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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE- KANDHKOT
NO.DEO(P) KK/- Kandhkot dated:-
>\% Y \S‘] N e

To,

Imran Razzak,

Deputy Director (Enf-1)

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-1)/0412/SPPRA/3-33(K@K) 14-15/8008 dated 28th April 2015
e

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 ie. 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.
(Mst Bhadija)
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




O OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE- KANDHKOT
NO.DEO(P) KK/- Kandhkot dated. - o=
20 Y \S ] \5

\

To,
Imran Razzak,
Deputy Director (Enf-1)
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-1)/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.Kivadija)
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
L‘]ated:%é_,

~ NO. DSE (PRY)/ oy%inﬁ
w

l'o,

1) M/s Faiz Sciemific'Company, Karachi
2) Mis Unique Supplies Company, Karachi
i) MUs 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 Lahb Library items
prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of | arkana 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
Fducation Larkana Region, Larkana, where vour authorized representatives presented the

Bricvances in writing to the members of CRC

l Alter hearing vour verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined the record and
conducting detailed scrutiny of your profile / Technical Proposals. The CRC members were not
convineced on your grievances. Therefore the CRC unamimously endorsed the decision of

Procurement Committee
Copy of detailed decision of CRC is enclosed herewith

A

DirectBt School Education (Primary)
’ (Larkana Region)

'.'Up'- o

I. P.S. Seeretary Education & Literacy Department, Government of Sindh, Karachi

<. Director A & F, Sindh Public Procurement Regulmtory Authority, Karachi,

3. The Distriet Education Officers of District Larkano, Kambar.Shahdad Kot, Jacobabad,
Shikarpur and Kashmore. Kandhkot
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Directorate of Schools Education (Primary) Larkana Reeion

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

COMPLAINANTS

. M/s Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi

2. M's Unigque Supplies Company, Karachi

ad

M/s Salah Brothers, Khairpur

*v/s

Bid Evaluation Reports prepared by Procurement Commiltees of § districts in Larkana Region

COMPLAINT U/R # 31 OF THE SPPRA RULES 2010
AMENDED UP TO 2013.

Ihe complainants mentioned above moved applications against the Bid Evaluation Repotts for
utilization of School Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary
itemns 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-INEDU/E&A/SSB/RSU/13-14 dated: 3™ December 2014 comprising of following five

Persans,

P L

Director Schools Education
(Primary) Larkana Region Larkana



Anwar Ali Khokhar
2) Gul Bahar Magsi

3) Mushtag Ali Shahani
4) M. Hassan Sollangi

5) Pervez Ali Tunio

Director Schools Eduction (Pritnary)
Assistunt Director DSE Primary

Rep. of Accountant General Sindh

AQ BISE Larkana Indpdnt Professional

Procurement Specialist from RSI

I'he CRC fixed date of hearing on 10 April 2015 in (

Chairman
Secretary
Member
Member

Member

1e office of Director Schools Fducation

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

authorized representatives

rticipani Destunabior
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Director Schools Education
(Primary) Larkana Rzqion Larkana
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Brief Facts of the Tendering Process:

1} Tenders were invited by the Distriet Education Officers Primary (DEOPs) of Larkana,
Kambar, Shikarpur, Kashmore and Jacobabad for utilization of School Specific Budget

2014-20158

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

submis=ion 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:

Evaluuation Criteria For School !
The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters:
| SeW_| Evaluation_Parameters Total
| Company £ Firm / lndividual Information | Marks Brivf
| Required Field Murks =S T e
I.:I a " T S o
* N of Years In Busiriesy | ] | _:_.-':!{::f::; fiir -" ach SO bwiness !
) 7S " wr (A
* Anreniidd Turmernver in Miflions 15 RT3 Marks por miltion turnover (Max
) = i e 1/ A S
* NTN Registration Certiflcate 10 10 marks if flrm hax NTN Certlficate
o - R oy s B Ll A i,
* Sadey Tax Registration 10 T mearks {f firm iy registored wirk
' | Certificate _| sales tux department i
10 marks i the hidder provida
; Technical Propusal . compiele details and specifications of
2 : o i : :
Spectfications & Brochures fremy 1o be suppiled for witich by
| - | want le quote
| Financlal Capabilities = N S =
Incveme Tay Arewual Riturms of § n 02 marky on production of each year
o (T i | 8D | | Tax patd Returns (Max 10) ="
3 duidited Financial Statemenis of : 23 0 marks an production of Financial
| & yuars —l | Statement Report (Max 5)
Monehly Saloy Tux Swmmarier of ' I mardy on production of eock month
fast 10 Months ! | record (Max 10) _ .
| 64 marks for each vimitar complexine |
5 Relevant Figld Experience 20 | M asvigrment {documentod prood) Moax
. = 3 asvignment
Nere:
Firm mast get 70% marks in Technical Evaluation for qualifying as per above mentioned criteria
P
| I —

Director Schools Education
(Primary) Larkana Region Larkana




4) The procurement Cominittee was notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy
Department vide notification NO. SO{G-HTYSSB/FW-01/2012 dated: 3rd December 2014 10
conduct evaluation of the Technical Proposals of the Bidding firms and prepare a Bid

Evaluation Report.

3) Inthe light of the Bid Evaluation Criteria, the Procurement Committee prepared reports,

issued letter 1o 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).

) The Complainants were inviled to present their gnevances personally in writing and
verbally, before the Complaint Redressal Commitiee Members on 10™ April at 10 wm 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 Raul Khan, M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi through its représentutive
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 10™ April 2015.

9) The representatives of all three complaints were personally heéard by the members of CRC.
The complainants also submitted their para-wise grievances in writing on the Bid Evaluation

| Reponts

10) The Bid Evaluation Report as prepared by the Procurement Committee is reproduced for
cach of the complainant on nexi page.

Director Schoals Education
(Primary) Larkana Reainn Larkana

—




PROCUREMENT _C‘DMMITTEE’S BER IS REPRODUCED

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee
JSor District Larkana, Kambar, Shikarpur, Kashmore and Jacobabad
for the bidder M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY,

Bid Evaluation Results as prepared b v Procumbent Commitiee Sfrom

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

- i - " 3 | L 5 | |
Evaluation Criteria & Marks | " the Technical Proposal/ Profile submisted by the Bidding Firm, | MOk
INCOME TAX # 09014110 is registered at FBR w.e.f 01]-Jan-
H of vedrs in Busiviess 02 1905, SALES TAX # 1200850800891 w.e £27-Jul-1999. FER's
marks for each vear in Ferification was done from its Online Verification System (snap ]
business (Max [0) shot of FBR s site is cited bellow), However this firm is being
in business since last 20 years thus it acquive 10 Marks i
Anmual Turn aver in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender
Arnuad Turnover in Millions that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given (mevimum
0. 75 marks per million up 1o 45 marks), This Bidding Firm hias NOT provided last vear | Nome
firnover (Max 135 Arrual Income Tax Retwrn for assessment of its Annual Sales
L | Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks,
NIN 10 marks if firm has NIN | This firm provided NTN Certificate # 090141 -0 however
Certificare) | aequires 10 Marks. 40
(8T Regi: f “ertificare ; - :
;” ma:ﬁf:;?{mr::f::rlﬂjff‘:t / This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 20
g e e Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks.
with sales fax department ]
Tech Specifications 10 ks i
'rfm '}'”'_:‘L {eations : _mm - This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the
if the bidder provides complete Aalal _ ' AP
? details cnd s secifications of reduired ifems and is t:ga-r:i‘d o .t'upp{u SAme specificationy ax 10
1 iy 5 < i mentioned in the Schedule of Ttens in Bid Documents, this
itemy to be supplied for which | :
acquires 10 Merks
e Wand 1o quole Fiilsl C-R
Incomie Tax Annual Returas of | This firm has Not provided Annval Income Tax Return for the
3 Years, (12 marks on year 2004 in all districts except Jacobabad, but has provided “
production of each year Tav | Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn 't fall under :
paid Returas (Mav 1) the reguired period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria N
Audited Financiol Swements | Ridder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the vear
of & vears 1 murks on 2004. Bidder has not provided the "SALE TAX SUMMARIES" y
| production of Finaneial Beie haes provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required
Statement Report (Muax 5j in the Evaluation Criteria It is further noted from the Sales
Monthiy Sales Tev Sutmaries Tay Returns (from July 2003 61l Dec-2014) are “NULL" and
: L e RS show ZERO TURNOVER during past 18 months, However
of lase 10 Mondhs | marks on it e 8 ;
Sk T bl il acgiuired Marks: 8 marks for Four Years Amued fncome Tax Ny
£ b Returns, 4 marks for Four Years Audited Financial Statements.
record (Max 10)
: _ No marks ay Sales Tax summaries are not provided
Relevaost Feld Experlence: 04 It was h'qrurm' in the Bid Document that the Bidder should
I Lt provide Maxinm 5 “Complex™ assignments. This firm has not
marks for each similar ; : gt
s R provided any supply order fn 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided A
fr WS some old supply arders of vear 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, i
fdocumented proofi Max 5 = 5 5 ¥
Assiinine 2010 and 2011, Such old supply orders cannor be acceprod
; | However acquires ZERO Marks
52

by
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Director Schmis Edm:aﬂun
(Primary) Larkana Region Larka
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PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE’S BER IS REPREJ_DUC;D

Bid Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Conumittee

Sor District Jacobahad

or the bidder M/S UNIOUE SUPPLIES COMPANY.

- - ——
| 5 . | Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procusmbent Conunitee from
4 | Pualtion Crirerie & Morks the Technical Proposal z‘FPii:;ﬂc submitted by the Bidiing P'f{:r. Marks |
[ Thix firm s INCOME TAX & D90 384-9 is regisivrod ot FAR w.é 28
| # of years in Business 02 marks | Jan-1995, SALES TAX & 1300701300146 w.e.f 31-Jul-1999, FBR's
Jor each year in business (Max | Verification was dowe from ity Online Verification System (snap shot 10
[ of FBR s site iy cited bellow). However thix firm is being in business
- afnie bast 20) vaars thus i acquire 10 Mavks. _
| It veas menttoned in the Tender that (.73 marks per million mrnover ]
e i A s will e givien (moaximeen up fo 15 marks), This Jimf;!mg Firm has [
1 | .75 marks per miltion rarnover l,rr.rm'nhl‘u’ fast year Aniual J’ir.uume Tax Retwrn 1;'{;.1.-_'!: shons thiat . 85
M 15} Annival Sales Turnover of this firm for .h.a.lr_r.u'r.:r & approx. 11,456 |
i il Million and the Income Tax Peid by this firm ix 458,277 for last vear,
s _ thus it acguires (1145 x 0.73) 8.5 Marks. |
NIN 10 mgrks if firm has NTN This firm pravided NTN Certificate & #0901 384-9 however acquires | 0
| Certificate) 10 Marks, —— | 1
i " werfar
:;:rj:#f?;i:;;f:i'::L;:::Lf:ﬂ?u ;;m This firm pravided Sales Tax Registration Certificare 1-_.";!:- I0
i { Reglstration No. 1200701300146 However acquires 10 Marks
sules tax department f i A
Tech Specifications 10 marks if
i the hidder provides complese This firm has provided Speciffcations und Brochires for the réguired
2 | deraily and specifications of items and iy agreed to supply same specifications as mantioned in the fa
items to he supplied for which he | Schedide of frenes in Bid Documents, thus acquives 10 Marks,
| want lo quote, i
Income Tax Amnual Rerrns of §
Years. (02 mearks on production 10
of each year Tax poid Returny Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax Returns of st 5
fMex 10) years and ecquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not provided Balance
Auglited Financial Statements of “‘:'r":'”_ (Financial Statement) for the year 2014 and F”'”:'f'ff'fﬁ“" the
3 3 years 01 marks on production h'-'-f,hurr.;r-'-:r':. however m'thrgx-v‘ mur.k._i‘. A5 rﬂ]r.t.rirm in It‘l'ifﬁ.'-’j that
X e e ; the Bidding Firms should provide last 10 Manths Sales Summartes o
of F "J'L:”L fal Statement Report {Apr-2004 1o Jan-2013), bt This firm provided Sales Tax Summaries
(Muax J) 1 anly for the moath of May, June & Oet-2004. Thix bidder fay
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of provided Sales Tax Returns which were not required, hawever
last 10 Months | marks on acqguires 03 marke TOTAL 17 Marks |
production of each month record :
{Muay 10) > -
This firm hay not provided any supply order of " Complex Assigmment ]
in 2014 andlor 2003 bt provided "ordinary natwre supply orders™
of vears 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 2005, Saley Tax
I Relevant Field Experience. 04 Summaries are only provided for three months which alvo do nor |
marks for each similar confiem that this firm has made soles of complex assignmenrs during |
4 | complexity assigniment pest 10 months Newie
| | (documented proof) Max 5 The Bideder hes attached one supply order of 2004 which it on the |
assienment name of Ms Science and Computer Link Only ane supply order for
. i | the yoar 2014 & attached for Rs. 363, 160/ which is alyo of ordingey
| | matury and cannor be considered ar place of “complay assignment”
[__ | henvever this firm does nol gualify for the marks
" Total Murks Obtained by M/ M/S UNIQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, 65.5

s - ———
S e —

Director Schools Education
(Primary) Larkana Raginn Larkana



. | 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 SALAH BROTHERS KHAIRPUR MIR'S,

[k [ - - Bid Evaluation Resulis ax prepared by Procumbent Commities from |
‘ L | Evaluation Critirin & Marks | the Technical Proposel fr!'r:"ﬂr submitied by the Bidding an Marks
| | This firm s INCOME TAX @ 1335892-] is registered a1 FBR w.e.f 30
# of years in Buxiness 02 April- 2003, SALES TAX # 0108946306137 w.ef23-Feb-2004. FBR's
marks for each year in Verificarion was done from itv Online Verification System {snap shol I
business (Max [0 af FAR s site is cited bellow). However this firm is being in Inainen
e | taice laxt 11 years thus it goquidre 10 Marks. =L
| It wery mentivned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover
Al Torncver i Adiifioms will be given fracarum up 1o |5 Jm.rr.i‘.\'j. Thix Biddirig Firm b
; 0.75 marks per million provided laxt year .Innm:fl Income Tax Return which shows tha N
' Anmual Safes Turnover of laxt year ix 0105 Million and the Incom '
furnover (Max 15) Tax Paid by this firm i Re. 42000 for last year, thus i acquires
- . Marks - N ;
NTN 10 ks of firm has NTN | This firm provided NTN Certificate # 2153038-6 however aoguires 10 10
l l‘._ *rnm afe) | MWearks

Regixtration Na. 01089403007 37 However acqiitres [0 Marks

with sales mr u’rp:.rrm.'m
Tech Specificarions [0 marks
if the bidder provides complety | This firm hay provided Specifications and Brochures for the reguired
i | derails and specifications of items and is agreed to yupply same specifications ax mentioned in the I
irems fo be ”"f'f"r“'“' for which Schedule of ftems in Bid Docuwments, the acquires {0 Marks
he wand o quote, _ I 1) = =
| fmeome Tax Annual .Fl'r'H‘H“H'i of | a)  Biddér hay aof provided Income Tax Returen for the year 2003 but

3 Years. (12 morks on s provided Acknowledgement which was nor reguired in the "
production of each vear T evaliation criterin, Bidder has provided Anmmial Income Tox y
paid Returns (Meax 1)) Rerwrms for rest af the years Aoguires 8 mariks
Awdited Financial Statements | 2 Bldder has provided Audited Financlal Statements, Acquires 3 T Tl
of 5 years 01 murks on mrds

3 : ey ¢l TMw Bidder has nd provided the required Docuiment Le. “SALES 5
production of Finoncial TAX SUMMARIES™ but hax provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
| Statement Report (Max 5) winch were nod regquired in the Evalwation Criteria, hence rhe — ) .
| Monthly Sales Tax Summaries provided documenty carmol be accephied and no marks can be

of last 10 Months | morks on piven for this N

production of each month oo
. | record (Muax 0] Tural 13 mirks aegquired by the bidder
! | Sinve the bidder has not pru.'.ilu;'r-q.!.' ;.upp!} m'_..p'g;;a_{.“ l..:lmpl';'_r nature ]
Relevant Field Experience. 04 | byt has produced supply orders of ordinary nature, which cannot
marks for each similar mcel tht Fiquirentent of Evalisition Criteria ax mentioned in the bid
4 | eomplexity assignment document, But the procurement commitres nnder special None
t fdocumented proof) Max 5 constderation special convideration accepted twe profects as '
sy fgnnens mentloned in the tahle above for the year 2013 however 8 marks are
| given but mo marky for rest alder ordinary nature supply orders

Toial Hﬂrh Obtained by M/s M/S Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir’s

L
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Director Schools Education
IPﬁmarﬂ Larkana Reninn Larkana




11) The complaint letters, pam-wise grievances, authority letiers of representatives und other
correspondence [ letters are anncxed at the end of this document

12) The CRC members examingd para-wise grievances and contents of Bid Evaluntion 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 parn-wise grievances raised by each of the
complainant the CRC prepared findings & decissions for each of the complainant as under:-

M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  Annual Tum over in Millions: It was mentioned in
the Tender thut 0.75 marks per million tumover will be given
(maximum up 1o 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided
last vear Annual Income Tax Retum for assessment of its Annual
Sales Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks.

Test of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: Your tender document evaluation criteria
did not demanded such documents. vour objection is not valid as it
was evaluated with different criterin (not nsked in tender) your
nssessment is based on other suppliers, vou have qualified, that’s
why it i conflicting with vour tender document which is
discriminaton

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: I'he turmaver can only be
assessed from the “official documents” such ns Annual Income
Tax Return and/or Monthly Sales Tax Summaries, However
assessment of annual turnover was rightly caleulated by the
Procurement Committee from Last year's Annual ngome Tax
Return. The official documents were required in the Bid Evaluation
Criteria,

CRC Decision for this para However the grievance for this para has no legal weight
Thus the CRC endorses the decision of Procurement Commitiee,

Financial Capabilities:

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

)

Direttﬁr Schools EduﬁﬁﬁT
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Four Years Audited Financinl Statements. No marks, ns Sales Tax
summaries are nol provided.

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: We hive submitted documents as per your
tender evaluation criteria
(1) Income Tax annual retum of 5 years
(2) Audited Financial Statement of 5 veurs
(3) Monthly Sale Tax Summaries of lagt 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 Retums for the period from 2010 10 2014 but it
has provided from 2009 10 2013 and so also for Audited Financial
Statements. The Bidder has also not provided the required Sales
Tax Summanies but instead of that it has provided Sales Tax
Retumns.

CRC Decision for this para: However the grievance for this para has no legal grounds

and weight, thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement
Commitiee.

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

Decision of Bld Evaluation Committee: 1t was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder
should provide Maxinum 5 “Complex™ nssignments, This fiem hos
not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided
some old supply arders of years 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008,
2010 and 201 1. Such old supply orders cannot b accepted,
However acquires ZERO Marks,

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

CRC Procecdings for this para for the point of contention: This parn was read with
para 3 “Sales Tax Summarics™ because the Sales Tax Sommary is
the authentic document to evaluate relevani 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 Tumover in last |8 monihs, however it
confirm that this firm has made ZERO TURNOVER during past
cighteen months.

ey
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CRC Decision for this para: However the grievance for this para is un-justified and
groundless. Hence the CRC endorses decision of Procurement
Committee.

CRC Decision on i evances filed by M/s Faiz Scien "

complainant’s verbal and writlen gricvances. the CRC examined complainant’ the recond which the
complainant submitted on the day of openine of tenders, the CRC members were not convinced with
the complainant’s gricvinces and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement
Committee, Thus M/s Faiz Scientific Company stands as disqualified,

M/s Unigue Supplies Company Karachi

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  This Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual
Inceme Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Tumover of this

firm for last vear is approx. 1 1.456 Million and the Income Tax
Paid by this firm is 458,277 for last vear, thus it acquires (11.45 x
0.75) 8.5 Marks

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

CRC Proceedings lor this para for the point of contention: The turnover can only be
considered for last year, as the evaluation criterial at para No. 3
required “Sales Tax Summaries™ [or Inst 10 months, because the
Siles Tax Summary is the suthentic document 1o evaluate relévant
field experience, supparted by purchase orders.

CRC Decision for this para: The grievances submitted by the bidder for summing up last

three years amount cannot be permitied, however the CRC endorses
decision of Procurement Commitiee

Financial Capabilities:

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax
Returns of last 3 years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not
provided Balance Sheet (Financial Stutement) for the vear 2014 and
provided for the rest four years however acquires 4 muarks. As
required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should provide last 10
Months Sales Summaries (Apr-2014 1o Jan-2015), but This firm
provided Sales Tax Summaries only for the month of May, June &
Oet-2014, This bidder hos provided Sales Tax Retrns which were
not required, however nequires 03 marks. TOTAI 17 Marks

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: We had submitted all sales tx summaries
as per your tender evaluation criterin. Y our eriterin did not

meationed for non-acceptance of zero balance sales tax reéturns with

———:‘“;‘ —
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Zero turnover can be submitted as your evaluation criteria did not
specified in the same

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: The CRC examined Profile
of M/s Unique Supplies Company and did not found Sales Tax
Summnries as claimed by the complainant. Only three months Sales
Tax Summaries were available in their profile. The Procurement
LCommitiee 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 § 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
niture 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 ortinary
nature and cannot be considered at place of “complex assignment™
however this firm does not qualify for the marks.

lext 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 compuny. That
is why we have submitted five years work orders.

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

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

CRC Decision on the grievances (led by M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi: Afier hearing
complaipant’s verbal and Written grievances, the CRC examined complainant” the record which the
complainant submitted on the day of apening of tenders, the CRC members were not convineed with
the complainant’s grievances and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement
Comemittee, Thus M/s Unigue Supplies Company stands as disqualified.

LTY
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M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's

Turnover : Annual Turnover in Millions 0.75 marks per million (Maox | 3)

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

Text of the Grievance ol Bidder in verbatim: [t is nowhere written in the evaluation
criterin for School Specific Budget 2014-15 that Annual Turnover
will be checked from Income Tax Annual Return. And nowhere it 5
written that only the last year Annual Income Tax Return will be
checked, Mareover, the word Annual means Yearly and it does
mean any particular of specific vear. Since you have required the §
vears 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 Tox return is
given bellow:

YEAR Annial [ncome Annunl Sales Marks 0,75 per
Tax Paid Tumover in Million

| | . Millions

2014 | 4200 | 0.0s 0
(2013 | 29752 0.850 ' b

2012 | 253792 125 3.25

3011 | 79741 227 - E ’
[ 2010 319910 944 i _67% — ]
[ Total marks iy ==y

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: The tumover can only be

assessed from lost year, because it was clearly mentioned at para
Wo. 3 of the Evaluation Criteria that bidder should spbmit last 10
months Sales Tax Summaries because Sales Tax Summaries are the
authentic documents 1o evaluated tumover which should match with
the declarations on Annual Income Tax return. The Bidders Sales
I'ax Summaries were not found in its profile, but there were
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS which even were carrving 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 para However Bidder's grievance cannot be considered for
summing several vears together. Since Annual Income Tax Return
and “Sales Tax Summaries™ are the authentic & Official documents:
Thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement Committee.
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. Financial Capabilities:

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 Retums 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 scquired by the bidder

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 1) Annual Income Tax Returns: | was
awarded B marks out of 10, | have not sttached acknowledgement
lor the year 2013 in the company profile but | have sttached the
annual income tax return 2013, Therefore | would request you to
proper check it and award |0 marks

! 2) Monthly Sales Tax Summaries: | would request you to
please recheck my profile properly. | have artached the Sales Tax
Monthly Summaries and acknowledgement and sales tax monthly
retum. Moreover, this can also be confirmed from the FBR
Islamabad. Therefore, | should be awarded 10 marks

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

CRC Deeision for this para: 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 § 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 Evalustion Criteria ss
mentioned in the bid document. But the procurement committee
under special consideration sccepted 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
evaluntion criteria that only the last 3 years projects are acceptable.
| have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant Field
Experience and this is reasons that | was awarded 10 marks out of
10 Tor business experience. Moreover, | have been awarded 8 marks
out of 20 for the relevant field experience which is total injustice.

e e
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Therefore, you are requested to reconsider my older similar type
prajects in the Hght of the 10 vears works orders of the Relevant
Field Experience and award me 20 marks.

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention:

This parn was read with

pira 3 “Sales Tax Summaries™ because the Sales Tax Summary is
the authentic document 1o evaluate relevant field experience of the
bidder supported by Purchase orders. Procurement Committes has
awitrded 8 marks under special consideration for the vear 2013.The
CRC is not ngree for awarding 8 marks under Specinl Consideration
for the year 2013, because special consideration indicates

favoritism.

CRC Decision for this para The grievance of complainant that it was nowhere specified
in the evaluation criterin that the evaluation of relevant field
experience will be ¢carried from last yéar's work orders. is un-

Justified and groundless, Thus the
Procurement Committee,

CRC endorses decision of

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's: After hearing
complainant’s verbal and written grievinces, the CRC examined complainant” the record which the

complainant submitted on the day ol opening of tenders. the CRC members were not convinced with
the complainant’s grievances and however CRC unnnimously endorses the decision of Procurement

Committeg. Thus M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir’s stands as disqualified.
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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. Aljaz 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 ldeal 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.

DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(PRIMARY) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT



List showing the name of I’rm.un.ment Committee Members who attended the meeting
n.gardmL opening of Financial Bids for supply of In-Class Material, L ibrary &

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.

Name of Participant Designation Contact'No.
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Signature
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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.

i Sl | Designation | s EETm . =l
B MName of Participant ' Pru']f;ll:: dpcrp gl (R g Signature |
| Ne. | | Company Company No. | |
— e ——— e g el U — _. : : I.._ :3.1 —

1 = I @l )

F ; I I_ . '] L '-:'.;- Ll l; r ‘ f;\:-_'_d_,__.

_g_l@g@ﬂmmm{’\_&_ ,.’l’la.m',fj;zu ;_j:_?'ﬁ—_"if :‘-ﬁh!h - =

o ; -

2 - : (7% | sz | ©5)5 | —
i S Lot (PPl | 2 ien 750424 [j_
| o 1 - N - e i

I P g = W

_ | e oree | 5

‘ FK DA- RET | DEAL- |3, 782) f‘“’réﬁdi
e i e R S — S e

| | - O3G¢L !

4 facz Y 5 |

- ales aenclcfre | 90 Doy .!.«-ff" '
 Mel/ Nawee | e g ™™ |
! g |
I |
I R e B .

it e szmnnes o Losiallloni

3 1 i P o 1T S (i
Dad T enbanition Wagmet of Tender for pusshines of Staticowry fmm Sobonl Sl Bk
i




DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY)

C KASHMORE @ KANDHKOT
Comparative Statement of Tenders

IN-CLASS MATERIAL

Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading

SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS

475-Mathematical board

Size 4 x 3 ft made of Chipboard 3/4 " Edges
sealed with PVC Lipping International Standard,
Wall Hanging Mooks

Rs.2,250.00 Rs.2385.00

475-Abacus (small)
2 |1t 100 PVC Balls ditterent Colors, Wooden Rs.720.00 Rs 310.00
Frame (China/ Equavalent)

475-Abacus (medium)

1 to 100 Balls different Colors made of Iron
Frame in Rectangular Size 18 x 24" & Balls Rods
made of Iron

NQ Rs.310.00

475-Abacus (large)

1 to 100 Balis different Colors made of Iron
4 |Frame in Rectangular Size 24 x 30" & Balls Rods NQ Rs.556.50
made of lron

475-Map stand (small)

Frame made of Iron Size Rs.600.00 Rs.636.00

6 [475-Map stand (medium) Rs.750.00 Rs. 763.20

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 Rs.612.15

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

Cioth

Rs.3,380.00 Rs 1033.50

475-Number Blocks
9 |PVC Blocks 1 to 100 size 2 x 2° each block Local Rs 00 Rs 7.95
Made

475-English alphabets chart
10 [Made of Panallex size 24 x 30" with gm&:ﬁm Rs 125.00 Rs.127.20

Rod with hanging Hooks
aﬁ%j/ L“’”‘ J:—-""_‘“-
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Campartive Statemen o

lass Muderial District Kashmore

. Sr.H Deseription Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS
P—— e ———————— i

475-Urdu alphabet chart

11 [Made ot Panatiex size 24 x 30" with 2 Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod with hanging Hooks
475-Puzzles

12 |=tandard size made of Plastic/ Rubber (local Rs.100.00 Rs 6360
made) '

13 |475-Globe Made of Plastic, size 3 x 3" with Stand Rs.295.00 Rs.310.05

14 1475-Globe Made of Plastic, size 6 x 6° with Stand Rs.600.00 Rs 61215
475-Compass Needle

15 Size 1/2° made of Plaslic Rs.25.00 Rs.28.62
475-Life cycle charts

16 [Made of Panallex size 24 x 30" with 2 Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod with hanging Hooks
475-Flash cards animals

17 |Best Quality Standard size(4*6)printed on card R=.95.00 Rs.222 60
lamimied packet in box
475-Flash cards birds

18 Best Quality Standard size Rs.85.00 Rs.222 60
475-Flash card sea animals

13 Best Quality Standard size Rs.95.00 Rs.222.60
4 76-Flash cards insects

20 Best Quality Standard size Rs.95.00 Rs.222.60
475-White Board
Size: 4 X 6 ft, made of MDF

21 |16mm thick with U Shape Channel aluminum Rs.2,200.00 Rs.2226.00
angle
frame with hanging hook
475-5Stand Board with clips sheat

22 |Board Size 18 x 24" with Iron Stand in Rs.2,150.00 Rs.00
Regtangular Pipe
475-Pena flex screen with stand

23 |50 x 60" with Tripod Stand imported (Local Rs.7200.00 Re.00
Quality)

24 475-Brush for Drawing (Stable Fair)
Set of 12 Brush 0 to 10 no.(Local Quality) Rs$.265.00 Rs:477.00

25 [475-Water Colour 12 Colors Res.195.00 Rs. 198.75
475-Drawing Board

26 Rs.2858.00 Rs.00
Made of Wood size 14 x 18" with Rubber Sheet
ATo-Drawing Fapel Ream gugm, Ag

27 |(420°594)Local Quality Rs.3.200.00 Rs.00

28 475-Drawing frames with other mater_yalﬂif? -1.'2 \ Rs 2,500.00 Rs.00
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. Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS

4 75-Lolour Mixing Flate Plastic Big Size (Local

30 J475-Drawing Sheet 20x30 (Local Quality) Rs.8.50 Re 11.13

31 4}'5:T'J'ECIHQ Paper Pockel Rs.800.00 Rs.06.35
475-Remover Duster

32 Wood Plece with Carpet Size 2 x 68" Rs.24.00 Rs.23.85

33 |475-Piece of Cloth (In Meters) Local Quality Re 3200 Rs.15.90
475-0il Colour

34 [=etof 12 Colors Box in Medium Size{Local Rs.300.00 Rs.333.90
Brand)
I75-ONTColour [ Three Basic Quaners) Local

35 |Brand Rs.880.00 Rs.00

36 l475-Powder Colour Bottle medium-Local Brand Rs.00 Rs.2544
4 75-Colorful papers

37 Chart Paper Size 20 x 30" A2 Rs.12.50 Rs.12.72

3 475-Land Skip Charts {Pena Flex) =

8 120 x 30( Local Quality) $:12ei00 K

475-Pair of Scissar

39 |Size 2" & 127 in Each Pair made of steel with Rs.250.00 Rs 6360
Plastic Cover
475-World Globe Full Size

40 16 x 16" in Plastic with Rolling Stand Hig8es.00 RE.02R.08
475-Province Map

41 [made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Country Map

42 |made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.126.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-World Map

43 |made of Panafiex Sze 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs 12500 Rs 127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Wall Clock (Digital)

44 (10 x 12" Operated in AA Batteries{Toshiba OR Rs.350.00 Rs.00
Equivalent)
475-Marker Removable [While Board

4% [Marker/Board Marker) Rs.20.00 Rs.30.21
Standard Size

46 |475-Florescent Colour Rs.50.00 Rs 3021
475-District Map

47 |madea ol Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Taluka Map

48 [|made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two-Weaden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks _ \y
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Sr.#

Deseription

Ideal Distribution

Imperial Trading

SC

HOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS

49

475-Projector Screen

Imported

Screen Size 60 x 60" Panatiex with Triped Stand

Rs, 7200.00

Rs.00

50

475-ABC Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

51

475-Sindhi Aiphabet Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panafiex Sire 20 x 30

with two Wooden

Rs. 125.00

Rs.127.20

52

75-Colors Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Sze 20 x 307

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

53

475-Animals Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

54

4 75-Birds Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 307

with two Wooden

Rs 125.00

Rs. 12720

55

475-Body Parts Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panallex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

2b

475-Fruit Chart Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panallex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

57

475-Vegetable Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panafiex Size 20 x a0

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

58

475-Table Chan

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30°

with two Wooden

Rs 125.00

Rs. 127.20

475-Geometrical Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs 125.00

Rs,127.20

60

475-Shapes Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs 125.00

Rs.127.20

61

475-Transport Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30

wilh two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

62

475-National Heroes Chart

Rod and Hanging Hooks

made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30"

with two Wooden

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

63

475-Brief History Photo.Chart
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30

Rod and Hanging Hooks

" wnw:!an
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Sr.e

Description

Ideal Distribution

Imperial Trading

L SC

HOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS

64

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

Rs,125.00

Rs.127.20

65

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

66

475-Numeracy Vocabulary Chart
made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden
Rod and Hanging Hooks

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

67

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

68

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

69

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

Rs 125.00

Rs.127.20

70

475-Cursive Writing Chart
made of Fanaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden
Red and Hanging Hooks

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

71

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

72

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

Rs. 125,00

Rs.127.20

74

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

75

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

Rs.125.00

Rs 127.20

76

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

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

77

475-Metnc Unit and Measurement
made of Panafiex Size 20 x 307 with two Wooden
Rod and Hanging Hooks

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20

/8

4 75-Multiplication Division Chart
made of Panatiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden

Rod and Hanging Hooks N

Rs.125.00

Rs.127.20
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Comparative Ststement of In Class Material Dikesict kashmore

. Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS
R — e —— —

475-Fraction Decimal Chart 1

79 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Geometry Chart

80 |made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs,125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Multiplication Square Chart

81 |made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-2D Shapes Chart

82 |made of Panatiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-3D Chart

83 |made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two VWooden Rs 12500 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Fraction Decimals% Chart

84 |made of Panallex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs. 125,00 Rs 127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Geometry Chart

85 |made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs. 12500 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Calories Chart

86 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs,125.00 Rs.127.20
Reod and Hanging Hooks
475-Earth History Chart

87 |made of Fanaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Every Day Science Chart

88 |made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with twa Woodan Rs.125 00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Fruit Chart let Chart

89 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Height Chart

90 [made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Human Body Health Chart

§1 |made of Panaflex Sze 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Skeletal @Muscular Chart

g2 |made of Panatiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs 125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
475-Digestive System Chart

93 |made of Panafiex Sze 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks L
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. Sr.i# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading

SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATERIAL ITEMS

475-Nervous System Chart
94 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Respiratory System Chart
95 [made of Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Cardio Viascular System Chart
Gg |made ot Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs 12500 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Insect Chart
97 |[made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs 125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Vegetable Chart
gg |made of Fanallex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Fruit Chart
99 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs. 12500 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Space Chart
100 |made of Panafiex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

i 475-The Planet Chart
101 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Woaden Rs.125.00 Rs 12720
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Earth Moon Chart
102 |made of Fanaflex Size 20 x 30" with two VWooden Rs.12500 Rs. 127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Volume Factors Chart

103 made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Building a Healthy Boy Balancing Feed and

Exercise Chart
104 Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden

Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Part of Cell Chart

b 105 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-Periodic Table of the Element Chart

106 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks

475-10 Ways To Be A Good Student Chart
107 |made ot Panatlex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs. 12500 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
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. Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
SCHOOL IN-CLASS MATLR ITEMS
SO L1 ASS M RIAL M " iy
475-Symbol of Math Chart
108 |made of Panaflex Size 20 x 30" with two Wooden Rs.125.00 Rs.127.20
Rod and Hanging Hooks
109 |475-Others NO NQ
! 110 White Chalks:Pack of 12 small boxes each of 20 Rs.75.00 Rs 4770
sticks
111 jiron Siate:(Thick iron state 22 Guage)(10°8) Rs.39.00 Rs.39.750

1 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

. Mis Imperial Trading Hyderabad: is lowest in following items and the serial numbers of the items in
which this Bidder is lowest are mentioned here: 2104, 7, 10 9, 12. 29 31, 33 36 39, 46 and 110

F -
— |N3L'ah Ali Khokhar

Js....{ L

".-.-'_'_

A,

(Aljaz Almed Memon)
Deputy Director (Primary) District Educatioh Officer (Primary) District Officer / Executive Engr.

Larkana Kashmore-Handhkot (EW) Kashmore-Kandhkot
Chairman of C'tte Member /Secretary of C'ttee External Member
Lomparstive Stalement of In Class Materis! Dvtrict Kashmore

Page Mo Ral B



District Education Officer (Primary)
Kashmore-Kandhkot.

Bid Evaluation Report
of

Technical Proposals of tenders

In-Class Material

(District Kashmore-Kandhkot)

opened on 10th March-2015

For District Specific Contracts
Under School Specific Budget, 2014-2015

_'I | i ..|_| ! } t] |-|| for purchase of En-Class: Marennd o School Spocific Mudpet. 2004-2019 . [DNatrben Ksdimore- i andbikot
i




District Education Officer (Primary)

Kashmore-Kandhkot

TABLE OF CONTENTS

; Description Annexure | Page #
! Bid Evaluation Report (Summary) - 3
. [ntroduction - 4105
Notifications for Appointment of
3 : A 6
Procurement Committee
4 Advertisements B Tto 8
| Total List of Bidders who purchased _ :
5 C {
Bidds
. 6 Attendance Sheets D 10-11
7 Fvaluation Criteria E 12
8 Evaluation Assessment F 13-22
G Bidder's Status &_i{ecummcnc!miuns . G 23

2 I Bid livalautsen Repont of Tender for purchase of In-Clazs Matenal from Schiool Specific Budget: 2014-2015: District Kaslinare-5 nedlikoe




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

Bid Evaluation Report

|. Name of Procuring Agency: District Education Officer (Primary), Kashmore-Kandhkot.

b

. Tender Reference No: NIT NO. DEO/(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/890/2015
Dated 06-02-2015
SPPRA SR. NO. 22795 In 13-02-2015

3. Tender Description/Name of work/item:

Supply of In-Class Material.
4. Method of Procurement: SPPRA Rule 46/11 (Single Stage two envelopes Procedure)

5. Tender Published: Following daily newspapers.

a. Daily Jang (Urdu) dated 13-Feb 2015
6. Total Bid documents Sold: 05 Bids
7. Total Bids Received: 03 Bids

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

10. Bid Opening date: Bids were opened on 10-March-15

I'1. Technical Evaluation Results From Next Page

z AR

Deputy Director (Primary) District Educathoy Officer (Primary) District Officer /Executive
Larkana KashmoreKandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Secritary of C'ttee Kandhkot

External Member
(PRI N T Meb. Khadign Aijar. Mwned
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District Education Officer (Primary)
Kashmore-Kandhkot

INTRODUCTION

I'he procurement committee was notified by the Secretary to Govt of Sindh Education and
Literacy Department Government of Sindh vide Notification No. SO (G-IIIVSSB/FW-01/2012
dated 3" 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.

1) 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:
I. 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

_' | B Evaluaticn Repon of Tonder for puschase of n-Class Matenial from Sebool Specific Dudger. 2014-2005_Districd K ashmere-Rasdik o
1




3
<)

4)

5)

i)

In all 5 Nos, of bids were purchased by interested parties/suppliers. Their names are

mentioned at ANNEX-C.

03 Bidders participated in tendering process and submitted their (Technical & Financial)
proposals on 10th March 2015 at 12 Noon and same were opened at 12.30 Noon in the
Committce Room of DEO (Primary) Kashmore-Kandhkot, whereas 02 bidders not
participated. The Technical proposals were opened in the presence of Tender Evaluation
Commitiee members and the representatives of bidding firms. Attendance sheet of the
contractors and Members of Procurement Committee attached as ANNEX-D.

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,

Evaluation Assessment Results. 02 Bidder Qualified where One Disqualified. ANNEX-F
Qualification Results & Recommendations ANNEX-G

-

vl

Deputy Director (Primary)

District Officef / Executive

Larkana Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Chairman of C'ttee Kandhkot
External Member
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ANNEX-A

Government of Sindh
Education and Literacy Department
Karachi, dated 3" December, 2014

NOTIFICATION

No.SO(G-111)/558/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 2014-15

S.No.  Procurement Committee _ Placement in committee

1 Deputy Director- (Primary), Larkana Region Chalrman
District Education Officer-(Primary), Concerned District Member/Secretary
District Officer/ Executive Engineer (Education Works), Member
concerned District.

Terms rence:

(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 anclllary and incidental to the above

SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF SINDH

No.SO(G-1Il)/S5B/FW-01,/2012 Karachi, dated the 3™ December, 2014

* 1. Director School Education- (Primary), Larkana Region
2. District Officer/ Executive Engineer (Education Works), concerned District.
4. P.5 to Secretary to Govt. of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Governmen
5. Dffice Order File

IN)
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SPPRA Web Site Showing Bid published under

Sr # 22795 Dated 13 Feb 2015
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ANNEX-C

LIST OF BIDING FIRMS

Who purchased Tenders

Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender

S # . BIDDER ’ Remarks )

| Ideal Distribution Line, Karachi, Purchas-::a.j. Bid Also Participated in Tender
_Z Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi B . A
_3 1 Imperial Traders II;.-d-:rﬂh;d e F-Purl.:hased Bid Also Participated in Tender

4 Bismullah Enterprises Purchased Bid but Not Participated in Tender

5 | Qurban Ahmed & Company

Deputy Director (Primary)
Larka
Chairman of C'ttee

l Purchased Bid but Not Participated in Tender |

District Officef / Executive
Engineer (EW) Kashmore-

Kandhkot
External Member

il [
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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.
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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
1230 PM  in  the office of the District Education Officer (Primary)
Kashmore@Kandhkot.
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. 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 1o 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 2014-15
- The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters:
Sri#f Hnluntiun FHI:!_I_I_I:IIISII.'T!E Total Brief
Company / Firm / lndividual lnfurmntiun Muarks
| Required Field 1 Marks |
* No of Years in Business 0 | 02 marks for each year in business (Max 10)
* Annual Turnover in Millions 15 0.75 marks per million turnover (Max 15)
! O NTN Raystru{mn( cmﬁcme | 10 45 10 marks if firm hus NTN Centificate
* Sales Tax Registrution Certificate 10 10 marks 1f fiem is registered with
| s sales tax department
10 marks if the bidder provides
2 Technics) Fropossl {V] 10 complete details and specifications of items 1o be

oot & Hrm:h_un.*a B ) supplied for which he want to quote.

Financial Cnpnhillﬁe_? - _ . r | I
(2 marks on production of each year Tax paid |

. o Ty ~ : 5 Y
_tm_.nmu. Tax Annual Hitlum; of 5 Years 1 Returns (Max 10)
3 Audited Financial Statements of S years 5 25 01 marks on production of Financial Statement
Db Report (Max 5) L
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of last 10 | marks on production of each month record
10
_| Months = — (Max 10) N L
g | 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment
5 - . 2 :
;| Relevant Field Experience | 0 20 (documented proof) Max S assignment

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

NOTE: The purpose of getting documents as mentioned in the evaluation criteria was not just 10 sce the papers, but
o EVALUATE, MEASURE & ASSESS the worth and stature of bidding firms to safeguard the interest of
procuring agency and public money. by filtering best of the best suppliers to have a very healthy competition an among
the firms who are genuine, tax pavers, financially sound, reliable and reputable, Such evaluation criteria was_also
prepared 1o avoid favoritism, interferences, prejudice and to maintain impartiality and ensure fiimess in the instant
procurement,

Iz I Bald Evaluston Repon of Tesder for purchuse of bn{ e Materal from School Specific Radpet. 2004-2015_Distraes Kashemore- b andidkot




. 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




. . 1. IDEAL DISTRIBUTION LINE.

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 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 : 05-03-2013
Thma - 01:0:4: 78
NTN/FTH LOSATEY-S Catngory INCHWIDAIAL
Mame ASLAM FIRZADA
Ausoclition
CNIC/PR/Reg. [lnc. No LI**110%0a""

Brmresuiiranet Aderess
LOOE_LANDSLANE BLaTh O LAbD FEdl. [
RIGAS BOWAD. CARACw]

Business, Branches

DRaAL DITTRIBUTION LWl I POOESD0T0T &4

L Pradipal ATty NN TCIALISED WiHOLESALE TRADY
Busness Natwre (ST IMPOE TEESS WOl ESal ER) SERVICE PROVIDER
Raghilersd For INCOME TAX w.ef 13-apr-J000, SALES TAX w e 16-lan- 2001
Income Tax office BTD-11] EARACH]
Sales Tax Qffice RTO-111 KARACHI
Active Taxpaver List [ATL) for further details sbout ATL Status, click here
Sales Tax Status OPERATIVE

2) Annual Turnover in Millions: [t 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 vear is greater than
15,765 Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is 1.03M for last year, thus it acquires
|5 Marks.
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. 3) NTN Registration Certificate: NTN Certificate # 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 website which confirms 100% Active Status, however . acquires 10 Marks,

FBR faxpayer Facilitation Portal

-
051 :141-772- 772
e (&.Ibr.g0v pk) eSupport@pral. com, pl
auruTA i
g . 24H’nur

ame | -Enretenant b | » Rogiviaton b | o-Piments » | Search Thoparars p | Netpdesh & Suppait b Dewnkaacs | Hews Gaery | FAGS | Comact e

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST (ATL)

SEARCH UTILITY

ey WTH wimTe eSS 04747 T e 2

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

Ll

L

Prriammn sl [ sb o ybambom —
il e Bunbala b | Mmumuc—uﬂm-!uu“n = -
THUNDETICAR AL, SANETH] [
i Liab et - L
IDEAL DISTRIBUTION | INE S50 JMD FLOGR LANSHALE FLATA OFF JARG PREEL 1] CHNMDRICAN ROAD. EARACHT -
Flississswa A §imidioprs 5]
10000 - IMPORTER n
WGOP00 - OTHER PURSONAL SERVICE ACTIVITIES ME.C.

The caspayor a-lilisd & STAFE Sewiny diing gaar i s poviods, compiiancs Myl = 100 %

— -, Cinmplancs = 100%
Artrer

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 |0 Marks.

6) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 vears
Annual Income Tax Retums, (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.

B Annual Income Tax ' Audited Financial | Manlhly Sales Tax
YEAR Returns of last § vears Statements of § Yeurs Summaries of last 10
_Showing tax paid as under |  Showing Capital as under Months
Jan -2015: NA
g At
-UH | i‘[}.?{l.ﬁtl.},{m 30,404496.00  Dee-2014: 226,952.00
- Nov-2014: 707,734.00
2 3 v viJ
2013 1,473,633.00 3_1.3??.*1!1.,.1}5]__ Oct-2014;510256.00
Sep-2014: 458,812.00
219 2 0% 5 )
2012 e 2,920,738.00 50,81 L“qu_}_,_. Aug-2014: 2,541.119.00
. July-2014: 5,070,843.00
- 17 & Fi . = ¥
oz S 1337045200 ‘5'm_]{"?'5'“'_]_1 _Jun-2014: 6,282,873.00
2014: 5.144.02
2010 1,740,265.00 | 47,716,906.00 | May-2014:5.144,026.00

Apr-2014: 1,013,545.00

Iq | Had Evalusren Repon of Tender forporchase of kn-Clasy Maserial frem School Specific Budget 20146200 4 Deaerict K sibmore- ik




Financial Capabilities of this firm do match with the TURNOVER as mentioned in para 2

above however this firm acquires 23 Marks.

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

Maximum 5 “Complex” assignments, This firm has provided fnlinmng Supply orders:-

: No. | Procuring Agency _I}leh of ';“EE"' Orders B Total Amount |
| Mehran University | P.O. NO. MUET/ AC/197 Dated 05-feb-2014 22 850.000.00

Jamshoro | Ty [l ) )

|' 1) BISE/Store’Suk/31 di 12-03-14 Rs:11.93M | 21.043.520.00 |

. 2) BISE/Store/Suk/11 dt 29.01-15 Rs:5.8 M
BISE Sukkur 3) BISE/Store/Suk/23 dt 29-01-15 Rs:2.0 M
| 4) BISE/Store/Suk/12 dt 29-01-15 Rs:1.3 M

3 == 5) BISE/Store/Lrk/391 di 15-01-15 Rs:447M | 6.802.500.00

g - BISE Larkans 6) BISE/Store/Lrk/168 di 22-5-14 Rs:S.8M | |

4 | QUEST Nawabshah | QUEST/DF/759 Dated 04-12-14 Rs. 13.83M 13,831,355.00
| 3 | SBBU Nawabshah | SBBU/DF/1265 Dated 19-08-2014 6.18 M - ﬁ-'“”-“{'ﬂ-"{-';

I'he 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”

Q&.‘. 8

i d—.

District Officef / Executive

Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Kandhkot

External Member

Larkana
Chairman of C'ttee
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@ 2 FAIZSCIENTIFIC COMPANY.

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm’s INCOME TAX # 0901411-0 is registered at FBR
w.e.l 01-Jan-1995, SALES TAX # 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,

Taxpayer Online Verification

PaEiRtTanN

Date : 08-03-20158
Time : 02:21:34

NTHN/FTN oeplanl-o Category NGO

Maime CYED TAHIN IMAM BITVT
Asene gl

CHIC PP Mg, MInc. No

B e, T g ey B Trare T Tiarne Brorwoifiranch Addrers

[ A DNGITES - FLAT BO3-R FALLDEM PLATE TANED SOAD SAFATST i
£ FAIT BTRWTIFIC COmSRany 5 WALl CENTER BB & BLOCK 10 © GRSy § Doy
wARC ]
R FALT SCOSNTIFIC CEMEA MY -WaLl CENTERL P-4 BOrw. L5 R T e T LT
L apam = |
Principal Activity NOMN-SPECIALITED WHOLESALE TRADE
Business Nature (5T IMPORTERS
Baglatored Fos INCOME TAX w.ef 01-Jan- 1905, SALES TAX w.od 27 Jul-1900
Incoma Taw officn ATD=-1T KARACH]
Saled Thx Dffice TO-IT MARACHI
! Active Taxpayer List (ATL) for further detalls sbout ATL Status, click here
Saley Tax Statuu 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 Firm has NOT provided last
year Annual Income Tax Retumn 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 # 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

I -? 1 Bad B valastum Heport of Teader B purchase of b less Materesl Snom Schood Spacific Baigen 20 14-2013 [hstract Kashmeore- Fosmdhl ot




yer Facilitation Portal
e.fbr.gov. pk) eSuppertines .k
2dHnur

ot | & Envummant b | o tvagubuton b | w Payments b | Search Tamays » | inigcuet & Sumport » | Demsancs | lews sty | £AQs | Cartast Uy

MU L iaeme e R S M|

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST [ATL)

SEARCH JRITY

- U . LT ’jﬂ‘jf [ R ———

|

S PALE SEIENTIFIC COmPANY

465100 - Wikihesale of sole, lquid and gaseus huels ind -

I om towpayer et 8 80 A0 1 Pesams Gurayg funt | D e ey, Complance beved - 100 X

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 (¢) Last 10 months Sales
Fax Summaries, This Bidder partially provided required documents in its technical proposal,

Following is the short summary which reflects Bidders Financial Capability,

I Annual Income Tax Audited Financial . . :

YEAR Returns of last 5 years Sta um_:':L of 5 Veais ] Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of

. | showing tax paid as under Showing Capital as under tast 10 Months

| 2014 | N.A N.A | This firm has not provided the

(3013 | 408,430.00 EETIBIINN0 | o ceomiind Baiss T RTINS
2012 | 1.961,716.00 _19.804,178.00 | which was not required in the '
2011 | 8)6,697.00 | 11,127,548.00 | Evaluation Criteria, Hence it can not

[ 2010 | 809.518.00 | 8.883,023.00 | be sccepted. However Zero marks

Observations on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:-

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

¢)  This Firm 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,

1% | Had Evalastum Repwort of Temder for purchass of lo-Ulass Msterisl from School Specific Budget 2004-201% Destrict K sabesore- b, ansfikot




. ¢) 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.

I'he Bidding Firm acquired marks for Financial Capabilities as under:-

- Provided Four Years Annual Income Tax Returns 8 Marks
Provided Four Years Balance Sheets 4 Marks
Mo Sales Tax Summaries Provided 0 Marks
I
I'OTAL 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”

—n

i — R e = £
Deputy r (Primary) District Officér / Executive
Larkana Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Se¢retary of C'ttee Kandhkot

| External Member
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3. IMPERIAL TRADERS INC.

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 2153038-6 is registered at FBR
w.e.f 09-Sep-2004, SALES TAX # 0102940300273 w.ef 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 vears thus it acquire 10 Marks.

BANETAMN

FBR Taxpayer Online Verification

Date :OF-03-2018

Thms = 15219058

HNTH/FTN 3 1S 00E - Categary FRE P T
liama FampyEs ATICRUE RAPUT
AR e

J CNIC/ PR Rag. [Tnc. ig o

Bt o ane fiapd

) el wOTTINE ATREL TN Ela wvEdlamin

_;_I‘il AL TRESET TN TT-:‘"" L B l“.:_:_.L‘-‘.'_ul...:. = | ITAFSASSEIT) |
Prncii Aithity MANUFLCTURE OF PARTS AND ACCESSORIES OB HOTOR YL
Buninass Mature (47 BALL by TURERS [MPORTERS EXPORTER WHOLISALER
Regi e el o INCOME TAX = ol 00-Sep- 2004, SALES TAX w ot |5 D pLIE
Income Tas &fMice ETO WD LRl
Sales Tax Offica WTO MDA RARLAL
Active Taxpayel’ List [ATL) lor futher detalls about ATL Status, click hare
Sales Tax Stalus CDPPRATIVE

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 vear is
greater than 190 Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is 1L.9M for last yvear, thus it

acquires 15 Marks,

Hiny

Federal Board of Revenus

nue LDivig

B

DECLARATION ACKNOW LEDGEMEMT aLIP

Name: FAFRUINH AT PLIEE B e i1 MTH: 21830308

MG -l"lr, Tax Yoar: 2014
fl”"ll"lﬁll”'l.“llul Bubmisslon Dats: 18-Mav-2014

Code Armyound
B0 10
ko Gl o
— —— & " " B

Iﬂ i Bind Evabaarion Repon of Tencher o prurchase of n-Class Material from School Specafic Mdgei X)04-200 8 Diigtrict K anbremore- . andiko




. 3) NTN Registration Certificate: This firm provided NTN Certificate # 21530386 however
' acquires 10 Marks,
4) Sales Tax Registration Certificate: This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Centificate vide

Registration No. 0102940300273 However acquires 10 Marks.

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

Taxpaver Facilitation Portal
{&. fbr gov. pk)

Him | o-Enrsliment 5 | ¢-Augisiation § | +-Baymiey » | Sasrch Tapayes » ! Hutpdesi & Support » | Ciowians | News Gaety | FAGS | Cantact Uy

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST (ATL)

SEARCH UTILITY
. WTH »INTh  T430004 272162 Entis Imags Chavecten B

- 008,
# Taxpayer is Active, as on 07-MAR-2015 (03:20) &
| = ]
»
Maindrarss Drafosrmmtsiss L]
/5. INPERIAL THADERS [INC] [ HUHO.T/A, BLOCK-B. UNTT NOLLD LATIFABAD, . LATIFARAD =
=
i)
u:uwu IHI"[HTFH - »
mnmn EXPORTER
]mﬂ' “MIIF!CIM W PMTF MD mmﬁmw WH'I'QE-

u:m mtmmam mmmm

Five exapayor et 6 5 TAFF Rwiurns durvg paar § oo prinds, compdaiie ieval = T00 5%

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 Ttems in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks.

9) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked 1o provide (a) 5 vears
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.

Annual Income Tax Audited Financial . ;
YEAR | Returns of last 5 years Statements of 5 Years Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of
showing tax paid as under |  Showing Capital as under et 10 Months |
2014 1,908,708.00 57,776,339.00 | This firm has not provided the '
— : —— “SALE TAX SUMMARIES™ but
2013 2,126,880.00 33,276,339.00 has pruvidtjﬂnlﬁ Tax RETURN
2012 2{}41,3?{}[’{}_ 49.285.&%“0 which was not I:'Eq'l.lil'fd in the
2011 2,651.863.00 46,155,589.00 | Evaluation Criteria, Hence it can not
2010 1,714,279.00 200626.215.00 | be accepted. However Zero marks,

Bid Evaluation Report of Tender for purchase of I-Class Material from School Specific Budget 20014-2019_Destrict Kashmore-Kandlikos
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Observations on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:-
g) The Bidder has not provided the required Document ie. “SALES TAX SUMMARIES”
i 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?,

1) 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

| Larkana

dated : 10-09-2013

No, ' ETn_r_uuring Agr:n_c} I_:j‘:c_limﬁ of Supply Orders Total Amount |
1) Order No. EDOH (Mut)/Store/d71 /12
dated 08-01-2012 ............. Rs:96,500.00
| ! District Health | 2) Order No. EDOH (Mat)/Store/210 /14 169.150.00
Officer Matiari duted 15-10-2014 ..., Rs: 42.400.00
3) Order No. EDOH (Mat)Store/650 /14
| - | dated 27-03-2014 ............. Rs:30250.00
3 DHO Hyvd 7) Order # “NILL" dated 16-01-2013 Rs:25.000 87.000.00
L e B) Order # 301" dated 15-01-2013  Rs:62,000 |
3| EDO (H) Jamshoro | EDO(H)Jam/Store/753 dt: 11.5.2011 1,050,000.00
4 DOH Jamshoro | EDO(Ham/Store/301 di 20.3.2013 484,000.00
'_-,_ | Med Supt CMS CMCHL/ACCTT(ACCTT :Supply Ord:901 150.000.00

I “The Bidder has not “provided Supply Orders of “Complex™ Assignments but it is _prT:;:i-uc;;
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.

tal Marks acquired by M/s Imperial Traders Inc 70 Stands “Qualified”

~ B
Deputy Diréctor (Primary) District Educafidh Officer (Primary) District Officer \Executive
Larkana Kas Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Chairman of C'ttee Member ry of C'ttee Kandhkot
External Member
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ANNEX-G

BIDDERS STATUS OF QUALIFICATION

: ; Marks l
S BIDDER Acquired Qualified
| Ideal Distribution Line Karachi 98 _ Yes
2 | Faiz Scientific Company 52 No
3 | Imperial I'rading 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 18" Mach-
2015 and the sealed un-opened financial proposals of un-successful bidders shall be returns

to the DISQUALIFIED firms

hC)s,

Depmz/ District Officet / Executive

Larkana Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Kandhkot

Chairman of C'ttee
External Member
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To.
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

Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-cl

prepare

of School
ass Material, Stationary items and Lab/Library items
d by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of Larkana Region, were placed betore

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

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10™ April 2015 at 10.00am 1n 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 r

ecord and
conducting detailed scrutiny of your profile

 Technical Proposals. The CRC members were nol
convinced on your grievances, Therefore the CRC unanimously endorsed the decision ol
Procurement Committee.

Copy of detailed decision of CRC is enclosed herewith.

(]

-—

Director School Education (Primary)
{Larkana Region)

partment, Government of 51 ndh, Karachi
director A & F, Sindh Public Procurement

Regulatory Authority, Karachi.
% The District Education Officers of District Larkano, Kambar.Shahdad Kot, Jacobabad,
Shikarpur and Kashmore.Kandhkot.

cepen  Cv Moi- 2238 23790,22.79) 227912
22793, > T14,.2* ¥is 22%je

2197 22798, 2271] 228,




COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEL
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/Y 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 Matenial, 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-IINEDU/E&A/SSB/RSU/13-14 dated: 3" December 2014 comprising of following five

persons:




1) Anwar Ali Khokhar Director Schools Eduction (Primary) Chairman
2) Gul Bahar Magsi Assistant Director DSE Primary Secretary
3) Mushtag Ali Shahani Rep. of Accountant General Sindh Member
4) M. Hassan Sollangi AO BISE Larkana Indpdnt Professional Member
5) Pervez Ali Tunio Procurement Specialist from RSU Member

The CRC fixed date of hearing on 10™ 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)

3)

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.

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.

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:

Evaluati iteria For Sc Budget 2014-
The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters:
Sr#t | Evaluation Parameters Toral
@ Company / Firm / Individual Information | Marks Brief :
Required Field | Marks ’ |
* No of Years in Business | 10 02 marks for each year in bisiness
* Anmal Turnover in Milltons 15 | &73 marks per million ternover (Afax
| | | 45 13y = |
* NTN Registrarion Certificare I | 10 marks if firm has NTN Certificate
* Salex Tux Registration ' 0 10 marks if firm iy registered with
Certificate J sales tax depariment .=
! 10 marks if the bidder provides
) Technical Proposal 10 10 complete details and specifications of
* Specifications & Brochures ' irems 1o be supplied for which he
| Want fo quile
Financial Capabilities . -
Income Tax Annual Returns of 3 10 02 marks on production of each year
Yieurs Tax paid Returns (Max 10) |
3 Awdited Financial Statements of P 25 0 marks on production of Finanelal
3 vears ) Statement Report {Max 5) ,
| Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of 10 { marks on production of each month |
| last 10 Months | record (Max 10) |
' | | 04 marks for each similar complexin
|'S Relevant Field Experience 20 20 | assignment (documernted proof) Max
i | 5 assignment
Noge:

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

i




procurement Committee was notified by the Secretary Education & Literacy
' DPepartment vide notification NO. SO(G-111)/SSB/FW-01/2012 dated: 3rd December 2014 1o !
conduct evaluation of the Technical Proposals of the Bidding firms and prepare a Bid

Ewvaluation 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 10" 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 Unigue 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 10™ April 2015.

9) The representatives of all three complaints were personally heard by the members of CRC.
The complainants also submitted their para-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.




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

for the bidder M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY

FROCQREMENT COMMITTEE’S BER IS REPRODUCED |

Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Comminiee from | . |

Evaluation Criteria & Marks | o gochnical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. adl
| INCOME TAX # 0901411-0 is registered at FBR w.e.f01-Jan-
# of vears in Business 02 1995, SALES TAX # 1200850800891 w.e.f 27-Jul-1999. FBR's '
marks for each year in Verification was done from its Online Verification System (snap | 1{)
| business (Max 10) shot of FBR s site is cited bellow). However this firm is being
in business since last 20 yvears thus it aoguire 10 Marks.
| Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender
Annual Turnover in Millions that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given (maximum
I | 0.75 marks per million up to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided last year | None
turnover (Max 15) Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual Sales
Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks. -
| NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN | This firm provided NTN Certificate # 0901411-0 however 10
Certificate) acquires 10 Marks i 8 |
?;fT R‘E“}';:::’: {r;mﬁ:i:} This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 10
L, el Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks
with sales tax department _ E
:.ﬁ'c& S‘?ﬂ‘!ﬁm”m.u it This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the
if the bidder provides complete L ' SRR R |
. details and specifications of required items and is agreed to supply same specifications ay 10
R o mentioned in the Schedule of ltems in Bid Documents, thus
items to be supplied for which . ' .
acquires 10 Marks
u he want 1o quote, |
Income Tax Annual Returns of | This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the | 1
5 Years. 02 marks on year 2014 in all districts except Jacobabad, but has provided rIa
production of each year Tax Income Tax Retwrn for the year 2009 which doesn 't fall under |
paid Returns (Max 10) the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria, -
Audited Financial Starements Bidder has not provided Awdited Balance Sheet for the year
of 3 vears 01 marks on 2014. Bidder has not provided the “SALE TAX SUMMARIES " 4
3 | production of Financial but has provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required
Statement Report (Max 5) in the Evaluation Criteria. It is further noted from the Sales s
| p 2 ; =20 “NULL" and
Monthly Sales Tax Summarieys He R‘.".ﬂm {ﬁ'{ym Jﬂ‘f 013 4} Puc-2014) are "WULI ; o
show ZERO TURNOVER during past |8 months. However
af last 10 Months | marks on . , . , i ;
il R Sy acquired Marks: 8 marks for Four Years Annual Income Tax None
JROREKSS o SHcis ol Returns, 4 marks for Four Years Audited Financial Statements
record (Max 10) : ' :
| No marks as Sales Tax summaries are not provided
g It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder showuld
Relevant Field Experience. 04 : i e i Thils .
i provide Maximum 5 “Complex" assignments. This firm has not
marks for each similar . .
¢ | conmianity acsiemmant provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided None
s & some old supply orders of year 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, ooz
fdocumented proof) Max 3 A e
N 2010 and 2011, Such old supply orders cannot be accepted
i However acquires ZERO Marks |
!
Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S FAILZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, | 352




id Evaluation Reports

for the bidder %ﬁ UNIQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, :
Bid Evaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Commitiee from

’7 PRGCUREMEN'_F COMMITTEE’S BER IS REPRODUCED |

as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee
Sor District Jacobabad

for each year in husiness (Max
10)

/ . .
g | (PR CYNE S S the Technical Proposal/ Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. _| ™%
' This firm's INCOME TAX # 0901384-9 is registered at FBR w.e.f 28- |
| & of years in Business 02 marks | Jan-1995, SALES TAX ¥ 1200701300146 w.e f3)-Jul-1999 FBR's
o

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 acguire 10 Marks, |

Annual Turnover in Millions
{1. 75 marks per million anover

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 Anmual Income Tax Return which shows that X5

/ | Annwal Sales Turnover of this firm for last year is approx. 11,436
(Max 15) Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is 458,277 for last year
L thus it acquires (11,452 0.75) 8.5 Marks. !
NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN This firm provided NTN Certificate # & 0901 384-9 however acquires 10
Certificate) | 10 Mariks | i
:ﬁfkﬁfﬁ:;ﬂiﬂ;; .‘:::*f:*:ii . I‘:ﬂ This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificare vide ‘ 1
i ; Registration No. 1200701300146 However acquires 10 Marks.
sales e department ;
Tech Specifications 10 marks if |
the bidder provides complete This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required
2 | details and specifications of items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the 1o
items to be supplied for which he Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus acquires [0 Marks.
want (o quole, 3
Income Tax Annual Returns of 3
Years. (2 marks on production 10
of each year Tax paid Returns Ridding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax Returns of last 3
Max 10) years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not provided Balance
[Audived Financial Sitements of | =ee e arks s requived in Tenderthas
2 i I s of [ Vi k.
3 . };rf” t”. #:::rh OR production the Bidding Firms should provide last 10 Months Sales Summaries 4
of Financial Statement Report fApr-2014 to Jan-2013), but This firm provided Sales Tax Swmmaries
(Max 5) only for the month of May, June & Oct-2014. Thix bidder has - =%
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of | provided Sales Tax Returns which were not required. however
last 10 Months | marks on acguires 03 marks. TOTAL I7 Marks ‘ '
production of each month record e
(Max 10) 3 | |
| This firm has not provided any supply order of “Complex Assignment e
| in 2014 and/or 213" but provided “ordinary natwre supply orders™
o L of vears 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 2005. Sales Tax
Relevant Field Experience. 04 Summaries are only provided for three months which also do not
marks for each similar confirm that this firm has miade sales of complex assignments during
4 | complexity assignment past 10 months None

(documenied proof) Max 5
assigmment

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 vear 2014 is attached for Re. 365, 160~ which is also of ordinary
nature and cannot be considered at place of “complex aasignment ™
however this firm does not qualify for the marks |

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




| 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 SALAH BROTHERS KHAIRPLR MIR'S

Evaluwation Criterfa & Marks

Bid Fvaluation Results as prepared by Procumbent Committee from |' " I;"h |
the Technical Proposal / Profile submitied by the Bidding Firm. ' |

# of years in Business 2
marks for each year in
business (Max 1{})

This firm's INCOME TAX # 1538892-1 &s registered at FBR w.e.f 30- |
April-2003, SALES TAX 8 0108940300137 w.e.f 23-Feb-2004. FBR's |
Verlfication was done from its Online Verification System (snap shen i
of FBR s site is cited bellow). However this firm is baing in business
since last | ] vears thus it acquire 10 Marks.

| Anmual Turnover in Millions

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

0.75 k i provided last year Annual Income Tax Return which shows that Nk
1 S¢S MIGENE T SR Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0105 Million and the Income ¥Ui T |
turnover (Max 13) Tax Paid by this firm ix Rs.4,2000- for last year, thus it acquires il
Marks - _ =
NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN | This firm provided NTN Certificate & 2153035-6 however acquires 10 10
Certificate) Marks ) [y i s
3‘:,:' :ﬂf:f::;r;::f::;’;:gt::; This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide 10
-4 e Registration No. 0108940300137 However acquires 10 Marks.
with sales tax department ) | o=
Tech Specifications 10 marks |
if the bidder provides complete | This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required
2 details and specifications of items and is agreed to supply same specifications as mantioned fn the 10
items to be supplied for which Schedule of Irems in Bid Documents, thus acquires 10 Marks |
he want to quote. ol
Income Tax Annual Returns of | a)  Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the year 2013 but ‘
5 Years. 02 marks on has provided Acknowledgement which was not required in the o
production of each year Tax evaluation criteria. Bidder has provided Annual Income Tax !
paid Returns (Max 10) Returns for rest of the years Acquires § marks
Audited Financial Statements i an.:-r has provided Audited Financial Statements, Acquires 3 —_— ‘
[ 3 miarks
3 tf_;:;t c.'r.s‘ < :;.rf'rh :.m., ¢l The Bidder has not provided the required Document e "SALES 3
production of Financie TAX SUMMARIES" but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS |
Statement Report (Max 5 which were not required in the Evaluation Criteria, hence the e
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries provided documents cannot be accepted and no marks can be
of last 10 Months | marks on given for this .-
production of each month | o
record (Max 101 Total 13 marks aceuired by the bidder |
N Since the hidder has not produced supply orders of complex nature | =3 ‘
Relevant Field Experience. 04 | but has produced supply orders of ardinary nature, which cannot .
marks for each similar meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as mentioned in the bid
4 | complexity assignment document. But the procurement commitfee under special None
(documented pmﬂ_.r‘) Meax 5 consideration special consideration accepled two prajects as
assignment mentioned in the table above for the year 2013 however 8 marks are ‘ J
given but no marks for rest older ordinary nature supply orders |
53

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




12) The CRC members examined para-wisc 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 para-wise grievances raised by each of the
complainant the CRC prepared findings & decissions for each of the complainant as under:-

M/s Faiz Scientific Company Karachi

Turnover : Annual Turnover in Millions 0,75 marks per million (Max 15)

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  Annual Tumn over in Millions: It was mentioned in
the Tender that 0.75 marks per million tumover 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 vear, 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 us it
was evaluated with different criteria (not asked in tender) vour
assessment is based on other suppliers, vou have qualified, that's
why it is conflicting with your tender document which is
discriminatory

CRC Proceedings for this para 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,

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

CRC Decision for this para However the grievance for this para 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
Retumn for the vear 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 Criterin.
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the vear 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 il 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.

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: We have submitted documents as per your
tender evaluation criterin
(1) Income Tax annual return of 3 vears
(2) Audited Financial Statement of § vears
{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.

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: 1t 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, 2003, 2007, 2008,
2010 and 201 1. Such old supply orders cannot be accepted.
However acquires ZERO Marks.

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: Your objection is conflicting with vour
tender document’s evaluation criteria. There was never mentioned
consecutive year. Please give us from where vou 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: I'his para 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. 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 Tumover in last 18 months, however it
confirm that this firm has made ZERO TURNOVER during past
eighteen months.

o

e




CRC Decision for this para: However the grievance for this par is un-justified and
groundless. Hence the CRC endorses decision of Procurement
Committee.

M&MLMWMMQMMIML :tm MMJLHW
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 Faiz Scientific Company stands as disqualified.

M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  This Bidding Firm has provided last yvear 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..

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

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: The turnover can only be
considered for last yvear, as the evaluation criterinl at para 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 para: 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 § 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 Summuries only for the month of May, June &
O¢t-2014. This bidder has provided Sales Tax Returns which were
not required, however acquires 03 marks. TOTAI 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

—h,



zero turnover can be submitted as your evaluation eriteria did not
specified in the same,

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: The CRC examined Profile
ol 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 § 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 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

Text of the Grievance of Ridder 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 para for the point of contention: This parn 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 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,

QmmMmummm&.EMmmmMM@m which the
mmmwimmmm were not copvinced with

the complai levan wever CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement
Committee. Thus M/s Unique Supplies Company stands as disqualified.
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C s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's

Turnover : Annual Tumover 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 turover will be given (maximum up to |5 marks). This
Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual Income Tax Retumn
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

v 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 retorn should be checked. You can only check my annual
turnover from the Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank
Statement. The details of the 5 vears annual Income Tax return is

__given bellow: e
YEAR Annual Income Annual Sales | Marks 0.75 per
Tax Paid Turnover in Million
| Millions l -
2014 4200 X 0
2013 29752 0,850 0—
2012 253792 7.25 5.25
2001 | 79741 a3 ' 1.5
2010 319910 | 944 6.75 i
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 submitied 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 para However Bidder's grievance cannot be considered for
summing several vears together. Since Annual Income Tax Return
and “Sales Tax Summaries™ are the authentic & Official documents
Thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement Committee
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ancial Capabilities:

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 S marks The
Bidder has not provided the required Document i.¢. “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: 1) Annual Income Tax Retumns: | was
awarded 8 marks out of 10. | have not attached acknowledgement
for the year 2013 in the company profile but | have attached the
annual income tax return 2013, Therefore | would request you (o
proper check it and award 10 marks.

2) Monthly Sales Tax Summaries: | would request you to
please recheck my profile properly. | 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, | should be awarded [0 marks.

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention I'he 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.

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

Relevant Field Exp«_ericnce: 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 vears projects are accepiable.
| have aitached the 10 vears work orders of Relevant Field
Experience and this is reasons that | was awarded 10 marks out of
10 for business experience. Moreover, | 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 para for the point of contention: This para 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. Procurement Committee has
awarded 8 marks under specinl 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 para I'he grievance of complainant that it was nowhere specified
in the evaluation criteria that the evaluation of relevant field
experience will be carried from last vear's work orders. is un-
justified and groundless. Thus the CRC endorses decision of
Procurement Committee.

iamantnc | and wri ievances. the C mmd u,umplgmqnl the record 1nrhu.h the

uwmmmm&ummmmamm members were not convinced with
the complainant's grievances and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement
Committee. Thus M/s Sal rs Khairpur Mir’ ds as disqualified.
Gul B Magsi 4 Pervez A Tunio Mushiag Ali Shahani
Assistant Director Procurement Specialist, A.A.O, Larkana
Directorate of Schools Education Reform Suppont Unit, Representative from Accountamt
{Primary) Larkana Region, {(Member CRC) General Sindh (District Accounts
(Secretary of CRC) Ou beh oA Office Larkana (Member CRC)

~ - et
L] F,...-'—"
Muhammad Ha wiir All Khokhar
Audit Officer BISE : BireCtor Schools Education (Primary)
An independent ssional in relevant field Larkana Region,
conceming (& procurement process Chairman of Procurement Committee
ember CRC
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IFAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY |

The Director Schools Education {Primary)

. Larkana Region, Sindh, Larkana,

Subject - Authority Letter

T,

This is in reference 1o your Tenders 558 (Schools Specific Budget 2014-15) for

authorised oyr Group Director Operations mr._ﬁpgg_ﬂg_{_lﬂ;ug o atiend the Redrossyl

Your office on behall of our Company, You are kindly requested to accepl him andg prowide him
opportunity Lo Present our Painl of yieyws.

IM'POHTERS

Larkana Rogion, we have
Muetmg ai

Your kind suppart and cooperation will be highly obiiged,

Thank you.

Very Sincerely

IHDEHTGRS

E-MaAJL




Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting
Held on 10™ April
For hearing of grievances filed by
Faiz Sci Co Karach

Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar-Shahdadkot,
shikarpur, Kashmore @ xandhket and lacobabad, 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 Sclentific Company participated on behalf
of his company.

e f n

tative of M/s Faiz scientific Company

I, the undersigned am authorized represen
mmittee on behalf of

Karachi and | am participating in the meeting of Complaint Redressal Co
Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi.

Lot Mogan




130¢. Dated: April 10, 2015

M/s Faiz Scientific Company,
Karachi.

Raf:- your letter No.FSC.00/200315/624, 20" march 2015,and No.FSC-00/3 10315/647, 31-03-7015

g The Director Schools Education {Primary) Larkana Region Larkana, has recelved your
grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar-Shahdadkor,
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 eveluotion wos totally biased, unrealistic ond unjustified as our company is the
most desesving, expertenced and qualified bidder in the competition, whose profile
accepled by all ather districes of Singh as well os Gowt Departments of Sindh. We do
ot accept your decision of chollenge it for Redressal s par SPPRA rule 2 31, We wiff
fegresent our point of view in front of Redressal 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 gricvances on the
attached Bid Evaluation Report so that the Complaint Redressal Committee can addross your
grievances as per rules.

I.“!;:" r._._',,_-—-—"-'_'_-
Director Schools Eduction (Primary)
Larkana Region, Larkana.

Received letter + 3 pages of BER-+1-Page of Memon £

Signature

= .-_.:-".--i- —
Name === Ga Coor Kdlhon
CNIC# Eéﬁf,{,:; sk Sobs ae

Date: D P sl
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" BAX # 09014110 & registered ot FER w.c.{ Ql-fon-1935, SALES TAX & 1200850800891 wee f 27-Jul- 1953,
Far‘s verificotion wos done from ity Onfine verification System (snop shot of FIR' ate i cited bellow)
Howewver this firm ﬂhdﬂfhbmfﬂfﬂlhﬂhﬂmmmuﬂwﬁtlﬂﬂw.

/<

2) Annual Turmover in Millions 0.75 maris per million turnover [Max 15): Lost yeors furmover wos
required to be assessed from the officiol documents such os last year's onaual income tax return and Solvs
Tax tummares. Your Firm hod ncither provided lost year Annwol Income Tox Refurn nor Soles Tox
Summaries [0 CISETT pOur LUrmover. On (he other hand pou hove provided Sales Tax Ketumns for lost 18
{eightren) months, where you hove declored 2ero soled. On the basis of your offical documents your
declored tumnover i nothing. howewer pou acqusred Zero Menks.

vr Pntor fucument Lot Lr gorr's
/r/'n/ .?J'.n:.'! f?;/ﬁ_{r_ca// Lecal l’{f#rﬂfnﬂ)ﬂ', y.-pi—)f'
ﬂf?ftfzf#:‘f /.S_f?'“‘?r Vﬂé{/ A -?/ £t =5 El:’l f !di'lf

mﬂ_#mf fﬁd«’-m'g/ p «.,,ér-,/ﬁ. Seoor]

Yovy A5Stsmed f?_w-,’.f.ﬁ Lo oy Aoy
Y : [ . 75 9z

Z,&&Mwﬂqu ek 7S /r)é‘rr’f'ﬂ;f;’f#/z?v

1) mwmmmiﬁmmmmhmmpmwum
Certificate vide Aeg. # 0901411-0 however you ocguired 10 Markd

Plgase explain your grievance on this paragraph:

Im—,.rr..,i..-m._u_.._._m-wmmunm-Jnm.mm:..-rmmunmiqw-
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| Sales Tax Registration Certificate (10 marks if firm s registered with Sales Tax Department);
Your firm provided Soles Tax Registrotion Certificate vide Registration No. 120085080080) However you
orquired 10 Morky,

Bid Documents, thus ocguires 10 Marksy,

&) Mﬂtﬂbﬂﬁu:lhhi%tﬂlﬂhlﬂhnmﬂdmmmsvﬂu
AmndeTnHrmm?muhﬁwuﬂmm{muﬂﬂﬁ}.fﬁ}!*uumm
Financial Statement 01 marks on production of Financial Statement {max 5 marks) () Last 10
msﬂutnﬁmmiu.mm“pmduthuﬂMmmﬂumrd{mumm:
Your firm hod act prowded income Tex Return for the year 2014 (except Jocobabod). Finamcol Stotement
!n'#mwnrl‘ﬂummwmmmrmmmwunmnmpmmbyyaw
firm but instead of the Sales Tox Summaries you provided Sakey Tox Returng whith were pot requined,
Following i the short summory of your provided document

vean | Anmwellmcome Tas Acturns of lost 5 | Awdited Financial Statements of § Momthly Sokes Tan Summaries of
e showing rux poid o3 weder Yeors Showing Copital as woder fase 10 Menths
Thix firm has aor provided the
& privvided Nor provdied

e i s “SALE TAK SUMMASIES® but o

2013 S08.430.00 ORI | oovided Soles Tax RETURNS

012 L1, 716,00 IS804, 1 7800 | wiveh was ot reguirest in the |

2011 B 637.00 1112754800 | rooivenan Criteric, HeALe i can
s £99,518.00 8,883,027.00 m_: ASESpres’ i Sy

a)  Your Fiem has provided Income Tax Return for the yeor 2009 which daesn’t foll under the required
perod a3 menbioned in the Evolugtion Criteria Five yeors meam the consecutive five yoors (2014,
2013, 2012, 2011 and 2010). Five years “docsa’t mean any five peary”

b} 1 i further noted fram ihe Soles Tax Returns {from July 2013 till Dec 2014) which are provided by the
Bidder are “WULL" and show ZERQ TURNOVER during past 18 months

However your firm ocguired marks for Financial Capotelitics: (1) 2xd = 8 moris for pmwiding Four Yeort

Annual Income Tax Relums. 1x8 = 04 marky for prowding of Four Years Finonciat Stofements. And no

marks os you did not provided Soles Tox Summarkes. Thus your firm ocquired 12 macks for !inencial

l Frrowagungs f Cornpiami Raiesasl |, gt I T wfon of Damsor Sqhosls Flsmsen (Pismes | | 2% a0 R
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les in four districts eaccpt ocobabad, wikre your prowided income Tax Keturn for the year 2014
ot grguired 14 marks for socobobod
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7] Relevant Field Experience 02 marks for each similar complexity assignment (documented
proof) Max § assignment (max 20 marks): Your firm hod not provided any Documentory Proof (Supply
Orders} for the consecutive yeors 2014, 2013 & 2012, but you provided some old sugply oeders for the
years 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 2010 and 2011. The provicled supply orders are not of the “Complex
Assignmants” but these ave the “ordingry ossignments® howsver Such old supply orders and ordinary
assignments connol be ocerpted, Thus your firrm acquired no Marks.

Plgase explain your grievance on this paragraph:
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Continued to next page
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ch is self explanatory and is quoted as under--

T G e mrmmmw«m#w&hkmrmmhwlmmm
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Bypartment) are DHOched herewith. Sorm resorts were publched / haiind on SPPRA wrlite 1l pEn Bre (omninaned meng M e
L] Muw-mwwﬂmww Thewe negorts com eguily |
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My Taw Scentilic Camrgniny

SUBIECT: Account Maintenance Certificate

I This i to cortdy Lhat Mr. Tahir Imam Rirvi beeaom r
.

i ad sung Enllowing: A coord with the bank - Sodes 1Phangy

S.No. Account Account Title
Number :
L. 01021815580 M /s, Fair Scientific Company

The conduct of this accaunt(s) & to our sattaction

st ragardy
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Authorized Signature
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Scientiic Equipment, Material, Furniture & General Order Suppliers
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Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting
Held on 10™ 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
Jacobabad, 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 Representative

I, the undersigned am authorized representative of M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi and |
am participating in the meating of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of Unique
Supplies Company, Karachi.
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Rel: your letter No USC-TND-18465/2014-15 dated 31-3-2015,

The Director Schools Education [Primary} Larkana Region Larkana, has received your
grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Jacobabad, 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 hos rejected us due to pon-confirmative of Evaluation Criteria in your bid
dncumant. We have checked all our documents and found eligible for your critera.
We feel that our Company has been discnminated by your cvolualion cOmimiETee.
We would ke to request for redressal as per SPPRA Rule £ 31 and #xpect your office
will provide us change to clarify our point of wew.,

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 Redressal Committee can address your
grievances.

- —
3 i
F il

——
Director Schools Eduction (Primary)
Larkana Region, Larkana.

—

Received letter + 3 pages of BER i
W‘
Signatura
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of Years in Business 2 Marks for each year in business {max 10): Your Jirm’s INCOME TAX
i reghiered at FBR w.e.f 28-Jan-1995, SALES TAX # 1200701300146 wef 11-dul 1899 FAR'
Woriicotion was done from its Onfine Vierificartion System. However your firm ocguired 10 Morks.

2] Annual Turn over in Millions, 0.75 Marks per million tumover (max 15): Last pror’s tumover wot
requested lo assessed from the officiol documents such ot IoT yeor agrmoal income (ax returm ond Saled
Tax Summaries. Your firm provided kst yeor Annual income fax Return which shows that Anavol Soles
Turnover of your firm is opprox 11455 Million and the Income Tax Poid by your firm Is 458,277 lost
W,mmmﬁmntwm.uxarsmswn
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6)

Registration Certificate: Your firm prowided Soles Tax Megutration Creetificote wide
on No. 1200701300146 However aeguired 10 Marks

%) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures)..vour firm hos penvided Specifications and Brochurcs
for the required items ond is ogreed to supply sorme specifications oy menlioned in the Schedule of fiems in
Bigt Documents, thas coguires 1D Maorks,

Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criterla Bidders were atked to provide (a) 5 years
Annual Income Tax Returns 2 marks for each return (max 10 marks), (b) 5 Years Audited
Financal Statement 01 marks on production of Financial Statement (max 5 marks) (c) Last 10
mﬂﬂhhufusmmmNpmmdmhmmhsmdlm 10 marks).
Your firm hod not provided Financiol Statement for the pear 2014, Soles Tax Summoncs (Domestic Sofes)
Jor lost 10 month mean { Aprl 2014 to Jan 2015] were required but your firm provided onfy for the month
of May, June and October 2014 only. You hove ottached wh-required documents £.g. Soles Tox Returns

which were not required In the evoluation criteria. Foflowdng i the short summary of pour provided
documents

Annual Income Tax Audited Financial Statements monthly Sales Tax
YEAR Returns of last 5 years of § Years Showing Capital as Summaries of last 10
showing tax pakd at under under Maonths
2014 458,277.00 Not provided | 15t 10 Months Sales
g S 1 Summarics were required in
88,040.00 16,684,551.00 | 10 gig Document Le.
2012 1 _3,64693000|  19,682,30B.00 | means [Apr-14 to Jan-15)
| 2011 | 3,861,490.00 | 11,421.842.00 | This firm has providad for
Sales Tax Summanes (o (he
2010 335,221.00 5,922,302.00 | month of May, Juns & Oct-

| 2014.

al At required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should prowvide Aot 10 Months Soféd Summancs
{Ape-2014 to Jon-2015), but your firm has provided Sales Tax Summanes only for the month of
Moy, June & Oct-2014.

B) Itis further noted from the “Sofes fax Returms™ that your firm deciored ZEND TURN OVER in masl
of the months. Further defoils are gaven in the Llabke on next page
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This bidder has provided Safes Tax Returns which were not required, Detarls

Nhth R Vear 1= Sales Tax Summary Provided or not

| Yes /No Sales Amount os Declared
Jon-15 No A |
Dec-14 No N/A |

| Now14 Mo N/A

[ Oo-14 Yes | 683,371/-
Sep-14 | No | N/A
Aug-14 No N/A
Jul-14 No t N/A
Jun-14 Yes ’ 2,345,360/

| _May14 Yes 462,034/- !
Apr-14 No N/A :I

Therefore your firm ocquired marks for Financial Copabilities: (1) 2 x § = 10 Mark for providing
five yeers Annuol Income Tax Returns. 1xd =4 marks for providing four years Financial

Statements, Ax 1x 3 = 3 Marks for providing three months Soles Tax Summoaries. Thus your firm

acguired 17 marks for Financial Copabilities.

&y Pl o Tonds. EonlbaZow CLocFdia -
Youws, Oritbiia Ao @ zmmZonced Ay pox-

[ Procesdmps of [y sl Radrrsesd Cemidties, heid an HF™ Aped 2013 o the olfics of Dliaso i hobe Telmstions (PrIGRIY ) | bt Raman.



Fleld Experience (4 marks for each similar complexity assignment (documented
proof) Max 5 assignment {max 20 marks): 1t was required in the 8id Document thal ihe Bidder should
provide Maximum 5 “Complex” ossignments. Your firm has not provided Documentary Proof (Supply
Orders) for the consccutive year 2014 and/for 2013" but provided “ardinary noture supply overs” of yeors
2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and 2005, The provided Soles Tax Summaries for three months also do nol
confirm that your firm hos made sales of compléx assignments during past 10 menths

You have attoched one supply order of 2014 which is on Lhe name of M/ Sckence and Computer Link. Only
one supply order for the year 2014 is atloched for Rs, 365,160/ which & also of ordinary nature and

connot be eonsidered ol place of “complex assignment™ however your firm does net acywired ony marks

for past yeors relevant expericnce.
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CHOOL EDUCATION IMA A REGION LARKANA

Complaint Redressal Committee Meeting
Held on 10" April
For hearing of grievances filed by

M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir’s.

Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District , Kashmore-Kandhkot and lacobabad, 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.

I, the undersigned am authorized representative of M/s Salah Brothers and | am participating in
the meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of Salah Brothers.

o W
Signature: __ -
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BLD YALUATION CHULKRIA FORSCNOOLSPLOUIC RUDGET 31418 OF INSTRIC

f THE TECHNICAL BIDS SHALL BE DEO JACOBABAD SALAH BROTHERS - : - |_
. EVALUATED ON
THE BASIS OF FOLLOWING PARAME TERS: _
R . i = £ _JL = =
» | Evaluation
A Paramatars
| Company/ | Total Brial
_ Firm / Marks
Individual
Information |
Requied | Ma
Flexd riy -—
* Mo of 02 marka for | This frm Is Deing In business snce [ast | | was awarded folal 10 marks outof 10, -
T Years I ! 10 45 sach year 0 11 yeors thus A aogulres 10 marks.
Business business [Max
h _ This bidding fim has provided last year [t is nowhere written in the evaluation criterin for
income tex retum which shows
that st saies tmover of last your s | SSho0] Specific Budget 20142015 that Annual
0.105 miion and the income tax paid by | Tumover will be checked from Income Tax Annual
H;iﬂhuﬂﬁg - for fast year. fws * ' Retun. And nowhere it is writien that only the last

year Annual Income Tax retum will be checked.
Morcover, the word ANNUAL means YEARLY and
it does mean any particular or specific year, Since

_ * Annusl 15 0.78 marks per you have required the 5 years Annual Income Tax
Tumover milion tumover retum as mentioned in the evaluation criteria
Sy it (FINANCIAL CAPABILITIES), therefore, my $

years Annual Income Tax return should be checked,
' You can also check my annual tumover from the
Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank
Statement , The details of the 5 years annual

tax return is given below. 8




4 YEAR ANNUAL
! INCOME  TAX

ANNUAL  MARKS _

SALES OF 075
. PAID TURN MARKS
OVER IN PER
MILLIONS | MILLION
TURN
_ ) =2 OVER
2014 4200 0.105 0
12013 29752 085 0 =]
2012 | #eWe0 (L 792 | 7.25 525
2011 | 79741 227 15
2010 | 31981 844 _uwm |
AL 1 13.5

As | have mantioned the detalls above, therefore | should
be awarded 13.8 marks out of 15,




b ke R

10 marks it the The frm provided spechcabon & | was owarded fotal 10 marks oul of 10
bidder provides | oroshures. However, acq Jines 10 marks

Teennical complete

Prooasal detats and

. 10 1 apacificatons

Specihicat of fems 1o be

1 ond & suppiied  for
Brochures | | which he wan

_— . o quote. .
| was awarded total 8 marks out of 10 1 have not amched |
acknowled gment for the year 2013 in the company profile but

| have attached the annual income tax retun 2013, Therefore, |
would request you properly check it. Therefore, | should be
given 10 out of 10 marks.
; 02 marka on Biader has nol provided INcoma tax f
Mnanciel production  of  refurn for the year 2013 but hae provided
Capablitios pach year Tax | acknowlecgement  which nol
paid Retumns | required in the evaluation ortedia. Bidder
= _ x 10] hes provided annual wicome tax raturn
_._...3._.__.;-8!. g ‘ for rest of the years _
_’i.li me
o4 Years . PO
7 | 81 maks The frm provided wsudit fnancial | was awarded iotal 05 marks out of 05, #
Audted g on ﬁ!ﬂﬂ.ﬂ“ﬁnﬂu § ymars However
38 S e |
i The bicder has not provided the required
T 4_ - o A Ko _Eﬂﬁzaws.nhmﬂﬂgamﬂonr_
Morthly  Sales Sroducton | has provided Acknowledgments which Properly. 1 have attac  sales tax monthly
Tex Summaries | .o of  sech|were not requid In e svauston | summaries and acknowledgement and sales tax
of lest 10 it WO oyl g -y documents | monthly retum, Moreover, this can also be confirmed |
_ _ 10) from the Federal Board of Revenue Islamabad.
) ., = Therefore, 1 should be awarded 10 marks out of 10,




——

sach wimiler | order of complex naturs but hat [ 4o nowhere mentioned in the bid evaluation criteria
compiaxity | produced supply orde's of ond _

Relevant Field .. 2 :-a_.ﬁiﬂ. natwe, which can not et e Ot only the last 3 years projects are scceptable, |
4| Experience ¢ (documente |requrement of evaluston crdeda a8 have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant

o4 ana __.Jwﬁ_r[g&n.. e ok provided SBRl

mf uﬁigi nﬁzu-ﬂ&t! Field Experience, and this is the reason that [ was |

assignmant _ consderstion  sccepted 2 projects.  awarded 10 marks out of 10 for business experience.

Howevar, Amarks but ks
for rest oider ordinary nanme sosgy  Moreover, | have been awarded 8 marks out of 20 for

arders. Crelevant field experience which is fotal injustice, |
Therefore, you are requested (o reconsider my older
Netai Firm must gat 70% marks In Technicsl similar type projects in the light of the 10 years works
- o Pt R orders of the RELEVANT FIELD EXPERIENCE
and award me 20 marks out of 20,




7 q- Bvaluation
W Fiin?i.i | Tota
“Gompany | | Brial
Firm / | Mark
individ ual ]
e _____—v_._..lzazir
| Henuired
#I Field _xu - L=
e el of 02 marks for This firm Is being in business siroe last | was awarded total 10 marks out of 10,
1| Years in| 10 45 | #8ch year In, 11 years thus i acquires 10 marks,
Huaness business  (Mex
e 10) - .
This bidding fum has provided last year
_ annual ncoma lax returm which shows
" that annual sales lumaover of |ast year s
0105 milion and the Income tax paid by |
tha firm is Ra. 4200/ for last year, thus il
acquines [ marks.
* Annwal | 15 075 marks per
Tumover milion  humoesy
(Max 15)

THE TECHNICAL BIDS SHALL BE
EVALUATED ON
THE BASIS OF FOLLOWING PARAMETERS:

~ DEO KASHMORE @ KANDHKOT

SALAH BROTHERS

v i Millions

. below.

It 1s nowhere written in the evaluation eriteria for |

School Specific Budget 2014-2015 that Annual
Turnover will be checked from [ncome Tax Annual
Return. And nowhere it is written that only the last
year Annual lncome Tax return will be checked,
Moreover, the word ANNUAL means YEARLY and
it does mean any particular or specific year, Since
you have required the 5 years Annual Income Tax
return &s mentioned In the evaluation criteria
(FINANCIAL CAPABILITIES), therefore, my $
years Annual Tncome Tax return should be checked.
You can also check my annual turnover from the
Bank Account Maintenance Certificate. The details

of the 5 years annual income tax return is Eﬁ <

.l.._.rr__

Oy A

wy L,%dw




__ g DETAILS OF THE 5 YEARS ANNUAL
INXOME TAX RETURN
_ _ A YEA ANNUAL ANNUAL MARKS
R | INCOME SALES 075
TAXPAID | OF TURN | MARKS
7 OVER IN | PER
| | # .sFr_cv MILLION
| 7 A TURN
OVER |
2014|4200 0.105 fo
2013 [29752 085 10
_ 2012 | vediai® 7 37927 25 535
2011 79741 227 LS
2010 | 319910 9.44 (675 ;
TOTAL MARKS: 13.5
_ _ As 1 have mentioned the details above, therefore |

should be awarded 13.5 marks out of 15,

| was ewaroad tolal 10 mans ow of 10

.

Tha &m provided NTHN Cenfficats

"ail 10 haa NTN | However, acquires 10 macks.

? Cenfcate S e [ ] e Sy
*  Ssies 10 marks & g |0 rm provided sales tax cerfficate. | was awarded total 10 marks out of 10
Tax registersd  with However, scquins 10 marks.




| 10 marks 1 the [ The firm provided specficetion & | | was awarded total 10 marks out of 10
bidder provides brochums However, acquires 10 marks, |
Tachnlcal compiele  details
Proposal and .
_ . 10 .4 spacificallons of
Specificatl | e L ba
g oM & | suppiiad for
Brochuras which be wani 1o
) - 4 LEE. - il e _..I - a [ PR — e —
25 02 marks on | The fimn provided snnuel income tax | | wes awarded total 10 marks out of 10.
Financlal production of ' returmy of & years. However, acoulres 10
Capablitties * sach yeor Tax marks
pald Rafums
Bty [Max 10)
Ineome  Tax |
; Annual Returns 10
of & Years ) | . . _ _ o] - _
01 marks | The firm provided audit financal | | was awarded total 05 marks out of 0.
Audited on statement of last 5 years Howsver
Financal production  acquiresd € marks.
Statemants of 5 5 o, Fhigeca
Statement
yoars
_ M,___Ei;__x
)] et
Hﬁ.wﬁﬂuﬂ-ﬂﬁgﬂ“aa the _E”ﬂ I have attached the sales tax Enﬂ_w_u..
. | marks on has provided Acknowledgments wich | 3cknowledgement and sales tax monthly return. My |
ﬁ:z« Salos production  were not required in the evaluslion point of view is that summary also includes the
| et Spmana |10 2 Can not be acoeptanie ¢ doouments aoknowledgment receipt. Moreover, this can also be
Months 7 racord (Wax confirmed from the Federal Board of Revenue
* 10} Islamabad. Therefore, [ should be awarded 10 marks
1

outof10.




10k EXALUARIY: LBITERLS PO SCUOCL APLCUCC BUDGAT 20k L8 OF DISTHIC TR0 UCATION OFFICLRPRIMARY) KASHMORE & KANMIKOT

D4 marks for | Since ine bidder has nol provided supply ﬁ; nowhere mentioned in the bid evaluation criterin
aach similar order of complax nbture but  has

complexity  produced supply orders of crdinary DAL GNly the last 3 years projects are acceptable. |
20  Ossignmen! | nature, which can not mest he have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant

‘4  Bxperionce 20 [documanie | requirement of evalustion criteds as Field muu.n_._nlun and this is the reason that | was
menticned In documeanl. Bu ]
_ .”._E ﬁsm !SE!L_ ﬁs_ﬂt. ...m._h ..nrun HHE& E_ _.__-”_:E out of 10 for business E_.ﬂwgﬁ.
assignment | consideration accepted projects reover, | have been awarded 8 marks out of 20 for |
for rost koot orsy Ao mane | relevant fleld experience which is total injustice,
Note: Firm must got 70% marks in Technleal Ordars Therefore, you are requested to reconsider my older
mentionsd critarla

works orders of the RELEVANT FIELD

Evalugtion for qualitying aa per abeve _i?aﬂ_ﬂéaaa?_ﬁ_&?_fﬂi
| EXPERIENCE and award me 20 marks out of 20,
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