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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY) KASHMORE- KANDHKOT
NO.DEO(P) KK/- Kandhkot dated -
(P) Y U\s\>

To,

Imran Razzak,

Deputy Director (Enf-I)

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority,
Government of Sindh

Karachi.

SUBJECT: NIT NO. DEO(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/891/2015, DATED 06.02.2015
INF/IKRY/502/15, PUBLISHED IN DAILY “JANG,"” DATED 14.02.2015
(Sr. No. 22826)

Reference :- your letter No. Dir(Enf-1)/0435/SPPRA/3-22(K@K)14-15/8009 dated 28th April 2015
r"___‘—-—-—._,___‘-

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

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

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

L\-(“l 3) The bids were opened on 10.3.2015 but due to typing mistake date was written as
i 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.

& )
ﬂ\ﬁ} The Bid Evaluation Report and Comparative statement signed by the members of PC is
hereby attached.

a
2 =
(Ms dija)
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(Primary) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT
Copy to:

4) The Director Schools Education (Primary) Larkana.

5) P.S to Secretary Education & Literacy Government of Sindh, Karachi.

8) The Chief Program Manager, Reform Support Unit (RSU) Education & Literacy Department
Government of Sindh, Karachi.




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

NO.DEO(P) KK/- " - @B
C (P) K Kandhkot dated U‘\S,\ S

To,

Imran Razzak,

Deputy Director (Enf-1)

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority,
Government of Sindh

Karachi.

SUBJECT: NIT NO. DEO(PRY)KK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/891/2015, DATED 06.02.2015
INF/KRY/502/15, PUBLISHED IN DAILY “JANG," DATED 14.02.2015

(Sr. No. 22826)

Reference:- your letter No. Dir(Enf-1)/0435/SPPRA/3-22(K@K)14-15/7112 dated 1st 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.

(M;t.%édjja}

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




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

NIT NO: SPPRA Website Sr. No. 22826 dated 16-2-2015

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

MINUTES OF FINANCIAL BID OPENING

LABORATORY/ LIBRARY ITEMS

A meeting for opening of Financial Bids of tenders of LABORATORY/ LIBRARY ITEMS for
District Kashmore-Kandhot was held on 18-03-2015 time 3.30 pm in the office of DEO (Pirmary)
Kashmore-Kandhkot. The meeting was attended by the following members of Procurement Committee
and the representatives of Technically Qualified Bidding Firms. (Attendance sheets are attached).

Names of members of Procurement Committee

1) Mr. Nawab Ali Khokhar Deputy Director (Primary) Larkana Chairman of C'ttee
2) Mst.Khadija District Education Officer {Primary) Kashmore-Kandhkot. Member/ Sec: of C'tte
3) Mr. Aijaz Ahmed Memon, DO/Executive Engineer(EW) Kashmore-Kandhkot External Member

Names of representatives of Technically Qualified Bidding Firms:

1) Qazi Hamid Ali Representative of M/S Imperial Trading Inc: Hyderabad
2) Fida Hussain Representative of M/S Ideal Distributer Line Karachi

The financial bids of technically qualified bidding firms were opened in presence of above
mentioned representatives of bidding firms, and the prices offered by the bidders were announced aloud.
=
Mst. ija)
DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER
(PRIMARY) KASHMORE-KANDHKOT




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

,q; l Name of Participant Ih:mgnatmn Contact No.-7 /—\L?mturr
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¢ DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER (PRIMARY)
® KASHMORE @ KANDHKOT

Comparative Statement of Tenders
LIBRARY / LABORATORY ITEMS

Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
SCHOOL LIBRARY / LABORATORY ITEMS
476-Dictionary (English to Sindhi)
Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

Elementary Learmner (new edition, 6" 8'VHard bound
476-Dictionary (Engiish 1o Urau)

' Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
Elementary Learner (new edition, 6™ 8')Hard bound
4':'?54ctmnar1.r |Er1_g_1|5ﬂ lo Enghﬁh]
(new editon, 6™ 8" )Hard bound Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
476-Vernier Caliper
150 mm Stain Less Steel China in Plastic Box R$.300.00 Rs,222.6
476-Children Encyciopedia
Standard size and quality REA58.00 Rs.462.1
476-History books (7" * 8')Card bound Sindhi Rs.345.00 Rs5.461.1
476-History books (7' * 9)Card bound Urdu Rs.345.00 Rs.461.1
476-History books (7' * 9')Card bound Engr:sh Rs.345.00 Rs.461.1
476-Kids Magazines Rs.155.00 Rs.159.00
476-News Paper NQ NG
476-Btory book Rs.105.00 Rs.159.00
478-Reference book Rs.235.00 Rs.23.5
476-Physical balance
2 Pan with Weight Box China 5.4000.00 REZ564-00
476-Heart Mode!
Plastic Molded China Rs.1920.00 Rs.516.75
4 76-Brain Model
Plastic Molded China Rs.2720.00 Rs.516.75
476-Microscopic Lens Rs.1025.00 Rs.00D
476-Bar Magnet Size 4" Rs.88.00 Rs.63.6
476-U Shape Magnet Rs.176.00 Rs.238.5
476-Spnng Balance
500 Gram Local Rs.230.00 Rs.238.5
476-Meter Scale
Full Meter Scale made of MDF fﬁ___/—\l?is.lﬁl.ﬂﬂ Rs. 33408
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1
1

.‘:r.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
4 76-Test tubes S )

21 18mm Dia, 6" Length 134900 B3
476-Prism

22 2" Glass Rs.128.00 Rs.111.3

23 |476-Pulley Rs.B0.00 Rs.55.65

24 |476-Tripod Stand (iron) Rs.104.00 Rs.71.55
476-Eye Model

25 |oiastic Molded China Rs.2640.00 Rs.516.75

26 [|476-Thermometer centigrade 110C Rs.96.00 R¢.119.25

27 |476-Thermometer Fahrenheit Rs.160.00 Rs.119.25
476-Model of Teeln

28 |piastic Molded China $.3420.0 Rs.316.75
476-1es! fube stand

29 |Each Stand Have 12 Test Tube Capacity made of Rs.112.00 Rs.63.6
Plastic
4 /o-Loncave lens

30 > 15CM Rs.48.00 Rs.31.8
476-Convex lens

31 bviscem Rs.48.00 Rs.31.8
476-Torch

32 Medium Size chargeable Rs:155.00 R8,159.00
476-Model of Stomach

33 |piastic Molded China f18.3040.00 Rea8fD
476-Model of Lungs

34 |piastic Moided China REABCR0 Re-516:75
476-Model of Ears

35 Plastic Molded China Rs.2040.00 Rs.516.75

36 |476-Aeesay Sindhi Seekhein (With CD) Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

37 aT6-A Comprehensive English Sindhi Dictionary Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

38  l476-Directory of Language and Scripts of South Asia Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

39 |476-Dictionary of Hematology Rs.458.00 Rs. 4611

40 |476-A Dichonary - Sindhi (Devnagri) and English Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

41 [476-Faraizul Islam Sindh Rs 458 00 Re.461.1

42 [476-Wild Life of Sindh (Jungli Jeewat) Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

43 [|476-Laree aen Kachhee Mahavra Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

44 l476-Namira Sciensdana |Renowned Scientist) Vol 1 Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

45 476-Ranhat ul Muamneen Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

46 |478-Namira Sciensdana (Renowned Scientist) Vol 2 Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

47 l476-Namira Sciensdana (Renowned Scientist) Vol:3 Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

48 J476-Sangeel Sansaar Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

49 [476-Sindh Jay Qadeem Asaran Ji Dictionary ™ "\ Rs.458.00 Rs.461 1

7 ”JHR ku
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Sr.# Description Ideal Distribution Imperial Trading
50 [476-Sindhi Boli Aen Lipia jo Ithas Rs.458.00 -_-m;__
51 J476-Sindhi Boli me Grammar Navesia Ji Inga Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
52 |476-Sindhi Lok Geet (Boll-a-j Osar) Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

47B-5indni Mol-Babat Wa mwvar
53 |a Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
54 [476-Sindhi Boli-a-jo Grammar Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
55 1476-Sindhi Language & Literature (A Brief Account) Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
56 [476-Sindhi Language & Literature at a glance Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
57 |476-Sindhi Language Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

4 Fo-ainahi Froveros ingushic and Socio-L.ultura
58 Study Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
59 _[476-Sindhi Sotiyat Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
60 |476-Tijarat Aen Bankari Jee Lughat Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
51 |476-Wakt Aen Imtehan Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
62 -ﬁT-Zablha Aen Shikar Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
63 l476-Zarai Science (Fasula Bhajjyoon Aem Meva) Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
64 [476-Qanoon Ji Lughat Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
65 |476-Urdu Sindhi Dictionary Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
66 |47/6-Lughat-e-Lateefi Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
67 [476-Jamai Sindhi Lughat Vol 1 Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
68 [4768-Jamai Sindhi Lughat Vol.2 Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1
69 |476-Library Book Gulshakar by Eng. A B Sahito Rs.458.00 Rs.461.1

M/s Ideal Distribution Line: is lowest in following tems and the serial numbers of the items in which this Bidder is
lowes| are mentioned here: Sr. No. 1103, 5108, 11, 16, 18, 19, 26, 32 and 36 o 69

-, Mis Imperial Trading Hyderabad: is lowest in following items and the serial numbers of the items in which this
“) BidderTs lowest are mentioned hered, 12 to 15, 17, 20 to 25, 27 to 31, and 33 to 35
A -
f o = .
" (NawaH Ali KhokRar (Mst {Aija:-ﬁ%ﬁ Memon)

Deputy Director (Primary) District Education Officer (Primary) District Officer / Executive Engr.
Larkana Kashmore-Kandhkot (EW) Kashmore-Kandhkot
Chairman of C'tte Member /Secretary of C'ttee External Member

Lomparative Stalement of Lab / Library liews Dhatnet Kashimore Page No. 3ol 3




District Education Officer (Primary)
Kashmore @ Kandhkot.

Bid Evaluation Report
of

Technical Proposals of tenders

L.abrary/ Laboratory

(District Kashmore @ Kandhkot)

opened on 10" March-2015

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




District Education Officer (Primary)

Kashmore @ Kandhkot
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OFFICE OF THE DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICER(PRY) KASHMORE
@ KANDHKOT

Bid Evaluation Report

1. Name of Procuring Agency: District Education Officer (Primary), Kashmore @
Kandhkot.
2. Tender Reference No: NIT NO. DEQ/(PRY)SHK/DEV/SSB-2014-15/891/2015

Dated 06-02-2015
SPPRA SR.NO. 22826 Dt 16-02-2015

. Tender Description/Name of work/item:

L

Supply of Library/ Laboratory .

-

. Method of Procurement: SPPRA Rule 46/11 (Single Stage two envelope Procedure)

M

. Tender Published: Following daily newspapers.

a) Daily The Jang  (Urdu) dated 14-Feb-20135,

6. Total Bid documents Sold: (15 Bids

7. Total Bids Received; 04 Bids

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

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

I 1. Technical Evaluation Results From Next Page

ol

L

Deputy Djrektor {Prrﬁary} District Educ fficer (Primary) DistricfOfficeq/ Executive
Larkana/ ” Kashmore @ Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Secretary of C'ttee Kandhkot

External Member

3 I Bid Evabusiion Hegont of Tender e purclhase of Labwaryy Labortory (s S bissl Specific Budget 20142015 Dharngt Kaghmore () Kasdbko



District Education Officer (Primary)
Kashmore @ Kandhkot

INTRODUCTION

Ihe procurement commitiee was notified by the Secretary to Govt of Sindh Education and
Literacy Department Government of Sindh vide Notification No. SO (G-IIT/SSB/FW-01/2012
dated 3™ December 2014 comprising of 03 (three) officers under chairmanship of Deputy
Dirgetor (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. 488/15, Here is the details of newspapers:

1.Daily Jang (Urdu) dated 14-Feb-2015,

1. Published on SPPRA website Sr. No. 22826 dated 16 Feb 2015

Copies attached here with as ANNEX-B

I 4 | it Evwluusion Repot of Tewder for purchase of Labeary/ Laboratory from Sehool Specific Budget 2014-201% Dessrict Kashmore 3§ Kandhkot




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

mentioned at ANNEX-C,

3) 04 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

Committee Room of DEO (Primary) Kashmore @ Kandhkot, whereas 01 bidder not

participated. The Technical proposals were opened in the presence of Tender Evaluation
Committee members and the representatives of bidding firms. Attendance sheet of the
contractors and Members of Procurement Committee attached as ANNEX-D.

4) The evaluation has been done on the basis of bid evaluation criteria which was prepared
in the light of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended in 2013), the SPPRA Rules Guidelines and
with the help of Reform Support Unit (RSU), Education & Literacy Department,
Government of Sindh. Such evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid document and is
also attached here as ANNEX-E.

5) Evaluation Assessment Results. Two Bidders Qualified where Two Disqualified.
ANNEX-F

6) Qualification Results & Recommendations ANNEX-G

/ 5 < : oS 2 e

¥

l"—ffepuly Dqu&or (Primary)

District Officer / Executive

Larkana Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Sectetary of C'ttee Kandhkot
External Member

= l Bl Ewmbusnon Repont of Temsder fin purchase of Labrary’ Labormory from Selood Specific Budpet 2014-201% Destrat Kashmione i@ Kandblior
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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 Commitiee 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 Chairman

2 District Education Officer-(Primary), Concerned District Member/Secretary

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

Terms of Reference;

{1) Collecting and collating “Need Requisitions” from schools through TEOs
{2) Preparing bidding documents

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

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

{5) Making recommendations for the award of district specific contracts; and
(6) Perform any ather function ancillary and incidental to the above

SECRETARY TO GOVERNMENT OF SINDH

NoSO(G-111)/SSB/FW-01/2012 Karachi, dated the 3™ December, 2014

" 1. Director School Education- (Primary), Larkana Region

4. District Officer/ Executive Engineer (Education Works), concerned District,
4. P.S to Secretary to Govt. of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Governmen
5. Office Order File
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SPPRA Web Site Showing Bid published under
Sr # 22826 Dated 16 Feb 2015

Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority

X Government of Sindh
SPPRA
e ok

il

E
£
3

.| $98A Tender 1 Tender Tite Domioad Advetne Date |- v (i

|

;
1=
il

Comtract Exyation
Fom
ot Ege s Ok
m = “__ " o § d meamt| whems  mwm ®
! Flad il s =l |
-

8 | Rid Evaluation Repon of Tender for farchnse of Labeary! Laborutory from Sehonl Specific Budget 3014-2015 District Kashmore 16 Kondiioe




< ANNEX-C

LIST OF BIDING FIRMS
Who purchased Tenders

S# | BIDDER |

Remarks
1, | Ideal Distribution Line, Karachi. | Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender
2 Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender
3 | Imperial Traders Hyderabad | Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender
1 Salah Brothers | Purchased Bid Also Participated in Tender
5 Bismillah Enterprises | Purchased Bid but Not Participated in Tender
i~ ~~\°
{_____f'; / ___JL' e L .
Deputy irector (Primary) District Educatior] Officer (Primary) District Officer / Executive
Larkana Kashmore @ Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Secretary of C'ttee Kandhkot
External Member
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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-
0342015 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 submissid
and opening of Technical Bids for supply of In-Class Material, Library & Laborator
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 criterin was prepared in the light of SPPRA Rules 2010 (amended in 2013), the Guidelines
by SPPRA, Reform Support Unit (RSU) Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh. Such
evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid document giving instruction to the interested bidding firms
to prepare their “Technical Proposals™ in the light of given evaluation criteria so that the fair and
transparent competition of “apple vs apple” could be ensured. Details of evaluation criteria is given
bellow:-

Evaluatien Criteria For School Specific Budget 2014-15

i The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of following parameters:
Sr# | Evaluation Parnmeters | Total Briel
Company ! Firm / Individual Information Marks
| Required Field n | Marks . -
* No of Years in Business 10 02 marks for each vear in business (Max 10)
* Annual Tumover in Millions 15 0.75 marks per million turnover (Max 15)
I |'* NTN Registration Certificate 10 45 110 marks if firm has NTN Certificate
e ; . Rl 10 marks if firm is registered with
* Sales Tax I{rigi.'.!m!mrl r{‘ﬂfﬁ'..:ll: = 10 sales tax department
| . i 10 marks if the bidder provides
r. I ;‘h";?.:;ﬂ:::;ﬁrz“[:m Shiwen 10 10 complete details and specifications of items to be
o > supplied for which he want to quote. r g
_Financisl Capabilities S _ ) -
Income Tax Annual Returns of 5 Years 10 G rnurl.u on production of each year Tax paid
| Returns (Max 10)
3 Audiied Fiiiancial Statemiants of § vears 5 15 01 marks on production of Financial Statement
l % Pl | Report (Max 5) W
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries of last 10 10 ' 1 marks on production of each month record
Munths } {Max 10}
R 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment
_ .| _
5 i ‘ Relevant Field Experience |8 20 (documented proof) Max $ assignment

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

NOTE: The purpose of getting documents as mentioned in the evaluation criterip wis not just 1o see the papers, but
o EVALUATE, MEASURE & ASSESS the worth and stature of bidding firms to safeguard the interest of
procuring agency and public monev, by filtering best of the best suppliers to have a very healthy competition among
the firms who are genuine, tax pavers, financially sound, reliable and reputable. Such evaluation criteria was also

prepared to avoid favoritism, interferences, prejudice and to maintain impartiality and ensure faimess in the instant
procurement,
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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




I. IDEAL DISTRIBUTION LINE.

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 1056713-5 is registered at FBR
o weed [3-April-2000, SALES TAX # 1200850070746 w.e.f 16-Jan-2001. FBR's Verification was
done from its Online Verification System (snap shot of FBRs site is cited below) which confirms

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

Taxpayer Online Verification

Date ; 08-03-2015%

Time (01:04:28

MNTN/FTN 10567139 Categrry INDTWVIDLLAL

Hlpme L L UIE

Anact ghign

CMIT/ TP Wag. [Inc. No §1*1 100"

Busineay/ Branches P Sranch Mame s Tranch Adoreas ST

IDEAL DISTRIBUTION LINE

FALIND FLOCHL LANDMARK BLAT A ORD LANG PREST, [
SHRNCRDOAR BOAD, CARACHE

L ECOESIO PTTAR

! Proncipal AcErety WON-SPECIALITED WHOLESALE TRADS
Busneus Nature (5T HFORTERS) WwHOLESALER/ SERVICE PROVIDER
Regiatered For INCOME TAX w.ef 13-200- 2000, SALES TAX w.ef 15-lan Mok
Income Tan office RTO. 11 ARACH]
Sales Tax Oifice BTO-11 RARACH]
Active Taxpayer List (ATL) tir fither details about ATL Statua, dick here
Sales Tax Status WERATIVE

2) Annual Turnover in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per million
tumover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). Bidding Firm has provided last vear Annual
Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover for lust year is greater than

25.765 Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is 1.03M for last year, thus it acquires
15 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.

ixpaver Facilitation Portal o. 119.772.771
(&.Tbr.20v. pk) 2dl eSupport@pral. com. pk
H

051
i
our

Hatputand & Tt p

ACTIVE TAXFAYERS LIST (ATL)

SEARCH UTILITY

an NTH W wt s 504747

Eetwr Lobumpm Thariia s F

T 1D PLOGILLAMDMARE FLAFA 1.1 CHUNDRIGAR BOAD Gy (S8g FRETL |1
LRI ORD AR |

Comgilmnes = F0)
Adtivn

Thes (mapyss oedibed & 5 FAFE Ammarna sy s § G I, compilancs lewel = 100 %

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 ltems in Bid Documents. thus acquires 10 Marks.

6) Financial Capabilities: In the Fvaluation Criteria Bidders were asked 1o provide {a) 5 vears
Annual Income Tax Retums, (b) § Years Audited Balance Sheets and (c) Last 10 months Sales
Fax 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 I"rfun-lhl}_ﬁaln Tax '
YEAR Returns of last § vears Statements of 5 Years Summaries of last 10
__| showing tax paid as under | Showing Capital as under Months ;
ywing tax paid as ur . aonths =0
Jan -2015: NA
2 3 0, l
014 i 1,030.61 ﬂﬂ_ o 3040449600 ”".'.":‘_?:f'_]l'.!: ;_Eﬁ.'?ilﬂﬂ
; Nov-2014: 707,734.00
2 73,633 31,577,482, :
_..{HJ 2 1.4 ].,_{1_'1__.[!{] 31,577,482.00 U'ctwgﬂl_-i_:_ $10256.00
Sep-2014: 458.812.00
12 el M 221.
2 2012 -.!..H:_?.'!‘I_H.I' i 5_ﬂ,3| 1.221.00 Aug—:!?l-ﬁ. 3._§~?|.T 19.00 |
E 1 July-2014: 5,070,843.00 |
20 537645, 5, 25. - o
| A IO i Jun-2014: 6,282.873.00
| May-2014: 5,144,026.00
2010 L740.265.0( 47,7186, Y T <o
v 799:205:00 16.906.00 |~ Apr-2014: 1.013.545.00
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Financial Capabilities of this firm do match with the TURNOVER as mentioned in para 2

above however this firm acquires 23 Marks.

7)

Relevant Field Experience: [t was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should provide

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

‘?ﬂ Procuring A;_.cnq.\ | Details of Supply f}rﬂu_rs _ : | Total Amount
' 1 | Mehran University | P.O. NO. MUET/ AC/197 Dated 05-feb-2014 | 22.850.000.00

Jamshoro 418 |
| 1) BISE/Store/Suk/31 dt 12-03-14 Rs:11.93M 21,043,520.00 |
5 e | 2) BISE/Store/Suk/11 dt29-01-15 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 i L
1 L 5) BISE/Store/Lek/391 dt 15-01-15 Rs:4.4T™M 6,802,500,00
‘ BISE Larkana. | 6) p1SE/Store/Lk/168 dt 22-5-14 Rs:5.8 M o
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 | 6,180,000.00 |

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™

t
g ho) N
—Deputy Dllminr (Primary) District Edu::_ﬁ Officer (Primary) District Officer)/ Executive
Larkana Kashmore @ Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Secretary of C'ttee Kandhkot
External Member
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© 2. FAIZ SCIENTIFIC 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. FER'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 vears thus it acquire 10 Marks.
L : q

— —
FBR Taxpayer Online Verification

FREIETAN

Date : 06-035-2015

Thme :02:21:34

NTN/FTN oa1411-0 Category INDIVIDUIAL
Hame STED TAHIR [MAM RITV]

Azsociation

CNIC/PP/Req. /nc. No 42** | g5 EO*™"

Business/Branches Businega/Sranch Name HuseessHranch Addrecs TN

1 AR DTOTTRCH FLAT 3038, FALCON MLETA TARID NOAD. KARACH]
a FALZ SCIENTIFIC COMBANYT 2 WALL CENTER SI 8 BLOCE L1 € OULSHAN E JORAL.
CAURACH]
I BE FALL ETIENTIFIC ChMEANT ErWALl CENTRE, EB-6, BLOCK-13/C, QULSWAN-§-1QBAL. | 1200850800991
L RRACH] -

Principal Activity NON-SPECIALIZED WHOLESALE TRADE
Basiness Nature (5T) IMPORTERS
Registered For INCOME TAX w.af 01-Yan-1995, SALES TAX w.ef 27-1ul-1959
Income Tax office RTO- 11 KARACH]
Sales Tax Office RTO-1 KARACHI
Active Taxpayer List (ATL) for further detalls about ATL Statis, dick hers
Sales Tax Status OPERATIVE

2) Annuval 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
vear Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual Annual Sales Turnover for the

Iast 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.

17 ' Bid Evaluation Repnnt of Teider fof purchase of Lobruy! | aboratory from School Specific Budger 2014-201%. District Kashisnote 8 Kandliol



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

M | o-Enioeent | a-Reghtiation b | e Paysiers s | Seasen Vaspsms §

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST (ATL)
SEARCH LITILITY

L I T T Krber s Chaswihnrs ¥ e
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“-mm%_
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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 |0 Marks.

8) Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 years
Annual Income Tax Returns, (b) 5 Years Audited Balance Sheets and (c¢) Last 10 months Sales

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

Following is the short summary which reflects Bidders Financial C apability.

Annual Income Tax Audited Financial = _]
YEAR Returns of last 5 vears Statements of 5 Years Mionthly E’::g ::;:::; el
showing tax paid as under | Showing Capital as under
1014 i LA e b nct e <
“SALE TAX suU ARIES™ but

"'{H 3 = = 408.430.00 28, UE’EJ]? ﬂﬂ has provided Sales Tax RETURNS

1“ 12_ 1,.961.716.00 19,804,178. ﬂ'“ which was not required in the

‘?[il | B16,697.00 1, 127,548.00 Evaluntion Criteria, Hence it can not

2010 HFW.:- 18.00 [ [ -!‘I 883.,023.00 | be accepted, However Zero marks.

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

a)  This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the year 2014,

b) ~ 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.

¢)  Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 2014,
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' d) 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.

¢) It is further noted from the Sales Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) which are
provided by the Bidder are “NULL” and show ZERO TURNOVER during past 18 months.

The Bidding Firm acquired marks for Financial Capabilities as under:-

- Provided Four Years Annual Income Tax Returns 8 Marks

Provided Four Years Balance Sheets 4 Marks

- No Sales Tax Summaries Provided ) Marks
TOTAL 12 Marks

6) Relevant Field Experience: It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should provide
Maximum 5 “Complex” assignments. This firm has not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013
& 2014 but provided some old supply orders of year 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 2010 and

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

Total Marks acquired by M/s Faiz Scientific C ompany 52 so, Stands “Disqualified™

puty Diractor (Primary) District Educatibn Officer (Primary) District Officer | Executive
Larkana Kashmord @ Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member /Se¢retary of C'ttee Kandhkot

4

External Member
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3. IMPERIAL TRADERS INC.

4} Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 2153038-6 is registered at FBR
w.e.l 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 years thus it acquire 10 Marks,

Taxpayer Online Verification

NYH/TTH MSToE-a Catwgnry ImOdve
Y e FARRLIH 4TI0E BASYT
A LY

CHIC/ T Rag. /I, K o

Pl 1/ B gee Bapg

e R LT e ] ATEEL® § amfs seeeiagias

FEE TN | RN W N T T —— T

I

PR ALYy PLLRR N T i F FARETS AND A&C FESOEIES rod MOTOR VEHICLES

Burpinman Natwie |21 MARUFALTURER) IMPORTERS EXPORTEN WHOLESALER

PLib il ad md F oi INCOME TAX w. ol 04 Sep- 2004 SALLS TAX a0 |5 -Dec. 3004

Income Tex office ATO WYDERARAD

Sl Tax ONice KTO WYOERARAD

Active Taspayed List (ATL) ¢ furthor etails about AT Sty dick heis

Salei Tax Siatus 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 provided last year
Annual Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of this for last year is

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

acquires |5 Marks

FéR hegeral Board of Revenud

UECLARATION ALENOWLEDGEMENT SLIP

N

oy AR e NTM: 21 530304
I <0 1028 fri Tan Yeur 3014
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3)

4)

5)

N

NTN Registration Certificate: This firm provided NTN Certificate # 2153038-6 however
acquires 10 Marks.

Sales Tax Registration Certificate: This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide
Registration No, 0102940300273 However acquires 10 Marks.

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

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIST (ATL)
SEARCH UTILITY

NTH v Wt T4 272162 L o P W e f"

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

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

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 g x

YEAR Heturns of lust 5 years Statements of 5 Years Monthly r’ﬁg ::':l'::: aries of
| showing tax paid as under | Showing Capital us under > : _

2014 1,908,708.00 | 57,776,339.00 'I::Iﬁﬂiﬂ; Bk PR O 2

— - — “SALE TAX SUM)} LS but

[ 2013 | 2,126,880.00 | 53,276.339.00 | 1.0 orovided Sales Tax RETURN

| 2012 | . . I_U-I_"H?{]'DU | 49, .'35 ﬁu?_"}g, which was not required in the |
| 2011 e 2,651,863.00 | 46,155, 389.00 | Evaluation Criteria, Hence it can not

2000 | 1.714,279.00 | 20 626, 215.00 be accepted. However Zero marks. |

Bad Evaluntion Repeet of Temder lor paachass of lLatvary. Laboratory from School Specifi Bodges. 3014-2015 Desirms Ksshmors i Kandhios
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. Observations on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:-

f)  The Bidder has not provided the required Document ie. “SALES TAX SUMMARIES™
but has provided The Sales Tax Returns which was not required in the Evaluation Criteria,
hence the provided documents cannot be acceptable.

) 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?.

h)  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 tullmung Supply orders

[ No. | Pnu.:?ring Agen;}__f f)ﬂ.nh of Supply Orders Total Amount |
| | 1) Order No. EDOH (Mat)/Store/471 /12
dated 08-01-2012 ............. Rs: 96,500.00
i District Health | 2) Order No. EDOH (Maty'Store210 /14 169,150.00
Officer Matiari dated [5-10-2014 ............ Rs: 42 400.00
3) Order No. EDOH (Mat)/Store/650 /14
L | dated 27-03-2014 ............. Rs: 30.250.00
5 DHO Hvd 7) Order # “NILL" dated 16-01-2013 Rs-25.000 87.000.00
' = FANS 8) Order # “301" dated 15012013 Rs:62,000
4| EDO (H) Jamshoro | EDO(H)Jam/Store/753 dt: 11.5.201 1 1,050,000.00
4 DOH Jamshoro | EDO(H)am/Store/301 dt 20.3.2013 484.000.00
5 | MedSuptCMS | CMCHL/ACCTT(ACCTT: Supply Ord:901 |5ﬂ+m}ﬂ1—u{Ti
== _ Larkana _dated : 10-09-2013 |

The Bidder has not pl‘undt.d Supply Orders of “Complex™ An_i_gnmnnls but it is prﬂduc_v.:s
supply orders of “Ordinary Nature™. The Bidder has also not supplied supply order of last one
| vear 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.

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

Lm \

Deputy Dirgctor (Primary) District Edu Officer (Primary) District Ufﬂchr.l' Executive
Larkana Kashmorel @ Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Chairman of C'ttee Member of C'ttee Kandhkot

External Member
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1. SALAH BROTHERS.

1) Number of Years in Business: This firm's INCOME TAX # 1538892-1 is registered at FBR
w.e.f 30-April-2003, SALES TAX # 0108940300137 w.e.f 23-Feb-2004, FBR's Verification
wats done from its Online Verification System (snap shot of FBR’s site is cited bellow). However

this firm is being in business since last 11 years thus it acquire 10 Marks,

Taxpayer Online Verification
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2) Annual Turn 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 provided last year
Annual Income Tax Retumn which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of last vear is 0L105

Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is Rs.4,200/- for last year, thus it acquires 0
Marks.
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J) NTN Registration Certificate: This firm provided NTN Certificate # 2153038-6 however
acquires 10 Marks,

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

ACTIVE TAXPAYERS LIBT (ATL)
SEARCH UTRITY

- wn W Wa S ¢ 411857 [ Y v —" P

SCEEE W A AR, CON DY DR EIGARPUR | | AR

PROGLE - OTHER PERBGMAL RERVITE ACTTVITIES NE.C

Pl taaparyss a=Sinal § & FLF T Kodarre sy paar § e P T, ramrabaane level = B S

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

Annual Income Tax Retums, (b) 5 Years Audited Balance Sheets and (¢) 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

: Monthly Sales Tax Summarics
i Returns of last 5 years !
EAR 7 | 3 g .
L showing tax paid as : hta{r:'mnina _MS Teus of last 10 Months
Showing Capital as under
L under
2014 4.200.00 8.334 M | This firm has not provided the
2013 Mot provided Return but 8.240 M “SALE T"’*?‘ SUMMARIES”
i Acknowledgement = but has provided
2012 253.792/- §.053 M | ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
' 3011 79.741.00 7056 M which were not required in the
' Evaluation Criteria, Hence it can
+ i I L] %
5010 319.910.00 7751 M not be accepted. However Zero
[ mitrks.

Observations on the Financial Documents provided by the Bidder:-

i) Bidder has not provided Income Tax Return for the year 2013 but has provided

Acknowledgement which was not required in the evaluation eriteria. Bidder has provided

Annual Income Tax Returns for rest of the vears

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

Criteria, hence the provided documents cannot be acceptable,

but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS which were not required in the Evaluation

Acquires 13 Marks for providing Income Tax Returns and Audited Balance Sheets.

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

Maximum 5 “Complex” .m.:j:,nrncnh This firm has provided following Hu}:rplv orders

No. | Procuring Agency | Details of Supply Orders Total Amount |
4) EDO(e) Larkana order No EDEL/- 12- 304,410.00
| ]
EDO({e) Larkana 13/ 74 dt 10.6.2013,
9) order NoDSE/DEV/ 2013/ 356 DT [
. 2 DSE SUKKUR 27.6.2013 Rs.200000
10)  order NoDSE/DEV/ 2013/ 335 DT

2.:; ' Hid Evaluation Report of Tender for purchises of Labrary! Lasbormtory from School Specific Budjet. 2004-201%. Distnet Knslimore @ Kandhlkot




27.6.2013 Rs.105000 | 505,000.00 ‘
' I1)  order NoDSE/DEV/ 2013/ 352 DT
27.6.2013 Rs.200000 ‘ ‘

The Bidder has not provided Supply Orders of “Complex™ Assignments but it is produces

supply orders of “Ordinary Nature” In addition to that the bidder has attached following older

orders
1. Deputy Dirctor Agri Khairpur NO.HTP/KHp/52/2012 dt 07.6.2012" Rs.297,750.00
2, DC khairpurorder NO. DC/AB/1456/2012 dt 24.5.2012" Rs.1,001,650.00
3. DSE SUKKUR order NoDSE/DEV/ 2013/ 839 DT 6.2.2012 Rs.25,400
4. DSE SUKKUR order NoDSE/DEV/ 2013/ 6 DT 31.5.2012 Rs.4399984
5. EDOE Khairpur order No.edo/dev/adp/370 dt 31.5.2010 Rs.2772960
r 6. EDO Health Kashmore-Kandhkot order NoEDOH/KK/914/16 dt;- 10.3.2010 Rs.42900
7. EDO E Gotki order NoEDOE? Dev/ 32/ 2008 dt;- 24.12.2008 Rs.300000
8. EDOE Kashmore-kandhkot order no.EDO€ KK/- 3327 dt:- 3.6.2008 Rs.687500
9. EDOCDD Kashmore order No EDO (CDD) 43/2008 dt:- 2/12/2008 Rs.1182104

Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of complex nature but has produced supply
orders of ordinary nature, which cannot meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as mentioned
in the bid document. But the procurement committee under special consideration special
consideration accepted two projects as mentioned in the table above for the year 2013 however 8

marks are given but no marks for rest older ordinary nature supply orders.

Total Marks acquired by M/s SALAH BROTHERS 61 Stands “Dis-Qualified”

Deputy Director (Primary) District Educatféin Officer (Primary) ~ District Officer / Executive
Larkana Kashmore-Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore-
Chairman of C'ttee Member [Segretary of C'ttee Kandhkot

External Member

i :"ﬁ—l Bid Evaliation Report of Tender for purchase of Labrury Laborstory from Schoal Spacific Buadpel. 2014-201 5. District Knabimere @ Eamfhkot




ANNEX-G

! BIDDERS STATUS OF QUALIFICATION

S # BIDDER (aaTES Qualified
Acquired
I Ideal Distribution Line Karachi a8 Yes
12 Faiz Scientific Company - 52 No
3 |Im Imperial demk_lm 70 Yes
4 | Salah Brothers 6l No

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

@ L)

* e ;
Den ty Directo rlmary} District Edu Officer (Primary) District Officer / Executive
arkana Kashm-:nre Kandhkot Engineer (EW) Kashmore @
Gﬁalrman of C'ttee Member /Secretary of C'ttee Kandhkot

External Member

27 i Bid Evieluation Repant of Tender for purchase of Labeary! Luborutory from Sebool Specific Budget 20042015 District Kashmore 7 Ramdhkot
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ﬁlrumr A & F. Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Karachi.

DIRECTOR SCHOOLS EDUCATION REG ION LARKANA

~ NO. DSE (PRY) ngms _ Dated: [

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

SUBJECT: DECISION OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE

Your complainant / grievances against the Bid Evaluation Reports for utilization of School
Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary items and Lab/Library items
prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of Larkana Region, were placed before

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

[he CRC fixed date of hearing on 10™ April 2015 at 10.00am in the office of Director Schools

Education Larkana Region, Larkana, where your authorized representatives presented the
grievances in writing to the members of CRC.

After hearing your verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined the record and
conducting detailed scrutiny of your profile / Technical Proposals. The CRC members were not

convinced on your grievances. Therefore the CRC unanimously endorsed the decision ol
Procurement Committee.

L"’W Copy of detailed decision of CRC is enclosed herewith

L]
Pl
Director School Education (Primary)
(Larkana Region)

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

he District Education Officers of District Larkano, K Kambar.Shahdad Kot, Jacobabad,
Shikarpur and Kashmore.Kandhkot.

grﬂ{’{’ﬁ g; ."\FO"-- :’,_2. .:-?j 22 '-?‘}D ll‘?‘” ll-"f.'l
22193, 27 74, 2% f!h 2 f;é
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© COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTER
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

b

M/s Unique Supplies Company, Karachi

3. M/s Salah Brothers, Khairpur

v/s

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

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

The complainants mentioned above moved applications against the Bid Evaluation Reports for
utilization of School Specific Budgets under object codes viz In-class Material, Stationary
items and Lab/Library items prepared by the Procurement Committees of five Districts of

Larkana Region.

All three complaints were placed before the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) as Notified
by the Secretarv 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) Mushtaq 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,

List showing tUw oo of Members of annplaint Redsicssnd @
meting r-;.‘m‘hp‘ gricvaanoes of contraciors wiw dsgqualidy in the Techenical Edusalon il
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Spevific Budget 2015-15 held an 0042005, ot 100 AM m the Sonaniies |

Slwuls Cducation (Primary) Lashans Regton Larkana

Sr.Ne. Name of Participant Designation  Contacl Mo, Signature
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Brief Facts of the Tendering Process:

submission of tender fee.

1) Tenders were invited by the District Education Officers Primary (DEOPs) of Larkana,
Kambar, Shikarpur, Kashmore and Jacobabad for utilization of School Specific Budget
2014-2015.

2) The Bid Documents were for each item object code prepared by the Reform Support Unit
Education & Literacy Department Government of Sindh, Karachi. Such Bid Documents

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

3) The Evaluation criteria was mentioned in the Bid Documents, and the interested bidding
firms were required to submit their Technical Proposals in accordance with the Bid

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

Evaluation Criteria For School Specific Budget 2014-15

[ The Technical Bids Shall be Evaluated on the basis of Jollowing parameters:
Sr# | Evaluation Parametery Total |
Company / Firm / Individual Information | Marks Brief
|| Required Field Marks I )
i * No of Years in Business I Lt':hﬁ“;ﬁ FOF BacK e By DUzt
¢ Anmual Turnover in Millions 15 (.75 marks per million turnover (Max
T i s |13
* NTN Registration Certificate i | 10 marks if firm has NTN Certificate
* Sales Tax Registration 10 IT‘! marks if firm by regisrered with
| Certificate | salex tax departmint N
l 180 marks if the bidder provides
3 Technical Proposal 10 jo | complete details and specifications of
* Specifications & Brochures itemey (o be supplied for which he
L - Wanl fo guoti _J
Financial Capabilities ' > DO
Income Tax Annwal Retwrny aof 5 | 10 02 marks on production of each vear
Vears r - Tax paid Returns (Muax 1)
3 Awdited Financial Statements of Z 25 01 muarks an production u_,r'f-"rnum.'fuf
T e : Statement Report (Max 5)
Monthly Sales Tux Summaries of 10 ! marks on production of each month
last 10 Monihs record (Max 10)
04 marks for each simtlar complexity
5 Relevant Field Experience 20 20 assignment {documented proof) Max
i 1 3 assignment
Note:

| 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
ment vide notification NO. SO(G-IIT/SSB/FW-01/2012 dated: 3rd December 2014 10
conduct evaluation of the Technical Proposals of the Bidding firms and prepare a Bid

Evaluation Report.

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 submitied

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 Unique Supplies Company Karachi through its representative
Syed Nabeel Hussain Zaidi and M/s Salah Brothers Khairpur Mir's through its
representative Mr. Umar Salah participated in the proceedings of CRC ON 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.

PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE’S BER IS REPRODUCED |

£n

Bid Evaluation Results as prep_nrd by Procumbent Committee from

| Marks

Evaluation Criteria & Marks | . v chnical Proposal / Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm. |
INCOME TAX # 09014110 is registered at FBR w.e.f 0]-Jan-
# of years 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 years thus it acquire 10 Marks. | !
Annual Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in the Tender
Annual Turnover in Millions that (.75 marks per million turnover will be given (maximum
1 | 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 ity Annual Sales
| —— | Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks. i
| NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN | This firm provided NTN Certificate # 0901411-0 however 10 |
| Certificate) | acquires 10 Marks. [ 2 -
?;;::f:;r;::’:::l:ﬂ:f::f This firm provided Sales Tax Registration Certificate vide | 10
. 2 Registration No. 1200850800891 However acquires 10 Marks.
with sales tax department _ E3 === 1
?Ech S_:_Jeqﬁcmmr.:.\ 10 morky This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the 1
{fniu-l S ﬂ?w{""..m?mfﬂr required items and is agreed 1o supply same specifications ax 10
2 | detoils ﬂrrdj;wcqﬁr.mmm {%{ mentioned in the Schedule of Items in Bid Documents, thus
ftems to be supplied for which L j
his et 10 Guofe. acquires 10 Marks ‘ |
| Income Tax Annual Returns of | This firm has Not provided Annual Income Tax Return for the
5 Years. 02 marks on vear 2014 in all districts except Jacobabad, but has provided g
production of each vear Tax Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn’'t fall under
paid Returns (Max 10) the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria.
Audited Financial Statements | Bidder has not provided Awdired Balance Sheet for the year
| of 5 vears 0] marks on 2014. Bidder has not provided the “SALE TAX SUMMARIES"
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
- : Tax Returns (from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are "NULL" and
Monthly Sales Tax Summaries | ..., 7ER0 TURNOVER during past |8 months. However
of last 10 Months | marks on acquired Marks: & marks for Four Years Annual Income Tax None
production of each month Returns, 4 marks for Four Years Awdited Financial Statemenis.
! recond (Max ”:U * X No marks as Sales Tax summaries are not provided. |
! . . : It was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder should
er(:ran.' th;' "'I*U N;riwn'—:'. e pravide ffmmmm 5 “Complex" assignments. This firm has not
d f:;.” féT;;ﬁ';r;::::;:: provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided Nome
y 5 some old supply arders of year 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008
fdﬂ;umrmm‘; wocy) Ma S 2010 and 201 1. Such old supply orders canmot be accepted.
| S = However acquires ZERO Marks S E
Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S FAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY, 52




i PROCUREMENT COMMITTEE’S BER IS REPRODUCED

Evaluation Reports as prepared by the Bid Evaluation Committee

for District Jacobabad

Bid Evaluation Results ax prepared by Procumbent Commitree fr:rlm

for the bidder UNIOQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY,

@ | Fveluadon Criteria & Marks | o Tochnical Proposal/ Profile submitted by the Bidding Firm, | "™
l This firm's INCOME TAX # 09013849 s registered at FER w.e f 28-
# of vears in Business 02 marks | Jan-1995, SALES TAX # 1200701300146 w.e.f 31-Jul-1999. FBR 'y
for each vear in business (Max Verification was done from its Online Verification Syxtem (snap shot f
1) of FBR's site is cited bellow). However thix firm (s being in business
| ' stnce last 20 vears thus it acguire 10 Marks. e | .
It was mentioned in the Tender that (.75 marks per million turnover I
» Aowscit Damover b Aiillices will be given (maximum up to |5 marks), This Bidding Firm has
1 | 0.75 marks per million turnover provided last year Amﬂw}_ Income Tax Return which shows that 25 |
Max 15 | Annual Sales Turnover of this firm for last year is apprax. [1.456 '
| : - Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm ix 458 277 for last year,
3 | | | thus it coguires (11.45 x 0.75) 8.5 Marks -
NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN | This firm provided NTN Certificate & # 090] 384-9 however acquires 10
Certificate) : | 10 Marks. .
:i:-kﬁf;:;ﬂ:ﬂ::;:zi{f;it” If# This firm provided Sales Tax Regisiration Certificare vide 10
‘ . ) Regixtration No. 200701300146 However acguires 10 Marks
sales tax department L oFE C N
Tech Specifications 10 marks if
I 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 i
I items to be supplied for which he Schedule of frems in Bid Documents, thus acguires 10 Marks
Wanf 1o guote, i
Income Tax Annual Returns of 5
Years, 02 marks on production | 10 |
of each year Tax paid Returns Bidding Firm has provided Annual Income Tax Retwrns of laxi 5 |
iMax 1) years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not provided Balance |
Audited Financial Statements of 'w“";’_ ""F"'""'"""‘-;:‘ Statement) for f-’z-' ) 1-'131 -":’ A and pr ’}"""r‘_;"f" ';" -'v‘“; 1
e rest four years however acquires 4 marks. As required in Tender that
J ::;;: ::":::: ;’:?rh‘ " Pr;;fm R | the Bidding Firms should provide last |0 Months Sales Summaries 4
al Statement Report | (4ne. 2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm provided Sales Tax Summaries
| (Max 3) ! antly for the month of May, June & Oct-2014. This 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 3
production of each month record -
| | (Max10)
( This firm has not pravided any supply order of “Complex Assignment
[ in 2014 andior 2013 but provided “ordinary nanire supply orders ”
l _ ) of years 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008. 2006 and 2003, 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 hay made vales of complex assignments during
4 | complexity assignment past 10 months None
(documented proof) Max 5 The Bidder has attached one supply order of 20014 which ix on the
assignment name af M's Science and Compuier Link. Only one supply order for
the year 2014 is attached for Rs. 3635, 160/ which iy alvo of ordinary
nature and cannot be considered w place of “complex assignment
| however this firm does not qualify for the marks
Total Marks Obtained by M/s M/S UNIQUE SUPPLIES COMPANY, 65,5

..-:-;——'ﬁij__ =




I3 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 RROTHERS KHAIRPI/R MIR'S

Evaluarion Crirerfa & Marks

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

Murks

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

| This firm's INCOME TAX # 538892-1 is registered at FBR w.e.f 30-

April-2003, SALES TAX # 0108940300137 w.e.f 23-Feb-2004. FBR's
Verification was done from its Online Verification System {snap shot
of FBR s site is cited bellow), However this firm is being in business
since last 11 vears thus it acguire 10 Marks.

1

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

Ir was mentioned in the Tender that 0,75 marks per million turnover
will be given (maximum wp to 15 marks). This Bidding Firm has
provided last year Annual Income Tax Return which shows that
Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0. 105 Million and the Income
Tax Paid by this firm ix Rs.4,2000- for last vear, thus if ocquires
Marks

None

| NTN 10 marks if firm has NTN
Certificate)

This firm provided NTN Certificate & 2153038-6 however acguires 10
Marks.

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

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

b

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

This firm has provided Specifications and Brochures for the required
ftems and is agreed to supply same specifications as mentioned in the
Schedule of Irems {n Bid Documents, thus aequires 10 Marks.

{0

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

Audited Financial Statements
of 5 vears 0 marks on
production of Financial
Statement Report (Meax 5)

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

@) 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 Anmual Income Tax
Returns for rest of the vears Acquires § marks I

Bl Bidder has provided Audited Financial Statements. Acguires 5
marky
¢) The Bidder hay not provided the required Document i.e. “SALES

TAX SUMMARIES” but has provided ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
which were not regquired in the Evaluation Criteria, hence the
provided documents cannot be accepted and no marks can be
given for this.

Toral 13 marks acguired by the bidder

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

Since the bidder has not produced supply orders of complex nature
but has produced supply orders of ordinary nature, which cannot
meet the requirement of Evaluation Criteria as mentioned in the bid ‘
document, But the procuremint commitee under special

consideration special consideration accepted two prafects as
mentianed in the table above for the year 2013 however 8 marks are
given bui no marks for rest older ovdinary nature supply orders

|

None

None

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

53

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

12) The CRC members examined para-wise grievances and contents of Bid Evaluation Report for each
of the Complainant 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 Turn over in Millions: It was mentioned in
the Tender that 0.75 marks per million turnover will be given
L {maximum up to 13 marks). This Bidding Firm has NOT provided
last yvear Annual Income Tax Return for assessment of its Annual
Sales Turnover for the last year, thus it acquires Zero Marks.

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

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

CRC Decision for this 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
Return for the year 2014 in all districts (except Jacobabad), but has
provided Income Tax Return for the year 2009 which doesn’t fall
under the required period as mentioned in the Evaluation Criteria.
Bidder has not provided Audited Balance Sheet for the year 2014,
Bidder has not provided the “SALE TAX SUMMARIES" but has
provided Sales Tax RETURNS which were not required in the
Evaluation Criteria. It is further noted from the Sales Tax Returns
{(from July 2013 till Dec-2014) are “NULL" and show ZERD
TURNOVER during past 18 months. However it 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 criteria
(1) Income Tax annual returmn of 5 vears
(2) Audited Financial Statement of § years
(3) Monthly Sale Tax Summaries of last 10 months
{we are eligible Tor all marks in total) 25 marks

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: I'he 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: [t was required in the Bid Document that the Bidder
should provide Maximum § “Complex" assignments. This firm has
not provided any supply order in 2012, 2013 & 2014 but provided
some old supply orders of years 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008,
2010 and 2011, Such old supply orders cannot be accepted
However acquires ZERO Marks,

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

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: This para was read with
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 Turmover in last 18 months, however it
confirm that this firm has made ZERO TURNOVER during past
eighteen months.

é

e e




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

ed by MUs Faiz &

complainant’s verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined u._mn[amnm the rg,nrgj which the
complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders, the CRC members were not convinced with
the complainant’s grievances and however CRC unanimously endorses the decision of Procurement
Committee, Thus M/s Faiz Scientific Company stands as disqualified.

M/s Unigue Supplies Company Karachi

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  This Bidding Firm has provided last vear Annual
Income Tax Return which shows that Annual Sales Tumover of this
firm for last year is approx. |1.456 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 years Financial
Statements which shows us eligible for full marks

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: The turmover can only be
considered for last year, as the evaluation criterinl at para No, 3
required “Sales Tux Summaries™ for last 10 months, because the
Sales Tax Summary is the nuthentic 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 5 years and acquired 10 marks. Bidding Firm has not
provided Balance Sheet (Financial Statement) for the vear 2014 and
provided for the rest four years however acquires 4 marks, As
required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should provide last 10
Months Sales Summaries (Apr-2014 to Jan-2015), but This firm
provided Sales Tax Summaries only for the month of May, June &
Oct-2014. This bidder has provided Sales Tax Returns which were
not required, however acquires 03 marks. TOTAI 17 Marks

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

__-m;‘ =




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 Unigue Supplies Company and did not found Sales Tax
Summaries as claimed by the complainant. Only three months Sales
Tax Summaries were available in their profile. The Procurement
Committee has already given them 03 marks.

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

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee:  This firm has not provided any supply order of
“Complex Assignment in 2014 and/or 2013 but provided “ordinary
nature supply orders” of years 2012, 2011, 2009, 2008, 2006 and
2005, Sales Tax Summaries are only provided for three months
which also do not confirm that this 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 Bidder in verbatim: Your Tender Evaluation Criteria never
specified the requirement of last year work orders. Therefore our
submitted work orders should be accepted. The relevant Field
Experience consider for previous background of the company. That
is why we have submitted five vears work orders.

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.

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

CRC Decision on the grievances filed by M/s Unique Supplies Company Karachi: After hearing

:.umplam&nl s verbal and written grievances, the CRC examined complainant” the record which the
omplainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders, the CRC members were pot convinced with

h:. complainant’s grievances and however CRC unanimous| v endorses the decision of Procurement
Committee, Thus M/s Unique Supplies Company stands as disqualified.




Salah Brothers Khai

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

Decision of Bid Evaluation Committee: It was mentioned in the Tender that 0.75 marks per
million tumover will be given (maximum up to 15 marks). This
Bidding Firm has provided last year Annual Income Tax Return
which shows that Annual Sales Turnover of last year is 0.105
Million and the Income Tax Paid by this firm is Rs.4.200/- for last
year, thus it acquires 0 Marks.

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: It is nowhere written in the evaluation
criteria for School Specific Budget 2014-15 that Annual Tumover
will be checked from Income Tax Annual Return. And nowhere it is

’ written that only the last year Annual Income Tax Return will be
checked. Moreover, the word Annual means Yearly and it does
mean any particular of specific year, Since you have required the 5
years Annual Income Tax Return as mentioned in the evaluation
criteria (Financial capabilities) therefore my 5 years Annual Income
Tax return should be checked. You can only check my annual
tumover from the Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank
Statement. The details of the 5 years annual Income Tax return is

given bellow: X L
YEAR Annual Income Annual Sales Marics 0.75 per
Tax Paid Turnover in Milkion

| Millions

2014 4200 gIS==—1— 0, |
2013 29752 0850 | 0 |
2012 253792 ) WO - i
| 2011 79741 227 ' 1.5 .
12010 | 319910 | 9.44 ; 5.75 |
Irs _ | Towlmarks | 13.5

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention: I'he turnover can only be

assessed from last year, because it was clearly mentioned at para
No, 3 of the Evaluation Criteria that bidder should submit last 10
months Sales Tax Summaries because Sales Tax Summaries are the
authentic documents to evaluated turnover which should match with
the declarations on Annual Income Tax return. The Bidders Sales
Tax Summaries were not found in its profile, but there were
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS which even were carrying zero value in
turnover. However the bidders has further submitted to evaluate his
turn over from Bank Statement or Bank Certilicate. 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 years together. Since Annual Income Tax Retumn
and “Sales Tax Summaries” are the suthentic & Official documents
Thus the CRC endorses decision of Procurement Committee,




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

Text of the Grievance of Bidder in verbatim: 1) Annual Income Tax Returns: | was
awarded 8 marks out of 10. I have not attached acknowledgement
for the vear 2013 in the company profile but | have attached the
annual income tax return 2013, Therefore | would request vou to
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 10 marks

CRC Proceedings for this para for the point of contention The CRC re-examined
Profile of M/s Salah Brothers which was submitted by the bidder on
the tender opening day and did not found the documents ns 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 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 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 acceptable,
I have attached the 10 years 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

i-§



Iherefore, 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 special consideration for the year 2013, The
CRC is not agree for awarding 8 marks under Special Consideration
for the year 2013, because special consideration indicates
favoritism.

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

Decision o I Khairpur Mir's: After hearing
complainant’s verbal and written grievances. m; CRC examined complainant’ the record which the

complainant submitted on the day of opening of tenders, the CRC members were not convinced with
the complainant's grievances _gml however CRC unamnmmh v endorses the decision of Procurement

Committee. Thus M/s Sal rs Khai "s stands as disqualified.

AN

Magsi 1 I"l.'r\-ﬂ Tunio Mushtaq Ali Shahani
Assistant Director Procurement Specialist, AAD, Larkana
Directorate of Schools Education Reform Support Unit, Representative from Accountant
(Primary) Larkana Region, {(Member CRC) General Sindh (District Accounts
(Secretary of CRC) Ou behdj Office Larkana (Member CRC)

) ___._..---"""'
e
Muhammad Ha S i _Adiwar Ali Khokhar
Audit Officer BISE Larkana, DireTior Schools Education (Primary)
An independent Prpfessional in relevam field Larkans Region,
concemning (e procurement process Chairman of Procurement Committee

Member CRC
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IFAIZ SCIENTIFIC COMPANY |

15/673

April, 2015

The Director Schools Education (Primary)

Larkarna Region, Sindh, Larkana,
L
Subjegy Authority Letter
Sir,

This 15 in reference 1o your Tend

ers 558 (Schools Specific Budget 2014-
suthorieed ayr Group Diructor

15] for Larkana Region, we have
Operations Mr. Abdul Rauf Khan

lo attend the Kudressal Meeting a1
vour altice on behall of our Company. You gre kindly requested 10 accepl him and provide tirn
apportunity to present our Paint of views,
Yoy

kind support ang Cooperation will be highly obligad,
Thank you.

Very Sincerely

ADDRESS: 19 Flo o D-78 [

E r11r'~!L G nitn,

lMPﬂRTEHS

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

M/s Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi.

! Against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar-Shahdadkot,
Shikarpur, Kashmore @ kandhkat and Jacobabad, for the tenders published for utilization of
school Specific Budget 2014-15 of In-class Material, Stationary items and Laboratory / Library

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

of his company.

Acknowledgement of Representative

I, the undersigned am authorized representative of M/s Faiz sciantific Company
Karachi and | am participating in the meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee on behalf of

Faiz Scientific Company, Karachi.

e =

R,

Signature’ f ol
" i
Name: o | _M ﬁjﬂff

Surmame _ é jﬂjﬁ -

CNIC Ne. f.a{/mj _ fyFPIBIE S
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Ref:-

your letter No FSC.00/200315/624, 20™ march 7015.and No FSC-00/310315/647, 31-00-2015

The Director Schools Education {Primary) Larkana Region Larkana, has received your
gnevances against the Bid Evaluation Reports of District Larkana, Kambar-Shahdadkot,
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 evalvation was tatally biased, unrralistic ond ungustified as our company i the
most deserving, experienced arid quaiified bidder in the competition, whove profile
accepled by alf ther districes of Sindh as well gs Govl Departments of Sindh. We do
rltuﬂm!pFmdfﬂﬁmufdﬂnwufurmsmﬂpefw.umkfﬂ We wil
fegcesent our point of vicw 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 oppertunity to submit parawise gricvances on the
attached Bid Evaluation Report so that the Complaint Redressal Committee can addross your
Erevances as per rules

——
Dizector Schools Eduction {Primary)

Larkana Region, Larkana.
Received letter + 3 pages dmnhw
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x 10): Your firm’s INCOME
'-'nu 0901411-0 is registered ot FBR w.e.f 01-fan-1995, SALES TAX # 1200850800491 w.e. I 27-Jul- 1559,
FBR"s Verlfication was done from its Onfine Verification System {snop shat of FAR' site Is cited beflow]
However this firm is being in busingss since fost 20 yeers thus it acguire 10 Marks.

i i h:

<

2] Annual Tumover in Millions 0.75 marks per milfion turnover (Max 15)1 Lost years turnover wos
required to be assessed from the officiol documents such os last yeor's onnucl Income tax retum and Sofes
Tox smmmaries. Your Firm hod nacither provided lost year Annuol Income Tox Refum nos Soles Tax
Summaries to assess your turnover, On [he other hand pou hove provided Sales Tax Retums for fost 18
{eighteen) months, where you hove declored 2ero sales. On the basis of your afficiol documents your
deciared turnover is nothing, howewer you acquired Zero Mariks.

Please explain your grigvance on this paragraph:

Yrvr Tontor ocumen? LifoaT®® C37 Ferr'
dood i Somandosf Lal abevmentts. Yo
ﬁ’ﬂ’frolfﬂr 255 nef valsy as W oo ;yj/:’?j"z
it i frent Ll (o <xlod = Feder]

fd e 7} o7ler
Zg‘kﬁ @:ﬂfﬂ.z ¢ %f/ {f J’uﬁf E {pnr A/w.)g

7 Lt ' ! C:n 1 '~ '._7&-‘

s ook ofocumend Gl f5 gho cﬂ;"’af/yg—

3) NTN Registration Certificate (10 marks if firm has NTN Certificate): Your firm provided NN
Cerlificats vide Heg. # 0001411-0 however pou acquired 10 Marke

in "
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Sales Tax Registration Certificate (10 marks i firm |s registered with Sales Tax Department):

Your firm provided Soles Tox Registration Certificate vide Hegistration No. 1200850800801 However pou
acquired 10 Marks,

6} ﬂmmmlnhfﬂmmm”m“mmintu
Annual Income Tax Returns 2 marks for each return (max 10 marks), (b) 5 Years Audited
Financial Statement 01 marks on production of Financial Statement (max 5 marks) (¢} Last 10
mﬂu!ﬁTmMﬂuﬁmMﬂMmﬂimﬂtm 10 marks)
Your firm had nol prowded income Tox Return for the year 2014 (except Jocobobod). Fingncial Statemeni
Jor the year 2014 was not provided. Sales Tax Summaries {Damestic Sales) were also not provided by your
firm but instead of the Sales Tax Summarics you provided Sakey Tax Retums wihich were not réquired.
Following is the shore summory of pour provided documents.

e [w:-m Tax Retuwnd of lost § | Audited Financial Statements of § | Mowthiy Sales Tox Summaries of |
|__Irears showing taw pekd a1 weder Yeors Showsng Capital as under fast 10 Mtonth
This frrm hos aor prosvicied thr
d oo cnmded prradea
— - by TSALE TAN SUMMARIES® bot huos
2013 408,430, 00 IRONR 1300 | oviricted Saies Tas RETURNS
2002 L9861, 71600 19,804, 1 7800 | wtinch was vt requsced i the
2011 266800 11,177548.00 | frmivetion Criteris, Hence it can
L 2010 294 51800 BR%3,027 00 not b OLCepted. Howewe: Jerm

marks.

a)  Your FHrm has provided income Tax Return Jor the year 2009 which doean’t foll wnder the required
peniod as mentioned in the Evolugtion Criteria. Elve poars means the consecutive five years (2014,
2013, 2012, 2011 and 2010). Five years "docsa't mean any five peory”

&) N further noted from the Soles Tox Returns (from July 2013 till Occ 2014) wiiich gre provided by the
Bidder are “NULL" and show ZERQ TURNOVER during past 18 months

Mwﬁmwnﬂfwﬁwwnuuu-smmmwm Four Yeors

Annual Income Tax Retumns. Id = 04 marks for prowding of Four Years Minonciel Stotements. And no

morks af you did nof provided Sofes Tox Summaries. Thus powr firm otquired 12 marks for Financiol

I Frecnadings of Crvmpl . Farlermasd Lameiiiiive. el o1 117 Apral 013 oe e nice o7 Do “choats

=
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ities in four districts except Jacobabad, where your provided income Tax Keturn for the year 2014

o ocquired 14 marks for jecobobad.

e L, &Jw'%‘/ (;Péfs«.-trr-fff ﬂfﬂc}'gﬁ"lﬁf"’
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7] Relevant Field Experience 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment (documented
proof] Max 5 assignment (max 20 marks): Your firm had not provided eny Documentary Proof {Supply
Orders) for the consecutive yeors 2014, 2013 & 2012, but you provided some old sugply orders for the
years 2003, 2004, 2005, 2007, 2008, 2010 and 2011 The provided supply urders are not of the “Complex
Assignments™ but these are the “ordinary ossignments” however Such ofd supply arders and ordinary

ussignments cannol be accepted. Thus yoar firm acguired no Marks.

Plgase explain your grievance on this paragraph:

,)’.eﬂfr ﬁé}}-’g/"rm&){{f;‘ff[;y &r ] ?’?y}w v
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Meman Enterprises who was one of the participant in the Kambar District has send a letter
th is self explanatory and is quoted as under:-
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M Tar Soentilic Conmgnany

SUBIECT: Account Malntenance Co rtificate

e o cortify thal Mr. Tehir Imam Risi TN
mantameng follawimg Aveount with 1he Bank 4y Sl Piogrwer s

$.No. | Account ' Account Title
Mumber :
| B D102 1815580 M/s. Fair Scientific Company

e condduct of thin Accaunt{sl & 1o ocur satmtaction

Aesi regards,

i Fabeies el JA51°781231 10 L0 LR N PR Mp—

Accoumt
Turnowrr wuncs
010 2012 till
date

Debit: 92.681 M

| Credie: 92 646 M
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1. add
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LINICIUE SUPPLIES

U
et GO MPANY

Scientific Equipment, Maleriol, Fumiture & General Order Suppliers
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Show Room D-28, D Market Main Shahrah-e-Faisal, P.E.C.H.S Block-6 Karachi.
Tel: 021-34380300, Email: info@usco.com.pk, Website: www.usco.com.plc




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 meeting of Complaint Redressal Committea on bahalf of Unique
Supplies Company, Karachi

suname _Sysd

CNICNo. 4/204-S242204~7
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1564,

M/s Unique Supplies Company,

your lettor Mo USC-TND-18465/2014-15 dated 31-3- 2015

The Director Schools tducation [Primary] Larkana Region Larkana, has recenved 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 i rejecied ws due to non-confirmotive of Evaluation Critena in your bid

- document. We have checked all cur documenis end found eligible for your critena
We feel thot our Company has been disciminated by your cvolueelinn cammittes
We would Fle fo request for redressol ax per SPPRA Rule # 11 and expect your office
will provide ws change to clarlfy our paint of vew.,

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
altached Bid Evaluation Report so that the Complaint Redressal Committee can address your
grievances.

—

Bl et

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

Received letter + 3 pages of BER :
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of Years in Business 2 Marks for each year in business (max 10): vour litm's INCOME TAX
is registered ot FBR w.e.f 28-Jon-1935, SALES TAX # 1200701300145 woe f 31-duf 1999 FBR's
2 Worifcotion was done from its Onfine Vierification System. However your fiem ocguired 10 Morks.

lai i

), 4

2) Annual Turn over in Millions, 0.75 Marks per million turnover (max 15): Last yeor's tumover was

requested Lo assessed from the officiol documnents such as last year’s aanual income fax retum and Sales
Tax Summaries. Your firm provided last yeor Annual income Tox Return which shows that Annual Sales
Turnover of your firm is pprox. 11456 Mililon and the Income Tax Pold by your firm [s 458,277 lest
year, thus you firm acquired (17.45 x 0.75) 8.5 Marks.

- o—

FEER ETRI e (e

—
11410 (METURN OF INCORME FILED YOLUNMTARILY FOM CONMPLETE TLAMD)

FEamE LA LT St atiEn Mo A N VED N0l
Lazsmns Tas Yeur 20 1
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3) NTN Registration Certificate: Your firm provided NTN Certificate vide Reg. No. 0901383-9 howewer pour
Jirm ecquires 10 Marks.

Please explain yoyr grievance on this paragraph:

ok
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6)

Registration Certificate: Your firm prowded Sales Tox Megistration Cestificote vide
on No. 1200701300146 However Goguéred 10 Marks

$) Technical Proposal (Specifications & Brochures). rour firm has provided Specificotions ond Brochurcs
hrw:mmwuwamﬂm:ummmwmwnnwudmmscw»kum n
Bid Documents, thus ooguies 10 Marks,

Financial Capabilities: In the Evaluation Criteria Bidders were asked to provide (a) 5 years
Annual Income Tax Returns 2 marks for each return (max 10 marks), (b) 5 Years Audited
Financial Staternent 01 marks on production of Financial Statement (max 5 marks) (c) Last 10
months Sales Tax Summaries, 01 mark on production of each months record (max 10 marks).
Your firm hod not provided Financial Statement for ihe pear 2014, Soles Tax Summancs (Damestic Solesl)
for last 10 month mean { April 2014 to Jan 2015) were required but your firm provided ondy for the month
aof May, June and October 2014 only. You hove attached un-required documents e.g. Soles Tox Returas
which were not required in the evaluation criterio, Following o the shorf summany of your provided

documenis
Annual income Tax Audited Financial Statements manthly Sales Tax
YEAR Returns of last 5 years of § Years Showing Capital o Summaries of last 10
showing tax paid at under under Months
2014 458,277.00 NOt provided :ﬂ 10 Months Sales
e MMmaricy & reguined |
2013 88,040.00 O 00 ] o atn s
Iﬂ"ll 3,“&,.9”“] 19-632.mm‘ mEanG “pr_ 14 to Jan-15]
| 2011 | 3,861,490.00 11,421.842.00 | This firm has provided for

Sales Tax Summaries o the

2010 335,221.00 5,922,302.00 | month of My, Juns & Oct- |
2014,

) At required in Tender that the Bidding Firms should prowide kast 10 Months Sales Summants
{Apr-2014 to Jon-2015), but your firm has prowided Sales Tax Summarnies only for the month of
Moy, June & Oct-2014.

7] ﬂ.ﬁMMrmtfdfmm:hr'SWiFﬂ&num'tﬁntrnurﬁrmmrd&ﬂﬂWMRmmﬂ
of the months, Further details are given in the loble on nest poge-

I Procentmgs 1 Cimepies! Ruskonsal L pamree, bl oo L0 Aarl 2085 = e m (Tl ol Divocior S bewle Tabeusstion: (8 armary ) Lankam [Ty



This bidder has provided Safes Tox Retums which were not required. Details

Sales Tox Summary Provided or not

Monlh & Year -
Yes / No | Soles Amount as Declared
| Jon-15 No o I8
Dec-14 No N/A !
_ Now14 No . N/A
| Ocr-14 Yes 683,371/
Sep-14 No N/A
Aug-14 No N/A
Jul-14 | No N/A
Jun-14 _ yes 2,345,360/
i May-14 Yies 462,034/~ 5
Apr-14 Mo _ N/A | ¥

Therefore your firm ocquired marks for Financicl Copabilities: {1} 2 x 5 = 10 Mark for providing
five years Annual income Tax Returns. 1xd =4 marks for providing four years Financial

Srotements. Ax 1x 3 = 3 Marks for providing three months Soles Tax Summaries. Thus your firm

aequired 17 marks for Finonciol Capaobilities.

ym&i. ‘ y L ¢ A’:,L Hax —
ﬁm{ 07! Zeso balarce
M_ﬂ_m—d Zedo 7ML_KM__A'—

ME‘MWME&;f LA
EEZfSE"ifﬁ :
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Fleld Experience 04 marks for each similar complexity assignment {documented
proof) Max § assignment (max 20 marks): 1t was required in the Bid Document thal the Bidder shoudd
prwide Maximum 5 "Complex” assignments. Your firm hos pot provided Documentary Proof (Supply
Orders) for the consccutive year 2014 ond/or 2013” but provided “ordinery nature supply orders” 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 mode sales of complex assignmenis during past 10 manths

You have attoched onc supply arder of 2014 which is on the name of M/s Sckence and Computer Link Only
ﬂll.‘wﬂﬁ'n'ﬂtrj‘wrhcWﬂj#ﬁﬂmﬂdh‘hﬁi!ﬂﬁﬂkﬁhnﬂan}ﬂimﬂnﬂtﬂﬂurﬂ
connot be conuidered ot ploce of “compiea csuUGnmMENL” however your firm does not ocguired ony mark:
for past yean relevont experiendcs.

= & Zu-s/  41204-5 2433 047
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l Frogemdmgs ol {sesgiiamirl Radrenssl Doz, hald o (07 dped 3003 e the odfive of Diass Schoek e s | Lorkire Nuglarm




DIRECT CHOOL CATI P RY KANA 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.

1 -
Signature: ___X" J

Name: Llmes "a’{"
Jat

Surname

ENIC No. b203- z:?&'f‘:{_izi' 7

|Hﬂ“uﬂ' péeni iLadressal L il _I-hlnﬂIlr[_ﬂmﬂﬂljmlhcnl'l'uuflnwﬂu-ﬂﬂ!-l-u:r—ﬂ“mnmwhnm



 THE TECHNICAL 8IDS SHALL BE DED JACOBABAD SALAH BROTHERS === _
7 EVALUATED ON ]
THE BASIS OF FOLLOWING PARAMETERS: |
w..._ Evaluation Ve e - -.ri 7 —o-Jepp e TS
# Paramatars
| Company/ | Total Brief
A Firm / Marks
Individual
Information
Required | Ma |
Fie'd rks | 7 n — S
A g o 02 marka for | This firm |8 being In business since last | | was awarded tolal 10 marks out of 10,
_ $ lvears W 10| 48 Tﬂ: year in | 11 years thus # acquires 10 marks.
Businaas wm..ﬂﬁn# fx
- | This Bidding firm has provided last year Tt is nowhere writien in the evaluation criteria for
that anoost sales nmeyer of ost yeur s | School Specific Budget 2014-2015 that Annual
0.105 million and the income tax paid by | Turnover will be checked from Income Tax Annual
i | acauires b e 0l for last year. hus &' Return, And nowhere it is writien that only the last
year Annual Income Tax return will be checked.
Moreover, the word ANNUAL means YEARLY and
#nﬁmaﬂun&.%ﬁ_ﬁﬂwﬁo&ni Since
o Anrusl | 18 076 marks per you have required the 5 years Annual Income Tax
Tumeves | mition tumover rewmn as mentioned in the evaluation criteria
In Milons (Max 18) (FINANCIAL CAPABILITIES), therefore, my 5
years Annusl Income Tax return should E%ﬁn&
7 You can also check my annual tumover from the

Bank Account Maintenance Certificate or Bank
Statement . The details of the S EEE_

tax return is given below.

3



,,, A e

INCOME TAX SALES OF 0.76

7 | | PAID TURN MARKS
OVER IN PER
MILLIONS | MILLION
TURN
OVER
2014 4200 0.105 0
7 3 0.850 0 |
2012 79217.25 5.25
2011 | 79741 227 15
2010 | 31981 844 6.75 =
AL MARKS: 12.5
As | have mentioned the detalls above, therefore | should
‘ - H be awarded 13,6 marksoutof 16,
* NN 16 omdia b ot The firm provided NTN Cerificale. | | was awarded iotal 10 marks ouf of 10,
Registratl | has NTN | However, acquires 10 marks, A
Gericate Bosdusrees
+ Sales
Tax
_ Regetral 10

10 marks i firm | The firm providad sales tax cerbhicala | T was awsrded total 10 marks out of 10.

& registered | However, acquicas 10 marke

with

[T tax | p

department | A
.ﬂfm_rﬁ.dﬁ
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. ' | ORI CONRIE (s spocig  Field Experience, and this Is the reason that | was
i Ll assignment_ considerstion accepted 2 projscts.  awarded 10 marks out of 10 for business experience.
However, 8marks are given but ro Moreaver, | have been awarded 8 marks out of 20 for |

marks
ot O OIRGy nahre 00l silevant TRAIE Giberienss which i ol injestios |

- _ Therefore, you are requested to reconsider my older

Néia: Firm must get 70% marks In Technica similar type projects in the light of the 10 years works

g e TG u o shave orders of the RELEVANT FIELD EXPERIENCE
and award me 20 marks out of 20.




e e e ————— e e e e

P THE TECHNICAL BIDS SHALL BE DEO KASHMORE @ KANDHKOT SALAH BROTHERS
EVALUATED ON '

THE BASIS OF FOLLOWING PARAMETERS:
Ae——T . _ e ——— g o = el s
T Bviluation
__-.._,1-..|1__u.| Tota
~ Campany | I Briaf

Flym / Mark

Ineivid ual [ ]

intprmation
_ Rogurod | Ma
TR 02 macks for This frm Is beirg in business since last | was awarded 1otal 10 marks oul ol 10 =
{|vears In| 10 45 | B0Ch  yoor in 11 years thus il scquires 10 marks

Business business  {(Max

= 4 ey G o
Didding fim has provided lest year | [t s nowhere written in (he evaluation criteria for

| i that anue seles tumover of 1 e s Sohool ‘Specific Budget 2014-2015 that Annual
0 108 milion and the Income tax paid by Turnover will be checked from Income Tax Annual

yesr ™= Return. And nowhere it is writlon that only the last

year Annual Income Tax return will be checked.
| A ‘Moreover, the word ANNUAL means YEARLY and
it does mean any ﬁ“__EE or specific year, Since

s Anrwet | 18 07 you have required the 5 years Annual Income Tax
TN Ton move retun as mentioned in the evaluation criferia
| Wions (Max 15) (FINANCIAL CAPABILITIES), therefore, my 5
years Annual Income Tax retum should be checked

You can also check my annual tumoyer from the
Bank Account Maintenance Certificate. The details

_ ommtuwﬂnnﬂigoﬂunsxaﬂawuﬁ ) .
/r/_, - | below. s




f
=

INXOME TAX RETURN
YEA ANNUAL ANNUAL MARKS
R INCOME  [SALES 0.7

TAXPAID | OF TURN | MARKS

_ OVER IN | PER
4 MILLION ' MILLION

S TURN

= Oﬁi.%!
3014|4300 0,103
2013 29753 0.8%0 —
12012 | maaen 13775 7 25
2011 S 227 o

2010 | 319910

9.44

e ———— e

| 6.75

TOTAL MARKS: 13.5

L
e
ﬂ!ﬁd 10 w__.mnali g
- Sates | T:iﬁ-rﬂh
“._-n:u! 10 Hn.lﬂ-_.-n tax
Cantifcats departmani hs

Tha firm provided NTN Cestficats
However, acquires 10 marks

The frm provided sales tax cerificale,
However, acquires 10 marks.

| was awarded total 10 marks oul of 10.

As | have mentioned the details above, therefore |
should be awarded 13.5 marks out of 15.

| was awarded total 10 marks ot of 10,

o
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04 marks for | Since the bidder has not provided supply | [y is nowhere mentioned in the bid evaluation criteria

T |:i|_-

sach similar order of complax naslure bBul  hes

complaxity  produced supply orders of crdinary (DAL Only the last 3 years projects are acceptable. |

7 Notevant Flald 20 fssionment | nature, which can not mest te have attached the 10 years work orders of Relevant
¢ Spmme B 0 eoch | et o Svshetion ot © Bickd ExDertanen; and i fs: the rREa0 M T
_ Max 5 | procurement commities under special | AWarded |0 marks out of 10 for business experience.

Assgment | consideration acceped 2 projects | Moreover, | have been awarded 8 marks out of 20 for
ﬁnﬂ.ﬂ:ﬂ%ﬂﬂuﬂsﬁh relevant field experience which is total injustice,

_ Note: Flrm must get 70% marks in Technleal Ordars, Therefare, you are requested to reconsider my older
gﬂﬁri:lii a8 per above similar typo projects in the light of the 10 years |
mentionsd » *5& orders of the RELEVANT FIELD
- N e i | EXPERIENCE and award me 20 marks out of 20. |

)
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