confirm that this firm has made sales of complex 
assignments during past 10 months 

The Bidder has attached one supply order of 2014 which is on the 
name of M/s Science and Computer Link. Only one supply order for 
the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 365,I60/- which is also of ordinary 
nature and cannot be considered at place of "complex assignment" 
however this firm does not qualify for the marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	Your Tender Evaluation Criteria never 
specified the requirement of last year work orders. Therefore our 
submitted work orders should be accepted. The relevant Field 
Experience consider for previous background of the company. That 
is why we have submitted five years work orders. 

CRC Proceedings for this pare for the point of contention: 	This pain was read with 
para 3 "Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. 

CRC Decision for this pars: 	However the complainant's grievance that there was not 
specified in the evaluation criteria for last years work ordcr. is un-
justified and unsubstantiated. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

CRC Decision on the grievances flied by M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi; After hearing 
complainant's verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined complainant' the record which the 
complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders, the CRC members were not convinced with 
the complainant's grievances and however CRC unanimously_endorses the decision of Procurement 
Committee. Thus M/s Unique Sullies Company stands as disqualified. 



s Salah Brothers Khan-our Mir's 

Turnover : 	 Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Max 15) 

Decision of Bid Elimination Committee: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per 
million turnover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This 
Bidding Finn has provided last year Annual Income Tax Return 
which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0.105 
Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is Rs.4,200/- for last 
year. thus it acquires 0 Marks. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	It is nowhere written in the evaluation 
criteria for School Specific Budget 2014-15 that Annual Turnover 
will be checked from Income Tax Annual Return. And nowhere it is 
written that only the last year Annual Income Tax Return will be 
checked. Moreover, the word Annual means Yearly and it does 
mean any particular of specific year. Since you have required the 5 
years Annual Income Tax Return as mentioned in the evaluation 
criteria (Financial capabilities) therefore my 5 years Annual Income 
Tax return should be checked. You can only check my annual 
turnover from the Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank 
Statement. The details of the 5 years annual Income Tax return is 
elven bellow: 

YEAR Annual Income 
Tax Paid 

Annual Sales 
Turnover in 

Millions 

Marks 0.75 per 
Million 

2014 4200 0.105 0 
2013 29752 0.850 0 
2012 253792 7.25 5.25 
2011 79741 2.27 1.5 
2010 319910 9.44 6.75 

Total marks 13.5 

CRC Proceedings for thus pant for the point of contention: 	The turnover can only be 
assessed from last year, because it was clearly mentioned at pare 
No. 3 of the Evaluation Criteria that bidder should submit last 10 
months Sales Tax Summaries because Sales Tax Summaries are the 
authentic documents to evaluated turnover which should match with 
the declarations on Annual Income Tax return. The Bidders Sales 
Tax Summaries were not found in its profile, but there were 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS which even were carrying zero value in 
turnover. However the bidders has further submitted to evaluate his 
turn over from Bank Statement or Bank Certificate. This can also 
not be considered as both the documents were required. 

CRC Decision for this pars 	However Bidder's grievance cannot be considered for 
summing several years together. Since Annual Income Tax Return 
and -Sales Tax Summaries-  are the authentic & Official documents. 
Thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement Committee. 



mancial Ca tabilities: 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the 
year 2013 but has provided Acknowledgement which was not 
required in the evaluation criteria. Bidder has provided Annual 
Income Tax Returns for rest of the years Acquires 8 marks. Bidder 
has provided Audited Financial Statements. Acquires 5 marks The 
Bidder has not provided the required Document i.c. "SALES TAX 
SUMMARIES" but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
which were not required in the Evaluation Criteria, hence the 
provided documents cannot be accepted and no marks can be given 
for this. Total 13 marks acquired by the bidder 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	I) 	Annual Income Tax Returns: I was 
awarded 8 marks out of 10. I have not attached acknowledgement 
for the year 2013 in the company profile but I have attached the 
annual income tax return 2013. Therefore I would request you to 
proper check it and award 10 marks. 
2) 	Monthly Sales Tax Summaries: I would request you to 
please recheck my profile properly. I have attached the Sales Tax 
Monthly Summaries and acknowledgement and sales tax monthly 
return. Moreover, this can also be confirmed from the ERR 
Islamabad. Therefore, I should be awarded 10 marks. 

UR(' Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention 	The CRC re-examined 
Profile of M/s Salah Brothers which was submitted by the bidder on 
the tender opening day and did not found the documents as claimed 
by the complainant in his grievances. 

('RC Decision for this pant: 	However the grievances of complainant for this para are not 
justified and are groundless, thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

Relevant Field Experience:  Documented proof for 5 complex assignments was required. 

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of 
complex nature but has produced supply orders of ordinary nature. 
which cannot meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as 
mentioned in the bid document. But the procurement committee 
under special consideration accepted two projects as mentioned in 
the table for the year 2013 however 8 marks are given but no marks 
for rest older ordinary nature supply orders.. 

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 	It is nowhere mentioned in the Bid 
evaluation criteria that only the last 3 years projects are acceptable. 
I have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant Field 
Experience and this is reasons that I was awarded 10 marks out of 
10 for business experience. Moreover, I have been awarded 8 marks 
out of 20 for the relevant field experience which is total injustice. 



• Therefore, you are requested to reconsider my older similar type 
projects in the light of the 10 years works orders of the Relevant 
Field Experience and award me 20 marks. 

CRC Proceedings for this pars for the point of contention: 	This pare was read with 
pars 3 -Sales Tax Summaries" because the Sales Tax Summary is 
the authentic document to evaluate relevant field experience of the 
bidder supported by Purchase orders. Procurement Committee has 
awarded 8 marks under special consideration for the year 2013.The 
CRC is not agree for awarding 8 marks under Special Consideration 
for the year 2013, because special consideration indicates 
favoritism. 

CRC Decision for this pare 	The grievance of complainant that it was nowhere specified 
in the evaluation criteria that the evaluation of relevant field 
experience will be carried from last year's work orders. is un-
justified and groundless. Thus the CRC endorses decision of 
Procurement Committee. 

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Salah Brothers Khairnur Mir's: After hearing 
complainant's verbal and ssritten grievances, the CRC examined complainant' the record which the 
complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders. the  CRC members were not convinced with 
the complainant's grievances and however CRC unanimous y endorses the decision of Procurement 
Committee. Thus M/s Salah Brothers Khairour Mir's stands as diS01talifiet 

4 Pervez 4WTunlo 
Procurement Specialist. 
Reform Support Unit. 

(Member CRC) 
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A.A.O. Larkana 
Representative from Accountant 
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Directorate of Schools Education 
(Primary) Larkana Region. 

(Secretary of CRC) 
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The Director Schardr, Education (Primary) 

Larkana Region, Sindh, tarkana. 

Fair 

—3 
 IIHfa 

11: -FSCA, FA. sc,ENTIFIC COMPANY I 

SUbjet I 7 

Sir, 

trlhatitaelIE 

this is in reference to your Tenders S.S8 (Schools Specific Budget 2014451 for larkane Region, we hay 

authorised our Group Director Operations tar. Abdul Rau( Khan to attend the Itedressal Meeting 
a 

opportunity to present Our point of views. 

Your office on behalf of 	 t our company. you are 
 kindly requested to accept him arid provide 

hire 

YOU, 
kind support and cooperation will be highly obliged. 

Thank you. 

Very Sincerely 

ADORMSS: 1st floor 0-28, 0 Market wain sholitch...palsat PLC ELS aka-4 
Karachi. PRONE 021.343110500 E-MAIL: adrnmetaaycwintific.tom WEB: irwwicur 



EDUCA1 1C1NaNIARY) LARKANA  REGION LARKANA 

Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting 

Held on 10
th  A ril 

For hearing of grievances filed by 

M/s Fait Scientific Company, Karachi. 

Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District tartans, Kambar-Shandadkot, 

Shikarpur, 
Kashmore @ Kandhkot and Jacobabad, for the tenders published for utilization of 

School Specific Budget 2014-15 of In-class Material, Stationary items and Laboratory / Library 

material. 

Following person represented 
M/s Faiz Scientific Company participated on behalf 

of his company. 

Acknowledgement of Representative 

the undersigned am authorized representative of M/s Fait Scientific Company 

Karachi and I am participating in the meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of 

Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi. 

Signature 

Non: __Ara _ar 

Surname 

CNIC No. 	
,‘.  

I Pftenalutip alcumploree Itainalsh nwapt had to yr Ara 2111. ow as Mee J Mow.. 	 ,itanonl LiAma *Sc. 
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ARKANA. 
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Dated: April 10, 2015 

M/s raiz Scientific Company, 
Karachi. 

SUBJECT:- 4CCISI0N OF COMPLAINT REDERSAL COMMITTEE ON THE TENDERS FOLATED UNDER 
55B-2014-15 
your letter No.FSC.00/200315/624, 70ffi  march 7015,and No.FSC-00/310315/547, 31.03-2015 

The Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region Larkana, has received your 
grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar-Shandadkot, 

	

Shikarpur, Kashmore 	Kandhkot and Jacobabad, for the tenders published for utilization of 
School Specific Budget 2014-15 of In-class Material, Stationary items and Laboratory / Library 
material. Your written grievance applications are available on record. 

The contention you have stated in your written applications is reproduced as 
under in verbatim:- 

This evaluation was totally itiose4, gmpalt and uniuStified as our company it the 
most deserving, experienced and wafted bidder in the competition, whose profile 
accepted by all other districts of Sindh as well os Govt Departments of Sindh. We do 
not accept your decision of challenge It for Redressal as per SPPRA rule C 31. We will 

	

int our 	of view in front of  Redress°, committee. 

Since you have not specified / highlighted in your written application about the 
parawise grievances on the Bid Evaluation Report, but you have requested that your 
representative will represent your point of view in front of CRC. 

You are therefore given this opportunity to submit parawise grievances on the 
attached Bid Evaluation Report so that the Complaint Redressal Committee can address your 
grievances as per rules. 

Director Schools Eduction (Primary) 
Larkana Region, Larkana. 

Rece:ved letter • 3 page, of B41-4.1-page-OrMemon-Erif 	se 

Signature 	rr  
_ 	Cetr 

7/71t6" 	 VC  X7/0 ri  
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0 	• 

COMPANY. 

01111.erf  Ur Years in Business 2 Marks For Each Year In Business IMax 10):  You' purrs tucorar 

-As s 0901411-0 rs registered at FOR w.e.f 01-xon-1995, SALES TAX • noossomaxvi w • f 27-Poe 1999. 

FART verification was done from its Online Verification System (strop shot of Priest tap it cited bellow) 

However (h4 firm k being in business since Int 20 years thus It acquire 10 Marks. 

Please explain your grievance on this paragraph; 

2) Annual Turnover In Millions 0.75 marks per million turnover (Max lilt Lost yews turnover via> 

required to be assessed from the officio? documents such as last year's annual ;name tax return and Soles 

Tax WM1110IftS. Your Firm hod neither provided last year Annual Income Toy Return not Soles Tax 

Summaries to assess your turnover. On the other hand you have provided Soles Tax Returns for last 18 

Inghteen) months. where you hove declared 2Pro soles. On the Oasis of your ofbuni documents your 

declared turnover is nothing. however rat/ acquired Zero Marks. 

Please explain your grievance on this paragraph; 

/int 7 ; frir:_derAd ,  71-  

/ 241 7/.0e, 	 ;Pt 01 47  

06n/real /5 nal Vd/j 

isn ri  497e-  74  
Yo, 	neerStifeele—/ 

tam/  el; 42.i? frir 

teM 'yr z 

/7-ir:14,1; 
41/Steferinj  

Frs.  

04.4 	Cael 01 a elk/ 

ppe/ catbrAt  

saw 	 4 ve 

z, 0- 

3) PEN Registration Certificate (10 marks if firm has P1TN Certificate); rrirrr firm provided NTN 

rertf.rare vide Reg. ir 0901411 0 however you acquired 10 Markt 

Please explain your grievance on this LiaratraOh: 

I
ewnesaar atomplaw %Aar/ taanealot. bead ea It Arta 	t 	.low y. thoh 1.4s.ra:u 1111 	atm. ker.. 

I 



/Or 

A-c't\  

Snits Tax Registration Certificate (10 merits if firm Is registered with Sales Tax Department): 

Your Pm provided Saks Tax Registration Certificate vide Registration No. 1200850800891 HOWeVer you 

0:0W1fd 10 Marks .  

Please explain your enevance On this paragraph: 

5) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures)-. This firm has provided Specifications and 8rochwm 

for the required items and is agreed ro supply same specOrotions os mentioned in the Schedule of Items in 

Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks. 

Please explain your grievance on this paragraph. 

erX, 
6) Financial Capabilities- In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were slaked to provide (a) 5 years 

Annual Income Tax Returns 2 marks for each return (max 10 marks), (b) 5 Years Audited 

Financial Statement 01 marks on production of Financial Statement (max S marks) (c) Last 10 

months Sales Tax Summaries, 01 mark on production of each months record (max 10 mans) 

Your Arm hod noi prowled Income ram Return for the year 2014 (except Jocobabodt Financial Stottmem 

for the yeor 2014 was not provided. Sales Tox Summaries (Domestic Sales) were also not provided by your 

firm but instead of the SO1e1 Tax Summaries you provided Saks Tax Return).  which WWI' not required 
Following rs the short summory of your provided documents 

marks. 
a) Your Firm has provided income Tax Return Jar the year 2009 which doesn't fall under the required 

Period as mentioned In the kvaloaDOn °Rena. Five Karl means the consecutive five year, (2014, 

2013. 2012, 2011 and 2010f. five non 'doesn't mean any five years" 

b) R is further noted from the Sates Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec 2014) which ore provided by the 

Bidder ore WIR' and show ZERO TURNOVER during pestle months. 

However your firm acquired medal for Financial Capabilities: (1) 2s4 8 moths for providing Four Years 

Annual Income Tax Returns. 114 n 04 marks for providing of row Years financialSterfement.t. And no 

marks os you did not provided Soles Tot Summaries. Thus your firm acquired 12 arks for financial 

Pneways 4Cangiaa Raised Las lithe ON It Ma 2013 is the an to as. %M0.1. Maw.. in,..t  Loral tie... 

WAR annual income nu Returns of Was 
Wets strewin2 my, paid es under 

Asseliewinnisackylkoteateerserfs 
Yaws Masi, Coon:ores under 

Monthly Saks Tea SUMIftellfel Of 
last 10 Wrath,  

2024 Not proseded Not pmioded This firm has our provided Ihr 
"SALE TAX SlIMARIEr 
presided Saks Ta

M
r ft-TURNS

but nu. 
 

wino mnal not moundm me 
i.v06/040/104~,11111Ce of ran 
not' 	otafpfre Howevtv Co/v 

IOU 40443000 211,0911,11900 
2012 1961 116.00 Isact 	taco  
2022 112469/00 

2010 ntsitoo agja41:5:0: 



flaweXwes in four districts tenetst locobobad, where your provided Income Tar Return for the year 2014 

ass ocq.nred 14 molts for Mcobabod 

;lease explain Your grievance on thliparagraph: 

0(41( CgISfirea. 174/  141.410.r/1 -. Afr eltrige 

171.  e 4%13 ;IL... 45-114,./ 'a% • 
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A7 •  a Pan,  

ft 

este ef.„1/  

f< /402 act,  c/7.40-1-,f 

7) Relevant Field Experience 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment (documented 

proof) Max S assignment (max 20 marks): YOU( firm hod not provided any Documentary orauf (Supply 

Orders, few the consecubw yaws 2014, 2013 & 2012, but you provided some old supply orders for the 

years 1001, 2004, 7005, 2007, 2004, 2010 and 2011. The provided supply orders ore not of Inc 'Complex 

Assignments" but these err the "ordinary assignment's however Such old supply orders and ordinary 

assignments cannot be oceepted. Thus your firm acquired no Marks. 

Please explain your grietance on this paragraph;  

7aire d 47A,- 

fl • e vs., ....etc et 	--I err itie> .  

4e0 ›ye71.6/7 csi I fry-, e 

WAG 2)1d•eae 7tireet$17,— Ca4v.t.0 	 *Aril . Adett  
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R/7/2,-,/ aisg/MI 4/704"eit 	
Continued to next page 
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Ws Memon Enterprises who was one of the participant in the Karnbar District has send a letter 
Which is self explanatory and is quoted as under:- 

fere at m ann. pat And omfatter tawath the miaow al M/s Aol Saint* rinmpuny b Maar.. It Latta, Ara:avant: 
Astanwthatt of Valhi ate to is  tabhavantow u. (046er GO3e arta nit (cane of efeCiree ifPOrt eq Sao* falatourn A hirtacv 
Dapartment) we attached htvenith Stint mom Weft pvtacand / hoary, on SP1MA way& awl ton Or 00Wel4,0600.  non Mt no 

hetailakuunculaw olitaiwiminunt ohlalanotith.5rantie-idni nvnetir &?2,1Cetenbc:17 Their 'tikes can too A% 
storthro and towegoodel from Sokol no Aar'( The (veto:ion Parry tutoring /Mt/win attar 

Please explain your point of view on the letter submitted by M/s Memo', Enterprises: 

j 4• It• ti/Oitt P, eta (7)IX 04:57S-CPC7-1, 

(.1470 FR.fi 4-740.4 inAtartienr  

0/PM. 	gretoeselir `714:0-  Lie 441-7712/7/e,./.4-A 

49c(ic esiti 	/74.90AA 	-97249—fP 

poa 	ac/'/ (734  /7 	4,oeve2-4,uti . ,4zyp 
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A 	et ak 	.>rikerd Ziervw 	 of-140 

Lect.9?eirps 4Yer 'es-1'f_a.go,co 0,477-0>cr-t7  a -cr. 

	

Signature 	 Name 	 CNIC Number. 
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Sot wri „ 

To. 

M/s fate Sctritititc Con mare/ 

Mo t, it .• I ..ii i 

SUBJECT* Account Maintenance Certificate 

flip, r. tie onto!? I ha I Mr. Uhl,- trnam Rirvi. bra, to: ( IL:($ Ingot id .irccIr• 
rnaat among following At rryont with slip hat 11, 	coir  111,10,,eum  

Silo. 

1. 

Account Title 

01071815580 	M/s. Fair Scientific Company 

Account 

Turnover since 

01/01/7017 tat 

date 
Debit: 92.641 M 
Credit: 92.696 M 

Account 

Nu m bve 

hi• condor of this accounts) as to our satisfaction,  

ROM regards, 

AuthoroCKI Signature 	 Auth&lzed signature 

r• 	 t.• I 
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Show Room D 28, D Market Main Shahrah-e-Faisal, P.E.C.H.S Block-6 Karachi. 

Tel:021-34380300, Email: info@usco.com.pk,  Website:www.usto.com.pk 

ern* .-ernehf -f 4111.47 

UNIDUE  us PPLIES 
COMPANY 

Scientific  Equipment, Material, Furniture & General Order Suppliers 
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001 EDUCATION (PRIMARY) I ARKANA REGION LARKANA 

Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting 

Held on 10th  April 

For hearing of grievances filed by 

m/s Unique Supplies Company, Karachi. 

Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar, Shikarpur, Kashmore and 
lacobabad, for the tenders published for utilization of School Specific Budget of in-class 

Material, Stationary items and Laboratory / Library material 

following person represented M/s Unique Supplies Company participated on behalf of his 

company. 

Acknowledgement of ReoreSentative 

I, the undersigned an authorized representative of M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi and I 
an participating in the meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of Unique 

Supplies Company, Karachi .  

Signature: 

Name: 

Surname 

CNIC No. 

/iMed Icee—Sc &VP/ ZA4 
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ED CATION PRIMARY RKANA REGION LARKANA. 
Dated: April 10'h  , 2015 

 

Of 

 

 

1 309 

MIS Unique Supplies Company, 
Karachi. 

DECISION Of COMPLAINT REDERSAL COMMITTEE ON TFLE TENDERS FOLATED UNDER 

SSA-2014.15 
your Fetter No.USC.-IND-1H465/2014-15  dated 31- 3 2015. 

The Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Region Larkana. has received your 

grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District lacobabad, for the tenders published for 

utilization of School Specific Budget of In-class Material, Stationary items and Laboratory / 

Library material. Your written grievance applications are available on record. 

You have stated in your written applications as under: 

Your office ho> rep-ried us that to non-confirrnotive of EvOkmlion Criteria in your bid 

document. We hove checked of! our documents and found eligible for your criteria. 

We feet that our Company has been discnminoted by your evaluation CnninIltree. 

We would like to request for redressof os per SPPRA Rule a 3t old expect your office 

will provide us change to clarify our point of view., 

Since you did not specified / highlighted in your written application about the 

parawise grievances on the Bid Evaluation Report, but you have requested that a chance should 

be provided to you. 

You are therefore given this chance to submit parawise grievances on the 

attached Bid Evaluation Report so that the Complaint Redressai Committee can address your 

grievances. 

'— 
Director Schools Eduction (Primary) 

Larkana Region, Larkana. 

Received letter + 3 pages of HER 

Signature 

Name 

CHIC 

Date: 

6. Al46c.L1 MasAin  
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Company. 

of Years in Business 2 Marks for each year in business (max 10): Your Mot's INCOME TAX 

• 118181VM-9 a registered at FM w.e.1 78-1cm-1995, SALES TAX 4 2700701300146 w P.! 31-1u11990. FBR's 

fitslIcotoon was done Parr its 011101( Vet, ficatron System. However your firm oalottatl 10  Marks- 

- ---lain Your grievance on t this a ra 

2/ Annual Turn over in Millions, 0.75 Marks per million turnover (max IS): ton years turnover svos 

requested to assessed from the of ficial documents such as last year's °stool worse fox tenor oral Wes 

OW Surorrporiet Your firm provided lost yea' Annul:ft Income Tor Return which shows that Annual Soles 

Turnover of your firm is oppose. 11456 Minton and the Income Tax Paid by your firm is 458.277 lost 

year, thus you lion acquired (11.45 x 0.7518.5 Moth. 

I r 	 er413' I dzirgsisriSi amp,. 	ta rrialr-r-it re .  sc.) c..p Irtetrigja_ul 

114111 0,EToRN or P.COML PILE 0 VOLUM I AML T POO COMPLETE TWA 

1.Ieg4A I•INA N10.4.1.4.11111.) ...C. • " 
.1 • I 

:•-• ■ 

I 111111i Jill,  III !buil 

C • •Of 	 A •," 11 

Please explain your grievance op this paragraph: 

ilk /ALM Sainutti  3 Y Avi/c  Anen,e stam.,  
/Jed tifolkiS 	/A F ofoh  

3) NT N Registration Certificate: your firm provided NTN Certificate vide Reg. No. 0901384.9 however vow 

turn acqurres 10 Marc.  

Please explain VOW Rrievance on this paragraph:  

k 

1 
pft.jenlegy of gegen,.M1ul,.ea Lompoper, I.,IJ a1CiAri Inn in LIc ottXt el 1Pcon. Cesoc4s 	Pone Mm• 



Taw Registration Certificate: Your firm provided Sales Tar Hegistration Cr/Orate vide 

Mtennovon No. 1200701300146 However acquired Marla 

Rinse explain your grieYanCe On this paragraph'  

C 

9) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures) Your firm has provided SpecificaliOns and Brochurn 

for the required items and as agreed to supply same specaficattons as mentioned in the Schedule of Items in 

94 iTaricurrents, thus acaufa es 10 marks. 

Please explain your grievance on this Paragraph:  

ok 

6) Financial Capabilities' In the Evaluation Criteria bidden were asked to provide (a) 5 years 

Annual Income Tax ReturnS 2 marks for each return (max 10 marks), (13) 5 Tears Audited 

F inancial Statement 01 Tilt on production of Financial Statement (max S marks) (c) Last 10 

months Sales Tax Summaries, 01 mark on production at each months record (max 10 marks). 

Your firm had nor provided Financial Statement for the year 2014 Sole% tax Surnmone> (Domestic Sales) 

far !ost 10 month mean ( Apnl 2014 to Jan 2015) were required but your firm provided only for the month 

of May, June and October 2014 only. You haw attached un-requircd documents e.g. Soles Tar Return,  

which were not required in the evaluation criteria. Following is the }Met summary of your provided 

documents 

YEAR 

Annual income Tax 
Returns of last S flan 

showing tax paid as under 

Audited Financial Statements 

of S Years Showing Capital as 
under 

Monthly Sales Tax 
Summaries of last 10 

months 

2014 458,277.00 Not provided Last 10 Months Sales 
Summaries were required in 

2013 88,040.00 26,644,551.00 the Bid Document i.e. 

2012 3,646,930.00 19,682,308.00 means (Apr-14 to Jan-IS) 

2011 3,861,490.00 11 421,842.00 This firm has provided for 
Sales Tax Summaries Mt the 

2010 335,221.00 5,922,302.00 month of May, June & Oct- 

2014. 

a) As required in ?enact that the Bidding AIMS should provide last 20 Months Safes hurrunones 

(Ape-7014 to Jon-2015), but your firm has provided Soles rot Surnmones only for the month of 

Wye  June & Oct.2014 

b) It is further noted from the Safes tax Rearms' shot your firm declared ZtHO TURN OVER in most 

of the months further deads are given in the table on next par:- 

I PrOOMMIP nrCnala■" Lanai'l ,e^" ,• hckl on I 0.  &Ma An,  oils alr.41.)noCIM Wheal. TJababon iR WYNN) Latin. 'Urn. 



• 
This bidder has provided Soles Tax Returns which were not required. Details 

Sales Tax Summary Provided or not 
Month & Year 

Yes/No Sales Amount os Declared 

Jon-IS No N/A 

Dec-14 No N/A 
N/A Nov-td No 

 	Oct-14 Yes 683,371/- 

Sep-14 No N/A 

Aug-14 No N/A 

Jul-14 No N/A 

Jun-14  Yes 2,345,360/ 

May-14 Yes 462,034k 

Apr-14 No N/A 

Therefore your Pm acquired marks for Financial Capabilities: (1) 2 x 5 a. 10 Mork for providing 

five years Annual Income Tax Returns. 1x4 *4 marks for providing four years Financial 

Statements Ax lx 3 • 3 Marks for providing three months Soles Tax Summaries. Thus your firm 

acquired 17 marks for financial Copobilities. 

Please exolain your grievance on this Paragraph; 

AL,PeA r' 
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aliment Field Experience 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment (documented 

proof) Max 5 assignment (max 20 marks): rr was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should 

provide Maximum 5 "Complex" assignments. Your firm has not provided Documentary Proof (.Supply 

Orders) for the consecutive year 2014 and/or 2013" but provided "ordinary nature supply orders-  of yron 

2014 2011, 2009, 2008, 7006 and 2005. The provided Soles lox Summaries for three months also do 601 

confirm flat your firm ho> mode soles of complex assignments during post 10 months 

You have attached one supply order of 2014 which is on the name of Ws Science and Computer Link. Only 

one supply order for the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 365,160/- which is also of ordinary nature and 

cannot be constdered at ;him? of "complex utsignment-  however your firm does not acquired any marks 

for past years relevant enter reriCe. 

please explain your krievanCe on this paragraph: 

Yolpi 7;44 tiv, 
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Signature 	 Name 	 CNIC Number. 
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1 • DIRECTOR SCHOOL EDUCATION (PRIMARY) LARKANA REGION LARKANA 

Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting 

Held on 10th  April 

For hearing of grievances filed by 

M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's. 

Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District . Kashmore-Kancihkot and Jacobabad, for the 
tenders published for utilization of School Specific Budget of Stationary items and Laboratory/ 

Library material 

Following person represented M/s Salah Brothers participated on behalf of his company. 

Acknowledgement of Representative 

I, the undersigned am authorized representative of M/s Salah Brothers and I am participating in 

the meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of Salah Brothers. 

Signature: 

Name: 

Surname 

CNIC No. 

(6' 	file<  
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