
STGE:01 Bit) EVALUATIONREPORT TENDER 2022-2023 TECHNICAL EVALUATION OF FIRMS! COMPANIES STATIONARY ITEMS 

SR. NO. EvAl,1;Ai'IoN CRITERIA l'OlNTS 
M/S:Zahid Khan 
& Co. FSD 

M/S:Mian Tayyab 
ishaq FSD 

M/S:MedSource FSI) M/S:M.S Enterprises & Co. 
FSD 

REMARKS 

Financial Position / Status IS 

i. Income Tax registration certificate (03) 03 03 03 03 

ii. Sales tax registration certificate (03) 03 03 03 03 

iii. Profissional Tax Certificate (03) 03 00 03 00 

iv,13ank Statement worth (nun 03 million) (03) 00 00 00 00 

v.Tax Return thr last Year (03) 00 03 00 03 

09 09 09 09 

2. Firm's Experience In The Relevant Field 15 

i. 1-3 years experience (09) 
09 09 09 09 

ii. 4-8 years experience (12) 

iii. 9-15 years & above experience (15) 

3, Overall past performance of the firm/company 15 

a) very good 

b)good 15 

c) satistlictory 12 - 
12 12 I 10 

d) No past experience with this institution but firm has 10 
experience with other Govt. Institutions 
e)tJnsatisfactory/ Poor 

09 

(00) 

4. Technical Staff 05 
i. UI or more employees/owners holding bachelor degree or 

(05) 05 05 05 
above. 00 

Qualifying points 60% of total Total Points 
=50 35 33 33 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid Au Shabbir Dr. Ahma Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

I. Ball Point Red & Blue Clipper 
0.5mm Needle Nib Ball Dia 
Size 136x10 mrn,Red & Blue Piano liquid ink or Equivelant Jeiflo Type 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises & ('o. 

(Piano FSD) 

MIS: Mcd Source 

(dollar clipper) 

MIS: Zainid Khon & Co. 
(Dollar) 

REMARKS 

Product's past exlwrtence / Quality Evaluation (Product) 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
spccificalions/requirenncnts 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifucationsl 
require nest 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specnfncatisnsslreqsnnrement 
iv) No past experience but product conspincs to required 
speed) cation s/req u ire limit 
v) l'oor quality of tine product I product does not complies to required 
specifications (Tectinnicatly rejected) 

(25) 

(IS) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Emperience of the product in the market 20 

I) -3 years' experience 
ii) 4.8 years' experieisce (14) 
ii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points 30 34 4! 30 

NO'rE:  i). Fine product I item will be technically rejected if foinnd of poor quality on tine basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa prodtnct is technically rejected by tine TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid event qtnalifned as per yard slick of merit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 

Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Mem ber) 

r. Abid&Ii Shabir 
Statistical Officer 

Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Member) 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 

Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

2. Ball Point uniball Red & Blue 

Eye Micro Liquid Ink Roler ball pen Direct Liquid water base pen Blue 
/Red Colour 
0.5mm Needle Nib Ball Dia 

Size 136x10 mm,Piano or Equivelant  

   

   

SR. NO. I: VALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Piano) 

MIS: Med Source 

(Untball Made in Japan) 

MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

(Dollar) 
REMARKS 

Product's imst experience / Quality Evaluation (Produet 30 

) vely good & product coniplies to required 

speciftcaliotts/rcqutrcuttctits 

ii) good past experience & product cottuplics to reqiured specifications! 

requiretlictit 

iii) satisfactory & product complies to rcqutured 

(30) 

speeificasiotts/reqstireitsettt 

iv) No past experience bitt product complies to rettnred 

spcctficaliotss/requtretttcnls 

v) Poor quality of the product I product does not complies to rcqsnred 

speciticattoti (technically rejected) 

(25) 

(IS) 

IS 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. F;wperience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' cxperietucc 

ii) 4-8 years' expertence 

iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points 50 Qualifying jtoipts = 30 34 41 30 

NOlE:  i). Tlte product I itetut svill be Iccisutically rejected if found of poor quality on tim basis of past experience. 

ii). If a product is lechsnically rejected by site TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick ofnnerilpotntsystents. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid Au Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

3. Board Marker Eraseable 
B/Q,ketone base ink,Eraseable, 
Quick dry line width 2 mm, 

Refill ink style Black ,Blue,green ,red colour 

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Dollar) 

MIS: Med Source 

(Piano) 

MIS: Zahid Khan & Co 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality EvaIuatio (Product) 30 
I) vely good & product complies to required 
specilications/reqiurcmcnts 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
requirement 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

(30) 

specifications/requirement 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specifi cat loins/req unrenncnts 
v) 'our quality of time product / product does not complies to required 
specification (l'ectmnncaliy rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Exi,erieoee of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 yeals' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) lb 10 14 

(20) 

Total points 80 Qualifying points 30 34 41 30 

NO'I'E i). Tine product / lenin xviii be iectmnncutly rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience 
ii). ha l,rodirct is tccinnmically rejected by tine TAC, it will nnot be considered for opennimmg of Fmnmammcial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point systcnmm. 
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Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

4. 
Computer Paper Legal Size 80 G(500 per sheets per packet) for 

photostat  
Imported BIQ, 

  

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Copyrnate) 

MIS: Mcd Source M.S:Mian Tayyab lsliaq 
(Link paper Imported) 

MIS: /.aliid Klian & Co. 
(Imported AA) 

REMARIS 

Product's irast experience I Quality Evaluation (Product) 30 
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I) very good & product complies to required 
sped fications/requirenicnts 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications/ 
requirdflicnt 
iii) satisfactory & product coniplies to required 

(30) 

spcc fications/requireiitent 
is') No past experience but product conipties to required 
specitications/requirenienis 
v) l'oor quality of the product I product does not complies to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(IS) 

25 

(16) 

-
(00) 

2 Experience of the product iii the market 20 

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

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 41 

NOTE: i). 1lie product I tens will be reclimueally rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. 
ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it svill not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 

Page 4 of 31 
Mrs. Shama Nadecm 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

r. Abid All Shabir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem her) 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

    

5. Computer Paper size A4 (500 per sheets per packet 

 

Imported BIQ 

    

    

SR. NO. EVAI.UATION CRITERIA 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

("-a) 
M/.S: Mcd Source M.S:Miaii Tsyyab Ishaq 

(Link paper Imported) 
M/S: Zahid Khan & Co. 
(Imported) 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Product) 30 

N
o  

S
a

m
p

le
  f

o
r  

E
va

lu
a

ti
on

  P
ro

v
id

ed
 H

en
ce

  R
ej

e
ct

ed
 

N
o  

S
am

p
le

  f
or

  E
v

al
u

at
io

n  
P

ro
v

id
ed

  H
en

ce
  R

ej
ec

te
d  

N
o  

S
am

p
le

  f
o

r  
E

v
a

lu
a

ti
on

  P
ro

v
id

ed
  H

e
nc

e  
R

ej
ec

te
d 

1) very good & product complies to required 
speci tications/reqilirements 
ii) good past experience & product coittplies to required spectticalions/ 
requirement 
iii) satisfactory & product conipties to required 

(30) 

specifications/requirement 
iv) No past experience but product coitiplies to required 
speciflcations/rcquiremeitls 
v) l'oor quality of the product / product does sot complies to rcqtured 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

25 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Ext,erience of the product in the market 20 
I) -3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 yearS' experience (14) 
iii) 9t5 year's (& above) experience (16) lb 

(20) 

'Fotal points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 4! 

NOTE i). Ttte product / itsnt will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa product is tectitticalty rejected by the TAC, it wilt ttot be cotisidered for o1ctung of Fittanciat ttid even qualified as per yard stick of tucrit point systetti. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem MrAbid Au Shabir Dr. Ahmad timair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

6. Envelop White 80 g,9x4" local 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINtS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Mcd Source M/S: Zahid Khan & Co. 
(Local) 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (I'roductl 
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d ) very good & product complies to reqiured 

spccilrcatiotts/rcquuements 
ii) good past experience & product contplics to rcqsnrcd specrlicattons/ 

require ttt ettt 
iii) satisfisctory & prodrtct complies to required 

(30) 

spccilications/rcqutrctrtcnt 
iv) No past expenence butt product cotnplucs to required 
speciE cat ion s/req a ircttt cots 
v) Poor uuality of the product / produtct does not coitiplies to rcqsurred 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

25 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

I) 1-3 yeats' cxperietsce 
ii) 4-8 years experience (14) 

iii) 9.15 year's (& above) experience (16) 16 

(20) 

Total points = SO Qualifying points = 30 41 

NOlE: i). Tlte product / tets will be technically rejected if foond of poor quality on tite basis of past experrence. 
ii). Ifa 1,toduuct is tecltttically rejected by Ilte TAC, it will tot be considered for opertuuig of Financial Bud cvetr qualifted as per yard stick of tttertt point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid Au Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Mem her) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

7. Envelop White 80 g,A4/legal size" local 

   

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S lnterpriscs MIS: Mcd Source M/S: Zahid Khan & Co. 

(l.ocal) 
REMARKS 

Products past ext rience / Ounlity Evaluation (Product) 

) very good & product complies to required 

sped ficaiionslrcqui reinents 

ii) good past experience & product complies to required spcciticatmons/ 

requffeimietit 

iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

(30) 

spccilicatiomms/reqimmrcmmient 

iv) No past experience but product complies to required 

specifications/requirements 

v) Poor quality of the product I product does 1101 complies to required 

specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in (lie market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 

ii) 4-8 years' experience 

iii) 1)IS year's (& above) experience (16) tO 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE:  i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on tIme basis of past experience. 
ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be conuidered for opening of Financtal 13id even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem ber) 

Mr. Abid li Shabir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

8. Hard Board With Flapper Patti Don Hard Board,legal size,B/Q,3mm thikness 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA I'OINI'S 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahud Khan & Co. 
(Local) 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Oualitv Evaluation (Product) 30 

(30) 

(25) 

(18) 

(16) 

(00) 

18 25 16 

i) very good & product compites to required 
specifications/requirenients 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 

req inrem Cflt 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specificationis!requirentetit 
iv) No past experience bunt product complies to reqinred 
spcci lications/requircnients 
v) Poor quality of the product! product does not complies to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

2 Experience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
(16) 
(20) 

IC tO 14 

i) 1.3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) 9.15 year's (& above) experience 

Total points 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NO'I'E i). The product! item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality out 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 qualilted as per yard stick of merit point nystetus. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abd All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Member) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

9. Lakh 
Good Quality, 136x 15mm/stick, 
pack of 10 stick 

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises 

(Dollar) 

MIS: Mcd Source 

(Dollar) 

MIS: Zalird Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Prodort's past ex,,erieore / Quality Evaluation (Product) 30 

(30) 

very good & product complies to required 
specifi cat ion s/req uircincnts 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required spccificatrons/ 
require Client 
iii) satisfactory & product coniptics to required 
specificuIomms/requirement 
iv) No Inst experience but product complies to required 
specifications/requirements 
v) Poor quality of tire product / product does not complies to reqiured 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

t 8 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(t4) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii)9-15ycar's(&above)cxperience (IS) lb 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = SO Qualifying points 30 34 41 30 

NOTE: i). Fire product I irons will be lectinically rejected if found of poor quality on rise basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by tire TAC, it will riot be considered l'or opening of Fimmamicial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit post system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid.Ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem her) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

10. Marker Permanent 
Good Quality, 136x 1 5mm/stick, 
pack of 10 stick 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRI'I'ERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Copyniate) 

MIS: Med Source 

(Dollar) 

M/S: Zaltid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

I'roduct's past experience / Oualitv Evaluation (Product) 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
specificalions/requireinents 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 

require iiicnt 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specifications/reqmrensetit 
iv) No past experience bitt product complies to required 
specifications/requircnients 
v) l'oor quality of the product I product does not complies to rcqtured 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. I':xt,erienre of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' ex1,cricnce 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
ii) 9l5 year's (& above) experience (to) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total 1,01015 = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 4t 30 

NO'fE  i). 'the product I ten, wilt be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past exj,ericnce. 
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by Itie TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid"Ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 

Deputy Nursing Sitperintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 

(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



\\ Page 11 of3l 
a 

Mr. Abid All Shabir 
Statistical OfFicer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem ber) 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

White Paper Legal Size 80 g 
80 g,legal flying paper, 

500 Sheet /Rim 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA I'OINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source M.S:Mian Tayysb Ishaq 
(hying Pakistan) 

MIS: Zahid Kitan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Prodort's past experience / Quality Evaluation (l'roductl 
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d  i) very good & product complies to required 

specifications/rcquirenients 
ii) good past experience & product contplies to required specifications1 
require itt cnt 
iii) satisfactory & product coitiplies to required 

(30) 

speci ficationn/requircmcnt 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specihi cat ions/req u rein cit 
v) Poor quality of the product / product does not complies to required 

(25) 

specification (Technically rejected) (18) 

(IS) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the prodot iii the market 20 

i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience (14) 

iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 
(20) 

i'otal points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 

NO'I'E i) The product / item wilt be teclittically rejected if fostud of poor quality oti tIme basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifaproduct istecluutically rejectedbythteTAC,it will notbecottxidered h'oropettitsgof Financial Bid evctt qualified as peryardstick ofnuentpoitttsystcm. 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 
Best Quality,pack of 
50 Pin coloured head 

plastic stainless steel Pin 
12. Thumb Pin Colour 

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA l'OINrS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source M/S: Zaltid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Product 30 

I) vety good & product complies to requ red 

speci ficalions/requrrenscnts 

ii) good past experience & product cotttplies to required st,ecifieations/ 

requirement 

iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

(30) 

specilicatiouus/requiretutent 

iv) No past experience but product complies to rcquured 

sl,eci ficationslrequuremnenls 

v) Poor quality of the product I product does 1101 complies to required 

specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Est,erieoce of the product in the market 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 

ii) 4-8 years' experience 

iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experuetuce (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points 30 34 4! 30 

N0TE  i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. 
ii). If a product is teclumtically rejected by Ilte TAC, it will tot be considered for opeoing of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

1 

- 

Mi 'TIShabir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

IL 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

13. Stapler Machine Standadrd 
Best Quality,Delly or Equivelant,Plier Type Heavy Duty 7 "x2/3" 

stainless steel 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Unterprises MIS: Med Source 

(Dcli) 

MIS: Zahid Klian & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Oualitv Evaluation (l'roduetl 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
speciflcations!reqiiircinents 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
requirement 
iii) satisfactory & product comnptics to required 
spccifications!requirement 
iv) No past experience but product cornpties to required 
specifi cat ions/req unrdnlents 
v) t'oor quality of the product / product does not complies to requured 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

t8 25 t6 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Exi,erienee of the product in the market 20 

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

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NOiE 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 TAG, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point systems. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. X1id All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Pcads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-.2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

    

14. Sharpener Metallic 

 

Best Quality 

    

    

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRItERIA I'OINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past exl,erience / Quality Evaluation (Product 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
spec, fications/requiretnents 
ii) good past experience & product coitiplics to required specifications! 
requirement 
ii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

spccifications/reqtiiretncnt 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
speci ltcations/requirctttents 
v) Poor quality of the product / ;,ruduct does not coutiphes to icqitued 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the nrnduct in the market 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' expericitce 
ii) 4-8 years' expericitce 
iii) 9t5 year's (& above) experieitce (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 4! 30 

NOTE i) The product! itetit will be techinicalty rejected if found of poor quality Ott the basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will no be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of tnicrit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abjd All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem ber) (Member) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

15. Tag Coloured Paper 
Best Quality,pack of 

sticks(1 /2"x3")leaves x600 leaves Ipack 

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Mcd Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's imut experience / Qoality Evaluation (Prodiact) 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to requircd 
specifications/requirements 
ii) good l,ast expcncnce & product complies to required specifications! 
requirement 
iii) satmsIctory & product complies to required 
spccifmcstuons/rcquiremrment 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specifications/requirements 
v) Poor quality of time product / product does not complies to required 
specification (1'echnieally rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

8 25 t 6 

(1(i) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

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

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE: i). The product I terms xviii be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. 
ii). If a product is technically rejected by thin TAC. it wilt not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qsualifmed as per yard stick of mm,erit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem ber) (Mem her) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

16. Tap For Binding Best Quality,2"x20m 

   

SR. NO. EVALUA1 ION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 
(Osa)a) 

MIS: Mcd Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARES 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Produeti 

(30) 

(25) 

(IS) 

(16) 

(00) 

IS 25 16 

- 
n) very good & product complies to required 
specificalions/requirements 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
requirement 
tm) satisfactory & product complies to required 

speeificaiions/requircnsent 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specil cation s/req uireuml enis 
v) l'os,r quality of tine tm oduci / piodunet does not conspires to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

2. Eperiee of Ihe product in the market 20 

(14) 
(16) 
(20) 

16 16 14 

- 

i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) sis year's (& above) experience 

Total points = 50 Qualifying Itnints = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE:  i). Tine product / item wilt be technically rejected if found of poor quality online basis of past experience. 
ii). If a prodsict is tecinnicatly rejecled by line TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard slick of nieril point sysleini. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

17. X-Ray Sheet for Binding Legal Best Quality 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past ext,rrience / Quality Evaluation (Prodoct 

(30) 

i) vety good & product complies to required 
specilications/reciuirctnents 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
rcqtiirettleflt 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specificattons/requirensent 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specificatiotts/requireinents 
v) l'oor quality of the prodttct / product does not complies to required 
specification (Tecitnically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Esiterience of the product in the market 20 

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

(20) 

'I'otal points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE i). The product I item will be technically rejected if found of poor qsality on Ilte basis of past experience. 
ii). lfaprodtucl is technically rejecled by the TAC, it will ttol be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard slick of merit point system. 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

Mr. Abid Au Shabir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

    

18. Don patti for Files 

 

Best Quality 

    

    

    

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises M/S: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

I'roduct's past experience / Ounlity Evaluation (Product) 30 

(30) 

i) veiy good & product complies to required 
specifications/requirements 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
require ment 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specificationslrequirenment 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specilications/requircm cuts 
v) Poor quality of the product / product does not complies to required 
specifications (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(If,) 

(00) 

2 Experience of tine product in the market 20 

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

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE i). The product / iten, will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on tIme basis of paul experience. 
ii). Ifs product is technically rejected by time TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 

 

/ 

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Chairman) 

Page 18 of 31 
Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
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(Member) 

Mr. Abid Au Shabir 
Statistical Officer 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

19. Stapler Pin 1000x20 staples complete box stainless steel 2416,pack of 20 

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M,S Enterprises 
(Dollar) 

MIS: Med Source 
(Bahadur) 

MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Ev Ination (Product) 30 

(30) 

N
o  

S
am

p
le

  P
ro

v
id

ed
 F
o

r  
E

va
lu

at
io

n  
H

en
ce

  
R

ej
ec

te
d

.  

i) very good & product complies to required 
sped Creations/requirements 
ii) good past experience & product complies to rcqrured specifications! 
requirement 
iii) satisfactory & product consptieu to required 
specifications/requirement 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
specifications/requirements 
v) Poor quality of the product / product does not complies to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(IS) 

IS 25 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product iii the market 20 

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

(20) 

1'otal points 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 

NO'FE i). The product I item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on lire basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifs product is technically rejected by tire TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard slick of merit point system. 

 

Page 19 of3l 

 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid,.Ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) (Member) (Chairman) 



1111) EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

20. Whitener/Fluid Marker Best Quality as per sample 

   

   

SR. NO. EVAI,LJATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Flutdcr) 

MIS: Mcd Source 

(Rnext) 

M/S Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Prodnet's past experience / Qoality Evaloation (Prodoct 30 

(30) 

(25) 

(t 8) 

(Is) 

(00) 

IS 25 16 

i) very good & j,roduct complies to required 
specification s/requirein cuts 
ii) good past experience & product complics to required specifications! 
req uirem Cut 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
specifications/requirement 
iv) No past experience hut product complies to reqiured 
specificatiuns/requireinetits 
v) Poor quatily of the product / product does not conipties to required 
specitication (Tccliiiicatly rejected) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(t4) 
(to) 
(20) 

to t6 t4 

I) t-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 

9-t 5 year's (& above) experience 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 

1 

34 41 30 

NOTE: I). The product / item witt be teclinicatty rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. 
ii). If a product is lechnicatly rejected by Itie TAC, it wit! not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 

Page 20 of 31 
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid AiiShabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
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(Mem ber) (Member) (Chairman) 

A' 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

2!. Steel Scale 
Flexible stainless steel 

12" 

    

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Produet 30 
I) very good & product complies to required 
specification s/requireitt ents 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
rcquircittclit 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to requ it-ed 

(30) 

spcciftcations!requirement 
iv) No past expenence but product complies to required 
specificaliotis/requuenientu 
v) Poor quality of the product / product does not complies to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

1 Ext,crience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
t) 1-3 yeats expeticttcc 
ii) 4-8 years' experiettce 
iii) 9-IS year's (& above) experience (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 80 Qualifying poinls 30 34 41 30 

hOlE:  i) The product / item svihl be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the bauiu of past experience 
ii). If a product is lechtnically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered foropeititig of Fittaitcial Bid even qualified as peryard stick of merit poittt system. 
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Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

22. Stamp Pad Best Quality,3x4" blue and black ink refill 

   

   

SR. NO. EVAI.UATION CRITERIA 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Dollar) 

MIS: Mcd Source 

(1.ancer) 

M/S: Zaltid Kitait & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Prnduct 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to rcqiured 
spcci flcations/reqsireittetils 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specilicatiotts/ 
rcqtiircuitCflt 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
speedications/reqtureiuciii 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
opc'cifications/rcquireniettis 
v) Poor quality of the product I product does not complies to required 

specification (Technically retected) 

(25) 

(18) 

I 8 25 I 6 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
is) '.1-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 16 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 4! 30 

NOTE: I). Flic product / item will be teehmcally rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past expenence. 
ii). If a product is technically rejected by Ibe InC. it will not be eonsideted for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point nyolemn, 
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Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

   

23. StampPad Ink 30 ml Ink bottle refill blue and black 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source 

(Crystal) 

MIS: Zahid Ktian & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past exl,erierrce / Onralilv Evaluation (Product) 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
speedS cat iOns/requireinicnts 
u) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
requirement 
in) satisfactory & product complies to required 

spccificationn!requireisent 
iv) No past experience hint product complies to required 
specifications!requirements 
v) Poor quality of tine product! product does non complies to required 
specification (Teclinsicatly rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 to 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 6 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 4! 30 

wi I r.:  i). I lie i,rooucr / UCifl win oc iccnnicaiiy rejectea it touno 01 poor quality on tue Oasis ot I)ast experience. 
ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered foropening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system. 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Mem ber) 

\( 

Mr. Abid All habir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

11/. 
Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
Children Hospital Faisalahad 
(Chairman) 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

24. Plastic Tray Basket 18"x24"x6",Best Quality,Fresh Plastic 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises 

(Ahy Plastic) 

MIS: Mcd Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co 

REMARIS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation (Produet 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
specificat ion s/req uirettt ents 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 
req st ire ttie n 
iii) satisfactory & product coittplies to required 
speciltcattons/requirenscnt 
iv) No past experience but product cotttplies to reqsnred 
speeificntiotts/rcquireiiicsts 
v) Poor qual ity of the product / product does sot complies to required 
specification (Tecltnically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

IS 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) l-3 years' cxperiettce 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) 9-IS year's (& above) ext,ertence (16) lb 16 14 

(20) 

i'obal points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

No'r.;  i) The product / lets) will be teeftttically rejected if found of poor quality on tlse basis of past experlettce. 
ii). Ifaprodsict is teclttticatiy rejected by the TAC, itsvill not be cottsidered foropeisingof Financial Btd even qualifiedas peryard stick of merit point system. 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 4 

TENDERS 2022-2023 
Technical Evaluation of products 

STATIONARY ITEMS 
STAGE: 02 

   

25. Punch Machine 3 way B/Q,Stainless steel, making 03 hole 

   

   

SR. NO, EvAL(;ATIoN CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M,S Enterprises 
(Dollar) 

MIS: Med Source MIS: 7.ahid Klmn & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience I Oualilv Exaluatioa (Product) 30 

(30) 

(25) 

(18) 

(1(i) 

(00) 

18 25 IS 

i) very good & product complies to required 

speci fications/requirenients 

ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications/ 

require intent 

iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

spcciftcatiotis/requircntent 

iv) No past experience bitt product complies to required 

specifications/requirements 

v) Poor quality of the product I product does hot complies to required 

specification (Technically rejected) 

2. Experience of the product itt tho naurket 2(1 

(14) 

(IS) 
(20) 

IS lb 14 

£5 

i) 1-3 years' experience 

ii) 4-8 years' cxpericttce 

iii) 915 year's (& above) experiettce 

Total points SO Qualifying pomnis = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE: i). The product / iteiti will be technically rejected if found of poor quality ott the basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa product is teclimtically ejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opctting of Fitiancial Bid eveit qualified as per yard stick of itierit poimim syslctit. 

,,1 

Mrs. Shama Nadeem 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 

 

Page 25 of3l 
Mr. Abid Afi Shabir 
Statistical Officer 
Children Hospital Faisalabad 
(Member) 
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(Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

26. Coloured Paper All Colour Legal size,80 g,imported pink,green,red,yellow,blue 
500 sheet/Rim 

   

SR. NO. EVAI,LJATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M,S Enterprises 

(Nafeer Rim) 

MIS: Med Source MIS: Zaltid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Qnalitv Iva!oation (Product) 30 

(30) 

i) ve!y good & product complies to required 
sped ltcatiotts/rcqttirernettts 
it) good past expcncncc & product complies to required specifications! 
req tttrcttictt I 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
spccif'mcatmons/rcqmmmrcnmettt 
iv) No past experience bitt product cotnplies to required 
spcci fications/requiremnsents 
v) l'oor quality of the product / product does not cotttplies to required 
specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(IS) 

t 8 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(t4) 
i) 1-3 years' cxperictmcc 
ii) 4-8 years' experience 
iii) 9.15 year's (& above) cxpericttce (16) lb 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points 30 34 41 30 

NOTE: m). Tue product / item will be techtmically ejected if found of poor quality Ott the basis of past experience. 
it). If a product is technically rejected by the TAG, it will not be considered for opening of bittattcial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of oucril point systctin. 

  

,./ 
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Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid All Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk 
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department 
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(Mem ber) (Mem ber) (Chairman) 



BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 
120 Leaves, 

27. Plain Register legal page size, flying paper 

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahtd Khatt & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past exl,erience I Quality Evaluation (Product 30 

(30) 

(25) 

(18) 

(16) 

(00) 

18 25 to 

vety good & product coiriplies to i equ red 
speci licalions/requireinents 
ii) good past expericitce & product complies to required specrtications/ 

req ttireflteflt 
iii) satisfactory & product cottiphes to required 
spcciticatiotts/requirentertl 
iv) No past experience bttt product couutt,hcs to required 
spcciiicatioits/requiremnettts 
v) Poor quality of tire product I prodttct does not complies to requttrcd 
specilkation (Tecitutically rejected) 

2. Ext,ericrice of the I,roduct in the market 20 

(14) 
(16) 
(20) 

16 lb 14 

i) 1.3 years' experterrce 

ii) 4-8 yeats' experience 
iii) 9.1S year's (& above) experience 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 34 41 30 

NO'FE: i). The product I item will be technically rejected if founud of poor qttality out tlte basis of past cxpericttce. 
ii). If a 1,roduct is technically rejected by tire TAC, ii will utot be coutsideted for opening of Futattcial Bid even qualtited as per yard sttck of tricrit point systertt. 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

    

28. Plain Register 
300 Leaves,80g, 

legal jage size,flying paper 

   

    

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experienre / Quality Evaluation (Produeti 

1 very good & product complies to required 

speci fications/requirennents 

ii) good past experience & product complies to required specifications! 

requi remeist 

iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

(30) 

specifications/requirement 

iv) No past expenence but product complies to required 

sped ticalions/requirements 

v) Poor quality of the product / product does not complies to required 

specification (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
i) 1-3 years' experience 

ii) 4-8 years' experience 

ii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) lb 16 14 

(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points 30 34 4! 30 

NOTE  i). TIme 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 tIme TAC, ml will no be considered for opening of Fmnancial Bid even qualified as per yard stick ohmmerit point system. 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

29. 02 Ring Binder Black File 
14x 17" 02 leave hard fiber 

With 02 hole grip made with stainless steel 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA I'OINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zaltid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience / Quality Evaluation fProduct( 
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i) very good & product corttplies to required 
speciui cat ion s/rcquirettt cuts 

ii) good past expenence & product complies to reqtured specifications! 
req Lure t it C it 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 

(30) 

speei flcatiotts/reqttiremenl 
iv) No past expenence but product complies to required 
specifi cat ons/rcqtt irent cots 
v) l'oor quality of the product / product does utot complies to required 

(25) 

specification (Teeltnically rejected) (IS) 

(16) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the niarket 20 

i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 sears' experience (14) 

iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) 
(20) 

Total points = 50 Qualifying points = 30 

NO'l'E i). The produtcl / item wtll be technically rejected if found of poor quality out tlte basis of past experiettee. 
ii( If a product is uecltnically rejected by tite TAC, it will not be considered for opeututtg of Fittancual Bid even qutnlificd as per yard stick of merit point system. 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT 
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

•1 
I 

STAGE: 02 

30. Common Pin Satinless steel 500x0. 5mmx 10mm/pack 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

M/S: M.S Enterprises M/.S: Mcd Source M/S: Zaltid Kitan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past exl,ericnce / Quality Evaluation (Product 30 

(30) 

(25) 

(18) 

(16) 

(00) 

18 25 t 6 

i) very good & product eoittplics to required 
speci iieations/requireniciits 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required speciFications! 
require ittelit 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
spcciltcatiotts!reqsneittcitt 
iv) No past experience bid ptoduct coittpiies to required 
specific at ions/req uire nietit 
v) Poor quality of time product / product does not complies to required 
spccil1catiomt (Tcchmiiealty rejected) 

2 Esperience of the product in the market 20 

(14) 
(16) 
(20) 

to to 4 

i) 1-3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years ext,eriemtce 
iii) 9-I 5 year's (& above) experience 

Total points = 50 QuaIiirmg points = 30 34 41 30 

NOTE i) ttte product / itetri will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience 
ii) tfa product is tecltnicatty rejected by itie TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Fitirnicial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of itteril point syutettt. 
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BID EVALUATION REPORT  
TENDERS 2022-2023 

Technical Evaluation of products 
STATIONARY ITEMS 

STAGE: 02 

   

3L Laces Thread for File 4"-6" thread,dual sided,rnetal press 20 thread /pack 

   

   

SR. NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 

MIS: M.S Enterprises MIS: Med Source MIS: Zahid Khan & Co. 

REMARKS 

Product's past experience lOcality Evaluation (I'roduct) 30 

(30) 

i) very good & product complies to required 
stecif i cation s/req ulrein cots 
ii) good past experience & product complies to required specilications/ 
require nsent 
iii) satisfactory & product complies to required 
speciiicatrons/rcqoircment 
iv) No past experience but product complies to required 
speci fications!requmremenis 
v) l'oor quality of the product I product does not complies to required 
spec rcaiion (Technically rejected) 

(25) 

(18) 

18 25 16 

(t 6) 

(00) 

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 

(II) 
i) t -3 years' experience 
ii) 4-8 years' extierience 
ii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (16) t6 lb 14 

(20) 

Total points 50 Qualifying points 30 34 4! . 30 

NOTE: i). llse product / item will be lcctsrmmcally rejected if found of poor quality on lime basis of past experience. 
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by time TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Finammcial Bid evemm qualified as per yard stick of umerit point system. 
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