A

STAGE: 01

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2021-22

Technical Evaluation of firms/ companies

I.T EQUIPMENT ITEMS
. REMARKS
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Ms; Zahid 1]?Jlllﬁei\;;[rlsse
NO. Khan & Co
Fsd
1. Financial Position / Status 15
i. Income Tax registration certificate (03) 03 03
ii. Sales tax registration certificate 03) gg gg
iii. Professional Tax certificate 03) 00 00
iii. Bank Statement worth (min 03 million) (06)
2. Firm’s Experience In The Relevant Field 15
i. 1-3 years experience 09)
ii. 4-8 years experience (12) 09 09
fii. 9-15 years & above experience (15)
3. Overall past performance of the firm/company 15
a) very good 15
b) good 12
¢) satisfactory 10 12 10
d) No past experience with this institution but firm has 09
experience with other Govt. Institutions
e)Unsatisfactory/ Poor (00)
4. :l"echnical Staff ] 05
:).r 2t1) (:)‘:'er.nore employees/owners holding bachelor degree (05) 00 05
Qualifying points 60% of total Total Points v 30 33
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~Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Officer/In-Charge Services Bi

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

v’

Mr/Shogib Akhtar

ical Engineer/I.T in-charge

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

»

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)
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BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2021-2022
Technical Evaluation of products

I.T EQUIPMENT ITEMS
STAGE: 02
1 Combuter Svstem CPU Core i7 7 Generation, 1 TB SSD, 16GB Ram
i P Y Compatible Motherboard (Complete System with Casing)

NOTE: i). The product/ item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

M/S: M.S Enterprises | M/S: Zahid Khan
SR. & Co. - & Co.
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Imported (Dell, HP, HP REMARKS
Lenovo or Eqv. )
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement .
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected)
2. Experience of the product in the market 20

i) 1-3 years’ experience (14)
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16) 14 14
iii} 9-15 year’s (& above) experience 20)

Total points = 50 g)‘:zi'sfi";% 32 32

ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

/em‘f

MF. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer/In-Charge Services
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Bio medical Engineer/1.T in-charge
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

Technical Evaluation of products

TENDERS 2021-2022

I.T EQUIPMENT ITEMS
STAGE: 02
2. LED Wide angle 24 Inch
M/S: M.S Enterprises M/S: Zahid
:1(; EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS & Co. Khan & Co. REMARKS
Dell HP
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
it) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ 25
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected)
2. Experience of the product in the market 20

i) 1-3 years’ experience (14)
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16) 14 14
iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)

Total points = 50 S}'::i‘sfyz";% 32 32

NOTE: i). The product/ item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

- z
Mr. Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Officer/In-Charge Services

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2021-2022

Technical Evaluation of products

L.T EQUIPMENT ITEMS
STAGE: 02
r 3. | Printer | 404 DN Black & White or Equivalent
M/S: M.S M/S: Zahid
SR. EVALUATION CRITERIA pomnts | Enterprises & Co. | Khan & REMARKS
NO. HP Co.
HP
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product .
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected)
2. Experience of the product in the market 20

i) 1-3 years’ experience (14)
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16) 14 14
iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)

Total points = 50 S::l'sfi";(g) 32 32

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

it). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be cong

~Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Officer/In-Charge Services Bio

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

ical Engineer/L.T in-charge

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

ed for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

Dr. Ahma(gﬁ/?air Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)
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