STAGE: 01

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of firms/ companies
M & R ITEMS (General)

. M/S: Zahid M/S: Irshad-ul- M/S: M.S M/S: 1 Cache REMARKS
:i{} EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Khan & Co. Haq Enterprises | Enterprises & | Fsd
o Fsd Fsd Co. Fsd
L. Financial Position / Status is5
i. Income Tax registration certificate 03) 03 03 03 03
ii. Sales tax registration certificate (03) 3 03 03 03
iii. Professional Tax Certificate (03) 03 03 00 03
iv. Bank Statement worth (min 03 million) L03) 00 {"‘3 “E !_"9
v. Tax Return for last Year (03) ha - 0 e
2. Firm's Expericoce In The Relevant Field i3
i 1-3 vear’s experience {09)
ii. 4-8 vear’s experience (12) 09 09 09 09
iti. 9-13 vears & above experience (13)
3. Overall past performance of the firm/company 15
a) very good (13
by good (12)
¢) satisfactory (1) 12 12 10 15
d) No past experience with this mstitution but the {09
firm has experience with other Govi, msiitutions.
¢) unsatisfactory fpoor (o)
g Technical Stalf 05
i. 01 or more emplovees 7 owners holding hachelor (03) i -
degree or aboy c.n ’ : oo 00 03 03
Qualifving points 60% of total | T()[:l_l !_":;ims 30 36 33 4l

Mrs. Shama Nadeem
Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

5

J

\

Mr. Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

L&

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman

)



STAGE: 62

BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 1 of 177

ol
I P U s S S ST wliics — — —
N s i 1. | Head Anda Every Color ‘ Best Quality
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-tag M/S: MLS
'NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | "REMARKS
) { i Best Quality Local Pakistan Fsd !
Ji: Product’s past experience / Quality : 30 !
Evaluation (Product) ;
i) very good & product complies to !
| | required specifications/requirements (30}
E | ii) good past expericnce & product i | |
' complies to required specifications/ (23) | | !
requirement : '
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to | 18 - 18 l 6 3
required specifications/requirement (18) ! , :
iv) No past experience but product - ! :
compiies Lo required (16) I ! i |
specifications/requirements . i | -
| V1 Poor quality of the product / product B0 ' J
| does not comply to required specification | ? i
| (rechnically rejected) &
2 i Experience of the product in the market — m“h;i B __“.—in_ e _._ - -
| 1) 1-3 yvears™ experience (14) ! i : _5
' i i) 4-8 years™ experience (163 . e - i = '
:_______ 111} 9-13 year’s (& above) experience ' (24) I <‘ ' | I
‘ Total poiuts = 50 , Qtfnhf_vmg I 32 i 32 " 30 |
| | points = 30 | , : J'

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

i). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualilied as per vard stick of merit point system.

\%

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

\)
MaAbid ali Shabir

Dieputy Nursing Superintendent Staristical Officer

Chiidren Hospital Faisaialad

{Member)

Children Hospital Faisalabad hildren Hospital Fai:

s
4
(Member) {(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23

| Technical Evaluation of products
{ M & R Items (GENERAL)
1 STAGE: 02 Page 2 of 177
. S | Ari Blade | Best Quality gl
*SR. | . [ M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS j .
oy EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
S - Imported Poland Fsd
. 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
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specitications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product f
complies to required (1e)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product ul (00)
does not comply to required specification |
| (Technically rejected) . s - - - -
2. Experience of the produet in the market 20 | :
1) |-3 _\-cz-lrs'lcxperu.:ncc (14) | 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
. i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience o (20 N i
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 | 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: ). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yvard stick of merit point svstem.

[ >

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid afi Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neuarology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) {(Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
1 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical valuation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

i b STAGE: 02 Page 3 of 177
" , 3. ‘ Ari Frame Poland ' Best Quality
SR. . | MY/S: Zahid Khan & AMU/S: Trshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd IEnterpriscs & Co. REMARKS
¥ Imported Poland Fsd )
E: Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product |
| ; o P 35)
- complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to "' X I8 18 16
required specifications/requirement ': {15
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) i o 1 1 |
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 [
| 1) -3 vears™ experience : (14) 1 1 14 |
| ii) 4-8 vears” experience ' (16) 3 ,
- j___i_ii] 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience 0 | i 4
‘ Total points = 50 Qtfahf_\'mg 32 32 :. 30
points = 30 |
PP S v e | 1 i e e S

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 systen.

\#

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MT. Abid ali $habir 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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

“ STAGE: 02 Page 4 of 177
%
® - ‘ 4. | Beb Cock paragon | Best Quality ,
[ bli T M/S: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS o
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
| NO. Local Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement

iii) satisfactory & product complies to (18) 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement
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) - e -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
_ |} 1-3 vears experience (14) 14 14 14 .
| i) 4-§ vears” experience (16)
) | 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | )
P |
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30

points = 30
NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). Ifa 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 svstem.

W\ W W'
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ak Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Depury 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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02

Page Sof 177

- 5. | Bolt cut basin SS | Best Quality w -
SR. I M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality IEnlglr[I:nI\sul Fsd ?n;crprises & Co. REMARKS
i .ocal Pakistan s

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) 1'
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) I8 18 6
required specifications/requirement (18) |
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required t16) [
specifications/requirements ) '
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) .
does not comply to required specification 1
(Technically rejected) o "
Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears” experience (14) 14 1 14
i) 4-8 vears’” experience (16)
i1i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) " -

_l Total points = 50 Dualifying 32 32 30

; points = 30

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

V%

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MT. Abid ali Shabir

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oflicer

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member) (Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

STAGE: 02

M & R Items (GENERAL)

T

Page 6 of 177

B | . | Bend 4” PVC | Best Quality
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises F'sd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd |
I Produet’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
it} satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (8} 1
iv) No past experience but product |
complies to required (16}
specifications/requirements '
- v) Poor quality of the product / product (003 '
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) ) - - B I
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 1_
i) 1-3 vears”™ experience (14) 1 14 14
i) 4-§ vears™ experience (16) ;
) | 1ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience i (20 B : -
Total points = 50 Qualiyieg | 32 3 30 |
points = 30 ! | |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). I 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.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

“ L
Mr. Abid aliShabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- STAGE: 02 Page 7 of 177
y
e _ B | Barrel Nipple 2 china G 1 | Best Quality i
SR. | . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS _ _
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
SRR Imported China Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
‘ requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 | 18 16
required specifications/requirement (e}
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 .
5 (Technically rejected) ) ' B : -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
|} [-3 years ‘experlf:nce (!—'.H 14 11 | 14
ii) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) !
| 110) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ! - o
Total points = 50 Lnaliiing 32 32 30
points = 30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). If'a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point svstem.

g N> W

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MrTAbid 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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

e

e C.p Nipple 67, Brass

Page 8 of 177

.

SR '''' M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S _‘
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterpris‘es Fsd !Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
* Local Pakistan Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product B
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement |
i) satisfactory & product complics to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product {od) , ;
does not comply to required specification J
_ (Technically rejected) - -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 :
:) I-3 vears Aexperu‘cnce (14) 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) |
i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) . ) - '
Total points = 50 [())(:::i:f\zl gﬁ 32 32 30 |

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

w
M. Abid ali’\Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital FFaisalabad
(Member)

v

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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 9 of 177
L3 . .
" 9. | Casting neck Long | Best Quality
SR. . | MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterpris‘es Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
| Local Pakistan Fsd .
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product ,
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement 1
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 "
required specifications/requirement (A8
iv) No past experience but product :
complies to required (16
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product fom )
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) _ B B g -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
1] I.-J vears -cxperlf-:nce (14) TR 14 [ 1
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) [
i ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) N - B -
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30 .'

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

A

W

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr7Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer © Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) {Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
: TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 e Page 10 of 177
L3
. h 10. | Connection pipe brass bolt 18” | Best Quality
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
2 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. au Y ot local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product N
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16) ':
specifications/requirements = !
v) Poor quality of the product / product (o) |
does not comply to required specification ‘
(Technically rejected) 4 i o
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 vears lexpenfence (14) L1 14 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) o - _ |
Total points = 50 LA 32 i 32 30 |
points = 30 -!

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

G Vo

Abid ali SWabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Mrs. Shama Nadeem M
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
IR TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 11 of 177
- ‘ 11 | Connection Pipe 24°, brass bolt ‘ Best Quality . i
| SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS L
: EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. - Local Pakistan Fsd
1% Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
__ required specifications/requirements (30)
5 i) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement :
iit) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 18 ] 16
required specifications/requirement s
iv) No past experience but product )
! complies to required (16)
| specifications/requirements -
v) Poor qua.lil)- of the product / product () [
does not comply to required specification '
(Technically rejected) L -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
:_ |) I-.);\-'cars _cxperi'ence | (14) 14 14 11
; 1) 4-8 yvears’” experience (16)
L) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) - ¥
| Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 | 32 | 30
, points = 30 i E
i SERTIPIESE.|  Se o | TR, e

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i) Ifa 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.

N\

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MrAbid 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 12 of 177
5. | 12 | Elbow PPR 32x % | Best Quality i W
SR. NMY/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS ) ]
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprist Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
y Local Pakistan Fsd B
1. Product’s past experience / Qualitv - 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1) good past experience & product ._
complies to required specifications/ (25) I
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product ;
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements b |
v) Poor quality of the product / product (@ay
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) \ )
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 _
| |) 1-,);\_-&1:'5 experience (I%) 14 14 1
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience _ (20) )
Total points = 30 Qlfam‘““g 32 32 30
points = 30 i [

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

Mt Abid ali Shabir

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 13 of 177

. _ 13, | Flush Tanki (Dawn/Asia) ‘ Best Quality
Ir Sli. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq | MUS: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
A Local Pakistan Fsd ) _
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 ‘
required specifications/requirement (18
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements _ |
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification

| (Technically rejected) . ) | ) o

2. Experience of the product in the market 20

l) 1-3 vears experience (14) 14 1 i

| 1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)

5 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) ) - ]

Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 3 30
points = 30

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Me-ADid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk .
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oflicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Member) {(Chairman)




STAGE: 12

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 14 of 177

. s I 14. } Iron Hook ‘ Best Quality ,
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
/1 Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)

| ii) good past experience & product

E complies to required specifications/ (25)

|r requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (ko)

! specifications/requirements
v} Poor quality of the product / product (99
does not comply to required specification i
| (Technically rejected) - 1
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 _ . T F T
i) 1-3 years™ experience (14) 14 [ 11 4
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) ,
| 1i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 5 30

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

Mrs, Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

points = 30

N s

M. Abid ali SRabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairmun)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

= STAGE: 02 Page 15 of 177
- 15: Jali P-trap SS made ‘ Best Quality L
[ SR T _ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S
) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Local Pakistan Fsd
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) i
requirement '
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 I8 16
required specifications/requirement (48
iv) No past experience but product )
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
I does not comply to required specification [
o | (Technically rejected) ne o
2 Experience of the product in the market - 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (1) 14 14 14 .
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) ;
- i) 9-13 }'cal“s__{ﬁc above) experience _ (20) ) __ |
| o |
| Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 32 | 30 |
| points =30 ! |

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

1

) \\ ¥
Mrs. Shama Nadeem r. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital FFaisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member) : (Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 16 of 177

‘ 16. ‘ Magic Depoxy ‘ Best Quality —‘
! i | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S ]
' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS { Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Interprises & Co. ‘ REMARKS
2 _ _ Imported China Fsd
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 ‘
i) satisfactory & product complies to ' (18) %’ 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement
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 " |
{"I’echnica]E'\'__r_;e;iecl'ed_) _ ) B - | ) : )
2, Experience of the product in the marl.(.ét 20 - |

r} l.~3 years’ experience (1) 11 14 11
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) .

| 1) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) _ - ) B

Total points = 50 s . 32 32 F 30

points = 30

v ] ST

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

" N W

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MrTAbid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer . Senior Registrar Peads Neuroloey Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad ' Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



; BID EVALUATION REPORT
) TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- STAGE: 02 Page 17 of 177
- 17 | Plaster of Paris | Best Quality | -
SR. ' | M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd - Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
| required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
it} satisfactory & product complies to 18 ’ 18 16
required specifications/requirement Chsy
iv) No past experience but product )
complies to required (16) __
specifications/requirements _ 5
v) Poor quality of the product / product () ;f
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) I .
2, | Experience of the product in the market 20 “
|} 1-3 }-'eaI‘S"CX]}t‘I'IT:.‘IH.‘(.‘ (14) 14 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) -'
.' | 1ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) ) B
| aigh
.! Total points = 30 ' Qlfal"‘“ng i 32 32 30
points = 30 L

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). It 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.

e |
Mrs. Shama Nadeem M m&’lmhir 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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

- STAGE: 02

A 18.

Page 18 of 177

‘ Pipe 32mm _wcight 1000g PN # 20 PPR ]-Bcst Quality

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & | MJS: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S B
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Flllerl)l‘iSF‘S Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
) ¥ Local Pakistan Fsd s
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1} good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) | |
| requirement :i "
| iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 '
required specifications/requirement (18) .
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (18)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (e '
| does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _ - 5
2, Experience of the product in the market 20 R i
|} 1-3 vears s v (14 11 14 14 |
i) 4-8 years” experience (16) |
| 1i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) : -
Total points = 50 | Mesilying: | 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for openine of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point svstem.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

y L

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
¢ TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

S STAGE: 02 Page 19 of 177
19. | Pipe 25mm 1000¢ PPR PN 20 | Best Quality
SR i M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
: EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. | Local Pakistan Fsd B
1. | Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)

i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement i .'
iii) satisfactory & product complies to s | 18 ' 18 16 | '
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16}
specilications/requirements _
(00)

v} Poor quality of the product / product :
does not comply to required specification } ;

(Technically rejected) - . -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears® experience ' {(14) _
- 3 ; . : 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) '
E | i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience - (20) i i y )
e g Qualifying | o
Total points = 50 soints =30 | 3z 32 30 | |
| | i

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

V2

1\

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MT. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Abhmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Member) {Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Techmical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 20 of 177

. 20, Pipe 4" PVC | Best Quality ]
SR. ' | M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq MUS: MLS |
I;I(). EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Il-::‘ltt;"[l))nk\esl Fsd 5:;&“]11505 & Co. REMARKS
Awal Pakistan 5
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
| required specifications/requirements (30)
| 11} good past experience & product !
complies to required specifications/ (25) i .i
requirement . '
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) ' 18 18 16 '
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product )
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _
- v) Poor quality of the product / product (ol |
| does not com ply 1o required specification
(Technically rejected) _ ) | _ '
Experience of the product in the market 20 ] - o
i) 1-3 years™ experience (14) 11 1 1
i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
| 1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience e B L AP
Total points = 50 Qualityms 32 32 30 |
points = 30 i

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). Ifa 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.

1\ >
Mrs. Shama Nadeem MTAbid ali Shabir
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oflicer
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) {(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 21 of 177
s _. § | 21. ‘ Pipe PT‘"C < —[ Best Quality
SR. i M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality L'ntel'pris,:s Fsd E:nl'cl‘priscs & Co. REMARKS
: l.ocal Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
-! required specifications/requirements (30) ‘
ii) cood past experience & product i
|- complies to required specifications/ (25)
| requirement i
| i) satisfactory & product complies to . ‘ 18 I8 16
i required specilications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16) '1 i
! specifications/requirements ) -’
: v) Poor quality of the produet / product (00) .
| does not comply to required specification | : £ &
| {Technically rejected) _ B J - ]
_'_ 2 Experience of the product in the market 20 ,
| 1} [-3 vears lc.xpc.rut’:nc.c (1-‘}] ' 14 i 14 14 .
! 1) -8 vears” experience (16) i '
! i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience . (20) . N e , B
i | '
i i Total points = 50 Qlf&lll{_\_’lllg 32 32 30 ‘ :‘
= points = 30 | |
1 W 1 m—

NOTE: 1). 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 vard stick of merit point system.

N -,
:\'rl’m;-l‘:ahir

Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

Mrs, Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

Page 22 of 177

| 2. | Pipe Medium 1 " PV | Best Quality N
SR. N . - MYS: Zahid Khan & MYS: Trshad-ul-Hagq M/S: ML.S
. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. ] Local Pakistan Fsd B

. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)

i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (23)

requirement

i} satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement <15)

iv) No past experience but product _

complies to required (16l

specifications/requirements o

v) Poor quality of the product / product ()

does not comply to required specification

(Technically rejected) _ i 2 ]
2. Eiperieucc of the product in the market 20

1) 1.-3 yvears ‘e_-\per;.ence (14 1 14 i

1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)

1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)

Total points = 50 Satlifying 32 32 30

points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i) It'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,

e)}

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mr. Abid ali'Shabir
Statistical OfTicer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

4

e

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
e TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

HEOE STAGE: 02 Page 23 of 177
-
. - 23. | Pipe 1” Medium PVC PPR | Best Quality
SR. | M/S: Znhi.{l Khan & ] M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S :
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. I'sd Bést Quality Enterprises Fsd I%-nterprises & Co. REMARKS
e 3 L.ocal Pakistan Fsd
| Product’s past experience / Qualitv 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to _
required specifications/requirements (30) !
i) good past experience & product .
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement '
i) satisfactory & product complies to I8 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16) |
specilications/requirements _ , i
v) Poor quality of the product / product A |
does not comply to required specification I
_ (Technically rejected) ] - ' B ) '
2 | Experience of the product in th.e market g_q' _
1) -3 vears Fxper@ncc (I—'_l) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
_____ i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20)
| Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected it found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). I 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.

VO Lo

Mus. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
: TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

i STAGE: 02 : Page 24 of 177
" ; 24. Spindle 14” Full length | (Hakeem)Best Quality | s L
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & NYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO E.VA LUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd I%nterprises & Co. REMARKS
. : ] Hakeem Local Pakistan Fsd AN -
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) |'
requirement
i) satistactory & product complies to | ) 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
| iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (%)
specilications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (o)
| does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) )
2. Experience of the product in the market Q _
1) i.—3 vears _c_\pen.encc (14) | 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20 3 T
Total points = 50 Sahiniie 32 | 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

e o

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Slabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Ofticer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) {Member) (Chairman)




k BID EVALUATION REPORT
; TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

r STAGE: 02 Page 25 of 177
e L 25 | Tee 27 PYC | Best Quality '
SR. | . | MYS: Zahid Khan & ) MYS: Irshad-ul-lHagq M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
- Local Pakistan Fsd e
s 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
' i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
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) - ) _ | ___________:l
7 Experience of the product in the n'iarkel 20 _ s 1
1) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 11 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) .
| | 1ii)9-15 vear's (& above) expcricncgj ] 129’} ; ] [ _ - __|
Total points = 50 Quabitying 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
if). It 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 systen.

W CMN

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali'Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oftficer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT _

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 26 of 177

[ 38,

' Tephlon Tapc(l\'iif;h(}u)

' Best Quality -

| MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag

[ M/S: MLS

NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
s Local Pakistan Fsd -
[} Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to

| required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)

! requirement

i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (60

' specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (ot
does not comply to required specification

- | (Technically rejected) ) - B
2. Experience of the produet in the market 20

|) 1-3 vears -L‘_\pt.‘i‘!f:.‘I]L‘C . (14) 14 11 14
1) 4-8 yvears™ experience (106)

| 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B !

Total points = 50 Qustlilyine 32 | 32 30

points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quali
t). 11 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mr. Ab
Statistic
Childres

id ali Shabir
al Officer
1 Hospital Faisalabad

{Member)

ty on the basis of past experience.

,

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



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 27 of 177

‘ 27, | T Cock Brass : Best Quality
SR. _ _ | MY/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hag MUS: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality ::r:tL:[I)}T:e: 1I-;stl ?::‘erpriscs & Co. REMARKS
Awcal Pakistan 'S
““Product"s past experience / Quality Fé‘p_O
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1i) good past experience & product )
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 L6
required specifications/requirement (18) 1 |
iv) No past experience but product ] ‘
complies to required (16) !
specifications/requirements I I
v) Poor quality of the product / product {00 !
does not comply to required specification !
o { Technically rejected) . -
2 Experience of the product in the market ' @ ] |
1) 1-3 vears” experience . (14) ' v 1 'l 14
| 1i) 4-8 years’ experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience - (20) | ]
| Total points = 30 Qualifying 32 32 | 30
‘ points = 30

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

4 (N
[\"T‘.’:\T)Mhahil'
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

=/

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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 28 of 177
. [ Union 2” GI [ Best Quality
M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Imported China Fsd iins
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 ' 1
iii) satisfactory & product complies to o 18 18 16 '
required specifications/requirement (18]
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (ho)
specifications/requirements _
| v) Poor quality of the product / product (99)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) N ]
2 Exper‘iencc of the product in the market 20
1) I-3 vears _cxpei‘lf;‘nce (H} 14 ¥ 11
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20 ) - | R
Total points = 50 Yl 32 ; 32 30
’ points = 30 ;

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

Ls

Murs. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
; TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

L STAGE: 02 Page 29 of 177
- [ 29 | Union % * GI | Best Quality L )
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & i M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
| NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality I[C:]tlizll‘:}r}isg;.F;S(I En;crprises & Co. REMARKS
mported Lnma S(
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30 .
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements i
v) Poor quality of the product / product L90)
does not comply to required specification
L (Technically rejected) B B ) B
Z Experience of the product in the market 20 _
| ]) ].-_» vears ‘experl‘cnce (1) 14 I 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
) i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) )
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 3 30
| poin ts = 30 | |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i) Ifa 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.

VW L0

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali $habir Dr. Abhmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital FFaisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Meniber) {Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 30 of 177
i 30. 1l\i!ascin waste pipe with Complein Best Quality
o | ephlo S
M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd -
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product) ‘
i) very good & product complies to [
| required specifications/requirements (30) ’.
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to X
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv} No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements ,
v) Poor quality of the product / product (o9 "
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) B
Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience _ (14)
i) 4-8 vears™ experience 1 (16)
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience I (20) | | ]
Total points = 50 | Ql.lalli}'mg ' |
! points = 30 | . ;
e | |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii), I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualitied as per yvard stick of merit point system.

-

. Nl W
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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R [tems (GENERAL)

Page 31 of 177

o R Oil Paint All color | 04 Itr gallon |
it | j(\.ql."S;Qz-;lhi(l Khan & ?1;":;: Irs.lmd;;l!il-{:lq Rr-lff: i\'I.‘S i
SR. : . o ; “o. Fsc interprises Fsc Cnterprises & Co. .
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 04 Ltr (Gallon) I IappiLic Imported Fsd : REMARKS
China - »
i Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specitications/requirements (30) ' _
i) zood past experience & product |
complies Lo required specifications/ (23) '
| requirement _
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (5 |
| specifications/requirements |
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) ' ‘. |
does not comply to required specification - i:
| (Technically rejected) _ i
2. | Experience of the product in the market | 20 ;
| |) I'—_w years Acxpcn_cnce (1) 14 i v
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
| i) 9-15 year’s (& above) expericence (20) o
! Total points = 50 Qlllilht}_'lllg 32 32 f 30
: points = 30 i

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). If'a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point svstem.

\
Mrs. Shama Nadeem M \ bid ali Shabir
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member) {Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

RS STAGE: 02 Page 32 of 177
1= | Distemper 1 gallon 16 litre | 16 Itr./Gallon R -
’7 M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S !
32 EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS |0 ﬁ:;ij};Z'j?:j;]T" iy B REMARKS
Pakistan
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
‘ 1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product i [
| complies to required specifications/ (23) :-
requirement ,
iii) satisfactory & product complies o 18 18 16 !'
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 specilication
_____ (Technically rejected) )
; 2. Experience of the product in the market 20 r
|) I.—g yvears ‘e,\peru:’:ncc (1) 11 14 L4
| 11) 4-8 vears” experience (16) _
: iii) 9-13 yea I's (& above) experience (20) | _ - B o i - :
| Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 30
| points =30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). I product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

‘ STAGE: 02

Ko | 33

Page 33 of 177

Samad bond

| Best Quality .

%R. H b I - M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq [ M/S: M.S -
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality linterpri.'if.‘s Fsd l':nterpr:ses & Co. REMARKS

b, _ Local Pakistan Fsd

Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)

i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

| 11) good past experience & product "

complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement ._

1) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 1§ 16

required specifications/requirement (18) '

iv) No past experience but product .

complies to required (16) |
specifications/requirements _ | !

v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) E

does not comply to required specification |

(Technically rejected) i _ ' :

2 Experience of the product in the market 20

1) 1-3 vears ‘experlfzncc (la.l) 14 14 14

1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)

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

Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 ': 30

points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

¥
Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

¥r. Abid ali-Shahir

Statistical Officer
Children Hospital FFaisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

J STAGE: 02 Page 34 of 177
- - : 34. W Gillu ‘ Best Quality —‘ B
SR. MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd I‘Em‘crprises & Co. REMARKS
E Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
| required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement j
ii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 | 16 :
required specifications/requirement (18} "
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required {16)
specifications/requirements o | |
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) |
does not comply to required specification I |
| (Technically rejected) | ) o |
8 Experience of the ])rm-l-uct in the market | 20 - _
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 14 14 |
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) ;
- i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) |
|
Total points = 50 | Quabiying 32 32 30 - |
‘ points = 30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience,
i). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem —Abid al 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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

3 STAGE: 012 Page 35 of 177
-
R 3 ’7 35. | Wheel large for beds | 47 Best Quality | Iy =
:QR. [ | M/S: Zahid Khan & i M/S: Irshad-ul-llaq M/S: M.S .
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd . I':nlcrpris,:s Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
> 4" Best Quality Local Pakistan Fsd
ks Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product i
complies to required specilications/ (25) |
requirement 1
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 ir
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
i does not comply to required specitication i
) (Technically rejected) _ ) ) B -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 .
A .
|) |-J)_\s€ﬂl5 -c,\pm r.ence (14) . 1 14 1 !
i 1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) g
._ 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience - (20) N | I ) I
! ! .
| Z’ Total points = 50 Sunlitying 32 3 30
| | points = 30 '
NOTE: i). The |)rm|-ucl Zitem will hu‘.l'_t).CI'HHbCﬂH)' rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past cj\[-)_c_l:-i@nce,
ii). Ita product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.
L N 4
Murs. Shama Nadeem MM Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) 2 {Member) {Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
i % TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- v " STAGE: 02 ' Page 36 of 177
. N ) ’7 36. | Wheel small for trolleys/ Corts | 2" Best Quality R
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: MLS :
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. ) 2" Best Quality L.ocal Pakistan Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (4]
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16}
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product ()
l does not comply to required specification ! |
| | (Technically rejected) ) o f B B
2 | Experience of the product in the market 20 !
1) I-3 vears ‘cxpmf;‘nce (l%] 14 14 14 1
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) I
i) _f)—_i w vear's (& above) cx,pc_rience _ (20 _ . . . _ | |
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
[ points = 30 | |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
1), 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.

Q M A& . - Dr. Ahmad lirinﬁw'lc

Myrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Mcmber) (Member) (Chairman)




BiD EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 37 of 177
- l 37. ‘ Wheel for stretcher trolleys ‘ 37 Best Quality _! -
| M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S ':
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
3" Best Quality Local Pakistan Fsd B _—
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 16
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-3 vears ‘expem‘cncc | (14) 1 14 14 |
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) ;
i) 9-15 year's (& above) experience o (20) 1w - - _A
Total points = 50 Qlleln_\'mg 32 32 30 I‘
points = 30
L e e e ]

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

™
Mrs. Shama Nadeem M. Abid ali Bhabir 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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 38 of 177

38.

| Silicon

‘ Best Quality

" SR, M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S
I EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
| NO. LS Local Pakistan Fsd
J I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
; Evaluation (Product)
2 1) very good & product complies to
required specilications/requirements (30)
- 1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) .
requirement i
j iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
.1 required specifications/requirement (18)
? iv) No past experience but product
iz complies to required (¥
specilications/requirements )
| v) Poor quality of the product / product (00 [
_; does not comply to required specification 5
(Technically rejected) i
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 - -
| |) I.—_a vears ‘experl‘ence (14) 11 14 14

1) -8 yvears” experience (16)

i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) = .

Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). Il 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.

-

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

|

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurclogy Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

S STAGE: 02 Page 39 of 177
» ‘ 30, ' Silicon gun imported ‘ Best Quality : -
SR. ' M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: ML.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd ]
Is Produet’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 i
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to X 5 18 18 16
'z required specifications/requirement (18]
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product’ (08
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) |
2, Experience of the product in the market 20 1
| 1) I-3‘_\-eal:;__.ex}.'_)cnf:.nc.e (1d) 14 14 14 .
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16) '
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) B
Total points = 50 Wi 32 32 30
| points =30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). I 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.

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 Iospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
['echnical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 40 of 177
; _ | 40. | Slim Shower master | Best Quality - __
SR. ] o . I M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S !
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Irnt-.:::r:l:u: Fsd :En(:crpriscs & Ca. REMARKS
_ocal Pakistan s
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30 B o
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
11) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product o
complies to required (1e)
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 vears™ experience (14) 11 1 i
i) 4-8 vears” experience . (16) '
ii) 9-1 3 year’s (& above) experience 20 _ ) i b _ B o
e |
Total points = 50 Quailipns 32 _' 32 30
points = 30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). Ifa 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.

e ho

Murs. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 41 of 177
. 41. ' Side Piller cock single,Aqua ' Best Quality |
SR. } . . ‘ I\:I;'S:“Z::hi(l Khan .& MUS: lrs’!lztd-fll-l'l:{q ila"s: M'.S o i
iy EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enlcrpr.':slcs Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: - | Local Pakistan Fsd -
L. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 11) good past experience & product |
| complies to required specifications/ (25) }
? requirement |
i) satisfactory & product complies to i 18 | 18 16 .
required specifications/requirement (18) ' i
iv) No past experience but product |
complies to required (16) !
specitfications/requirements _ *
[ v) Poor quality of the product / product o
_ does not comply to required specification |
| (Technically rejected) | ]
: 2. Experience of the product in the market _2}) : i
1) [-3 vears™ experience (1) i 14 ”
L ii) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
| i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ; ; A
| | L
| Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 | 32 30
‘ points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor gquality on the basis of past experience.
i). I 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 svstem.

v Ll

Mirs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurclogy Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital IFaisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) {(Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
: TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ftems (GENERAL)

CI STAGE: 02 Page 42 of 177
. 42. | Beb cock Double,Brass ‘ Best Quality B
SR. | MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product ) ,
complies to required specifications/ 25) i
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement ey
iv) No past experience but product _
complies 1o required (16)
specilications/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 )
|] [-3 vears .::xper@nce (1) i1 1 14 1
| 1) 4-8 years” experience (16) _ i
| i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ' _i___ _
|
| Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30 |
points = 30

[\

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

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

o«

147

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
. TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R [tems (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 _ Page 43 of 177
) _‘ 43. ‘ Hockey pipé i | Best Quality -
SR M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS f
i EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. [ REMARKS
NO. ) Local Pakistan Fsd N
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/
requirement

iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16

(25)

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 i

(Technically rejected) . | : :
2. Experience of the product in'the marlket 20

|) 1-3 vears lcxpcrlf:nce (1) 14 14 14

ii) 4-8 vears® experience (16)

i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B

Total points = 50 Qualiiying 32 32 30

points = 30

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

o

e (5

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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 44 of 177

| 44

‘_C_P Nipplc 2" Brass

‘ Best Quality

i SR._ . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haqg M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd I%nterprises & Co. REMARKS
% Local Pakistan Fsd B

I, 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
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
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) I ' ’ | -

2. Experience of the product in the market 20
;} 1-3 vears ‘cx.pcru‘:ncc (Ifl) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)

o iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) - : o
Total points = 50 Qi iy 32 32 30

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

points = 30

i), [Ta 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

\

Ca\

Tr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
s TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

v \ STAGE: 02 Page 45 of 177
o | 45, | CP Nipple 5”Brass | Best Quality | i
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq " M/S: MLS [ _ _
| NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality I[inte;q]})ri:_es; Fsd En:erprises & Co. | REMARKS
SOl Fakisian 84
1. Product’s past experience / Quality il _
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product = |
complies to required specifications/ (25) | !
requirement _
ii1) satistfactory & product complies to : 18 18 16
required specitications/requirement (4] "
iv) No past experience but product : |
complies to required (16) i
specilications/requirements [ ; | !
v} Poor quality of the product / product (00) H
does not comply to required specification |
(Technically rejected) i )
s Experience of the product in the market 20 i
1) 1-3 _\r'eal‘s'lexperlfmce (14} 14 14 14
ii) 4-§ vears” experience (16)
i) 9-13 }'cz'_i_lj's_(_fﬂ_’;__aho_\-c) experience (20)
| |
| | Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 30
| ‘ points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). I 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.

Mrs. Slmﬁlz‘l Nadeem M7 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)



STAGE: 02

[ 4.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

[ Gate wall PPR 40 mm_

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

| Best Quality

Page 46 of 177

S'R_' M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S e ]
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterpris.cs Fsd I;nterprises & Co. REMARKS
* o Local Pakistan Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Qualitv 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1i) good past experience & product
i complies to required specifications/ (25)
| requirement
i iii) satisfactory & product complies to X I8 18 16
| required specifications/requirement (18) |
iv) No past experience but product E
| complies to required (16) [
specilications/requirements I
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) T R - - - -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 i
| 1) 1-3 years experience (14) 14 11 L
, | 1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) . - . i
i Total points = 50 Qlf}]l_ItiI['g 32 32 30
| points = 30

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 Tor opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yvard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital FFaisalabad
(Member)

ali §habir

Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman})



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 47 of 177

R ' - _‘ 47. ‘ IFO Comode saffen 02 pes ‘ Best Quality i
SR. ) ] | MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS ]
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality En[urpris;}-s Fsd E:,nterprises & Co. REMARKS

l.ocal Pakistan Fsd

1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product

i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement

i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 ;

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 E .

e _| (Technically rejected) ; = _ e = ,i ________ =

2, Experience of the product in the market 20 -

|} 1-3 vears ‘cxpem.:ncc (14) 14 14 1

ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)

__________ i) ‘)-IS vear's (& above) experience (20)

| |
Total points = 50 Qualifying l 32 32 30 ]

points = 30

|

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

\

‘/\k\

Myr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

o

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



i BID EVALUATION REPORT
I _ TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

b, R STAGE: 02 Page 48 of 177
o i 48. ] Beb cock Aqua \ Best Quality
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd I%ntcrprisos & Co. REMARKS
» | Local Pakistan Fsd N
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (1) :
specilications/requirements 5
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00} !
does not comply to required specification | '
‘ ' (Technically rejected) ) | T .
2, Experience of the product in the market | 20 [ ‘
‘ 1) 1-3 vears’ experience (1) 14 14 I '
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) |
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - : e i | I'
Total points = 50 Qtfalli}'lng 32 32 ! 30 |
points = 30 [ !

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of FFinancial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

g el L

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali'Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Sentor Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {(Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 49 of 177

49. | Thread Cotton Plumber Pack of 10, Best Quality ) By =
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Entcrprislos Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Pak of 10 BQ _Local Pakistan Fsd e

. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) [
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) |
requirement 1
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 I8 16 [
required specifications/requirement L
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (k0
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (0%
does not comply to required specification

) (Technically rejected) - ] - | )
2 Experience of the product in the market @ B
.-' 1) [-3 vears -expem":nce (14 11 0 ’ 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
1i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) N o
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 | 32 30
points = 30 ’

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

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

\

MT. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical OfTicer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL) :
5k STAGE: 02 Page 50 of 177

! - [ 50. [ [FO seat Comode cover ‘ Best Quality | o
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. L.ocal Pakistan Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
_ Evaluation (Product)
i i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
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) _ o - L
T Experience of the product in the market | gg “
|) [-3 vears ‘e_.\pcrn.—:nce (14) 14 'I 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
| 111) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) i -
Total points = 50 | Qualifying 32 32 30
| points =30
os s I | o M Bl S SR

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

y v
Mprs. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products

M & R ltems (GENERAL)

* STAGE: 02 Page 51 of 177
. i 51, Basin Complien with Nut ss ' Best Quality
SR | MUS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
{0' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
S B Local Pakistan Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
_ 1) very good & product complies to
;‘ required speciflications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product |
complies to required specifications/ 25) |
requirement : :
i1} satisfactory & product complies to _ I8 ' 18 6 Ir
required specifications/requirement (18) '
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required r (16)
specifications/requirements j L
v) Poor quality of the product / product i (00) I
does not comply to required specification ;
| (Technically rejected) = . o -
2, | Experience of the product in the market 20
| i) I-3 vears™ experience 14 i . |
| ) Lo yeans: experises Wk 14 14 | 14 |
| ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16) i ;
| 1) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) i |
i 5 . Jualifving . . | E
Fotal points = 50 Q e 32 32 ' 30 ‘ |
points = 30 l J

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

L.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

[

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 52 of 177

) ‘ 52, ‘ Connection Washle | Pack of 100 nos. Best Quality s
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd. Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Pack of 100 Nos Local Pakistan Fsd o
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) __
i) good past experience & product ) i
complies to required specifications/ (25) ;
requirement t
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (90
does not comply to required specification
) (Fechnically rejected) ) B i
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 _ _
1) 1-3 years .‘experlf’:nce (14) " 14 11
1) 4-8 years™ experience (16)
L) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 | “Sualitying 32 32 30

points = 30

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

\

e

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

NOTE?: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ih). 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.

L

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R [tems (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 533 of 177
| 53, | Verma Set 6 mm | Best Quality |
| M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS !
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Imported China Fsd . o
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product .
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to o 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (13)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required ke ,"
| specifications/requirements i
v) Poor quality of the product / product (90)
does not comply to required specification !
_ (Technically rejected) i o ) ]
Z. Experience of the product in the market | 20
. J) I-3 vears experience (IL}} L4 14 14 :
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16) .
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) . ) |[ R S | ]
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 3(

NOTE: 1). 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 considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

v W \

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir i 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)



P |54

STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

‘ Verma Set 14 mm

| Best Quality

Page 54 of 177

M/S: Zahid Khan &

M/S: MLS

‘ Q’R " | MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq .
' NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterpris?‘s 'Fsd }fnlcrprises & Co. REMARKS
i 3 Imported China Fsd I
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ ; (25)
requirement |
i) satisfactory & product complies to . I8 : 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
| complies to required (16)
| specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product ' L !
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) & - I ]
2 Experience of the product in the market | 20 I ;
|} 1-3 vears :experlc.:‘ncc (14) 14 | L 'Q 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) | |
| iii) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience _ (20) - ' - l|
Total points = 50 | Qualifying | 32 | 32 | 30 |
points = 30 |
| .

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

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

N

MT. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
' i w TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
i - STAGE: 02 Page 55 of 177

1 _ L 35, Screw Starex Tools ‘ Best Quality
SR. | MYS: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS '
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Imported China Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product) ;
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (0 |
does not comply to required specification I i
(Technically rejected) - |
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
1] I.—; years experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) !
(| §ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B -
Total points = 50 Qualiying 32 32 30
points = 30 |’

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). It 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.

g I V&

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)



BiD EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. STAGE: 02 Page 36 of 177
s | 5. [ElbowPPR 15" | Best Quality A )
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Trshad-ul-Haq M/S: ML.S .
ﬁo EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
= ) Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
| complies to required specifications/ (25) |}
requirement ! '
i) satisfactory & product complies to o 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18) |
iv) No past experience but product - !
complies to required (16) 1
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
x 5 | . N L— — , |
|} 1-3 vears ‘c.\pcn?‘nce (14) 14 14 | [ :
| 11) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) |
L) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience :; (20) B i . i
|
Total points = 50 Qlfallf_\’lllg__'_ | 32 32 30 | |
points = 30 ‘;
NOTE: i). Ihe product / item will be techn [czlll_\”rcjccled if found of poor Lf]_l.l.{l lity on the basis of past experience.
11). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualitied as per yard stick of merit point system.
MQ/
Mrs. Shama Nadeem dr. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. STAGE: 02 Page 57 of 177
7. | Disk Grinder Diamond 77 FBcst Quality . .
SR.. M/S: Zahid Khan & MUS: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS i
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Imported China Fsd
B Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product i ,E
complies to required specifications/ (25) , l
requirement i
i) satisfactory & product complies to e '=. 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18] '
iv) No past experience but product o
complies to required \1e)
specifications/requirements _
V) Poor quality of the product / product (003 ;
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) — B ]
2. | Experience of the product in the market @
|) 1-3 years _(—:xpem'ence (14 11 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) | | o
2 kb | - | sete
wg e |
Total points = 50 Nualitytne 32 | 3 30
points = 30 |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected it found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

L5/

Mrs. Shama Nadeem MT. Abid alb 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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: (2 Page 38 of 177

‘ 58. | Disk grinder 1mili | Best Quality -
SR. | MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS |
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality anr?r;s;? ‘Fsd II":niterpl‘isus & Co. REMARKS
e oo | - mported Lning [ SL s
I. 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 1
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18) ;
iv) No past experience but product _ '
complies to required (15)
specifications/requirements
,- v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) J
[ does not comply to required specification [ ;
f_ (Technically rejected) ] :
2 Experience of the product in the market | 20 —j_“ - [
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) _ ,' .i
i) 4-8 vears’ eipericncc (16) 4 % M ]l
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | ’l
} Total points = 30 Nuahifsing 32 32 30 | |
| points =30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Tr. Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

g STAGE: 02 Page 59 of 177
: 5 e o Gty :
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & J M/S: Trshad-ul-Hagqg M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Ih:ml:ﬁ)::e: Fsd llEn(:arprises & Co. REMARKS
. SO0 HLS RN 'S
I Product’s past c,\'[;erience [ Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement |
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ? _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16) [,
specifications/requirements | l
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 | .
f} 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 ] 14 i
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ) |
Total points = 50 Muahiying 32 32 ; 30
- points = 30 l _ i

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening ol Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

L

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 IHospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

R i STAGE: 02 Page 60 of 177
) - 60. | Moss set 14 ‘ Best Quality 1
SR. NM/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S 1
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterp.rislcs Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
' Local Pakistan Fsd 2 ) ]
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 I8 16
required specifications/requirement (18]
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements [
v) Poor quality of the produet / product (00 : 1
does not comply to required specification ' "
(Technically rejected) ) i
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 B
i) 1-3 years™ experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) ‘-
i) 9-135 vear’s (ﬁt_a_l_lzg)\fe) experience (20) b 3 s [
Total points = 50 Quallying 32 | 32 30
points = 30 |
1

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). 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.

N W

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) {Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
. TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

¥ STAGE: 02 Page 61 ot 177
61. [ Moss Handle | Best Quality
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S j ) .
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality linlcrpris.cs Fsd I-Entcrpriscs & Co. REMARKS
) _\ L.ocal Pakistan Fsd
]: 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/ (23)
| requirement
| iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product . ;
: complies to required (16) :
; specifications/requirements _ 5,
| v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
! does not comply to required specilication
(Technically rejectedy | I AT
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears” experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 years’ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) l s ]
Total points = 50 Oualifying | 32 32 30
points =30 |

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

&

Mrs. Shama Nadeem * MT. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer _ Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children IHospita! Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) {(Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
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. 62. | Tee UPVC 47 | Best Quality
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality :Ente;q;)ril\s.es Fsd IIEn(:crpriscs & Co. REMARKS
A0C akastan 5
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product . !
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement L
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements )
v) Poor quality of the produet / product (003
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) - -
Experience of the product in the market 20 i - =t
i) 1-3 vears™ experience _. (14) 14 1 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience i (16) g
iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) N ? L B
Total points = 30 Ql‘:allf‘\'mg 32 a 32 30 o :
points = 30 | .’ _I

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

F

TN %ﬂ

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

\

MT. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

i

| Union PPR 32,1727

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 63 of 177

B J Best Quality

M/S: Zahid Khan &

| AM/S: MLS

SR. M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterpris,zs I'sd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: Local Pakistan Fsd
1% Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) 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 16
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

L (Technically rejected) - R R B

2 Experience of the product in the market | 20 -
1) 1-3 *\-i..‘.alS ‘cxpc.ln‘:\.nue (14) 14 14 14
i1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 {ualifyine 32 32 30

points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

N —

-

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Otlicer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad%‘;;air Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 64 of 177

- E 64. ‘ Wood Cutting Ari | Best Quality a5
SR. : M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Eltlul‘pl‘is.l:.‘; Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Local Pakistan Fsd

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 g
iii) satisfactory & product complies to o 138 i 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (15
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)

I does not comply to required specification

(Technically rejected)

2 Experience of the product in the market | 20 ‘
|) [-3 vears ‘cxpcrlf-:nce (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) i

Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30 |
points = 30 I
|

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

i). 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

N

‘Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

o

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). 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.

, b ot TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products -
\ M & R Items (GENERAL)
B RV STAGE: 02 Page 65 of 177
B 65. ' Chenni Large size ‘ Best Quality
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S "
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | REMARKS
NO. B local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ ! (25)
requirement '
ii1) satistactory & product complies to _ 18 18 [6
required specifications/requirement ¢ha)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16) |
, specifications/requirements
f v) Poor quality of the product / product (90 : i
- does not comply to required specification |
5 (Techn i_ca_l_l__}_-' rejected) t . )
2, Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 vears expetience (14) o 14 14
1) 4-8 vears’™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) " ) . o=
Total points = 50 Ql,mm‘“"g 32 32 30
points = 30
|

y N

Murs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir ' Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oflicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) {(Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. STAGE: 02 Page 66 of 177

L N - ST 66. _"mmi-'l-;luml}cr Pipe Cutter 40 mm PPR Bcsl Quality

SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality rltnrt]c‘rfar{is((:;.l’lstl E:(:crprises & Co. REMARKS
mported i 3
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement ]
11} satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
. complies to required (16)
E specifications/requirements )
I ' v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) :3 -.
- does not comply to required specification '
L i (Technically rejected) B )
2. | Experience of the product in the market 20 ﬂ! :
1) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 14 ! a !
ii) 4-8 vears® experience (16) : ‘I
f B ii1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience - (20) _jl__ _‘_ )
Total points = 50 Qlle'li_\'lllg 32 32 30 ]
points = 30 f=

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

<

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurclogy Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member) {(Member)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- Page 67 of 177

R

| Serew Driver

‘ Best Quality

SR. I : . M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS . : )
NO ' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | :_l;ll(i:‘n))l:ks[c:«.l ]l;sd :::,::iterprises & Co. REMARKS
) .ocal Pakist s

1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (&)
i1} good past experience & product B {
complies to required specifications! (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 6
required specilications/requirement {1%)
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 re_ieclgd_] _ - . o

2. Experience of the product in the market 20 !
i} 1-3 vears™ experience (1) 14 14 1 '.
ii) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | y ) B

Total points = 50 Snstitying | 32 32 30
points =30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

i), 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

§ N

2 M=
Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

P

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Chitdren Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman) '




BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 68 of 177
B 68. ' Handle wall %" | Best Quality ;
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Emerpris.es Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
] 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 16
required specifications/requirement (18
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (a0)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected)
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 a
{ 1) 1-3 vears™ experience (14)
i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) = 4 H
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ;
Total points =50 Qualilytng 32 32 30

| points = 30

|

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be te

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

chnically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). It 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.

N

b

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Chairman)




: BID EVALUATION REPORT
g0 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Gt STAGE: 02 Page 69 of 177
B e | Brass Neck Long . | Best Quality LBk s T SV -
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS _
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Fnte:‘[;rll}fcs; lI;sd :*in:erprises & Co. REMARKS
: cocal Fakisid -1¢
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
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) | L
' 2 Experience of the product in the market 20 ‘
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) _ |
1) 4-8 vears’ efpcricncc (10) | 4 " i
| 1i1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) -
Total points = 50 Qualifytng 32 32 30
points = 30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

o+
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid &li Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisatabad

{Member) (Member) (Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
- TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Ho G STAGE: 02 Page 70 of 177
E e | Ball wall 25 mm | Best Quality i
SR. 1 M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S .
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
- ) Local Pakistan Fsd
Il Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

;i b e S L e e s (25)

complies to required specifications/ <

requirement

iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18) 18 18 16
(18]

required specifications/requirement
iv) No past experience but product

complies to required (15)
specifications/requirements )
v) Poor quality of the product / product Lt ‘ _
does not comply to required specification { ; '{
_____ _ (Technically rejected) N . | i _E o :
35 Experience of the product in the market 20 :' s
|) I-3 vears lgxperlfsnce (lfl) 14 1 14 ;
| 1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) !
| i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) ) | o _
Total points = 50 | Susliyitg 32 32 30 -"
. points =30 I

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). I 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.

L _CN -

- - . . . . g
Mrs. Shama Nadeem My, 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)



STAGE: 02

BiD EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

| 71.

‘ Ball wall 32 mm

‘ Best Q_ualm

Page 71 of 177

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

sR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S N
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
S Local Pakistan Fsd Sl
I, Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product . g
complies to required specifications/ (25) E'
requirement :
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to 18 16 '
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies 1o required (16)
specilications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product ()
[ does not comply to required specification Il
i | (Technically rejected) | RSN S . o ]
2. | Experience of the product in the market 20 :
l' i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14 _
| [ = g T 14 14
| | 1) 4-8 years” experience (16)
i | ii1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience N e ) -
! i Total points = 50 Ql.mltf)‘mg 5 32 30
‘ ‘ points = 30 ll

it). It 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

g~

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Member)

<

L&

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 72 of 177

" ! T2 Jhamboor J Best Quality |
SR | M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS | |
B EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Imported INDIA Fsd

I 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) g
requirement
| iii) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 18 16
| required specifications/requirement (18) 3
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _ .
| v SR Tile o W 1 T - (00) ‘
| v) Poor quality of the product / product
| does not comply to required specification t ;
(Technically rejected) [ , -

2 Experience of the produet in the market 20 ‘ !
i) 1-3 vears™ experience 14 'l
s £ 4 U T
ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16)

i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) =
- ; i ualifving \
Fotal points = 50 Q s o | 32 32 30
points = 30 i ,
| CEE e

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.

[

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

«

e

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
5 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

3 STAGE: 02 Page 73 of 177
o e I 73. ‘ Socket 25 mm PPR ‘ Best Quality enome Loda
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S [
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd lEnterprises & Co. REMARKS |
PR Local Pakistan Fsd B
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requircment (18)
iv) No past experience but product )
complies to required (16
specifications/requirements 5
v) Poor quality of the product / product L
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) | N
2z, Experience of the product in the market | 20
| 1) 1-3 years™ experience (14) 14 i 14
| i) 4-8 vears® experience (16)
| ii1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - o
| |
i‘ Total points = 50 Qualdying | 32 32 30
‘ points = 30 ; j

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). [T a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Murs. Shama Nadeem Tr. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- v STAGE: 02 Page 74 of 177
) P | Tee Iron 2.5” | Best Quality 5
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd Enl'erprises & Co. REMARKS
Iocal Pakistan Fsd
I 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
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (15
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) 3 o _ o
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
1) I-3 vears ‘C,\'perif.‘nce (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
| 1) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) ¢ . = . _%
Total points = 50 | Qualifying 32 32 30
| points = 30 ,

NOTE: i). The
NOTE

T

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

v _\b_/-"’-d-
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member) {Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 75 of 177

points = 30

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

N

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). Ifa 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.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

. | 3. | Plumber Pipe Cutter Y0 mm PPR ' Best Quality
| SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Elitel‘pl‘iS(:S .Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
_ s Imported China Fsd L
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to

| required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement '
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 6
required specitfications/requirement (8)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (26)
does not comply to required specilication
(Technically rejected) i _ B

2 Expericnce of the product in the market _2"12_ -

| 1) ].—J vears ‘expern.encc {I—}] 14 14 14

1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
B i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience 20) B o -
Total points = 50 Qualiying 32 3 30




SR.

A STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

‘r .-7().

‘ Cone Washle

Page 76 of 177

| Pack of 100 Washle

MUS: Zahid Khan &

M/S: MLS

points = 30

MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: Pack of 100 Washle Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Produet’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) :
11) good past experience & product 5
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement s
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required L
specifications/requirements i
v) Poor quality of the product / product © (00) '
| does not comply to required specification '
| (Technically rejected) SV )
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 | -
!‘)\l—.a;\ a-.‘ars_fe_\pcrl'elwt: (14) 14 14 14 '
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) :
1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ) e B ) ) ) ll -
Total points = 50 Quaifying 32 32 30 |
|

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

W

N

Mr. Abid ali'Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

.

e

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

(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 77 of 177

e |l n | Mixture Washle | Pack of 100 Washle | -
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
> Pack of 100 Washle Local Pakistan Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product )
complies to required specifications/ [ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product L
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product o
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _ _ |
Experience of the product in the market 20 i : N
|) I—g)_\-'cars _cxperl_cnce (IL}} 14 11 1
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) i
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience L (20) ! B
Total points = 30 Qlfam‘w"g 5 32 32 30
.l points = 30 ‘

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected it found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). IT'a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

LN )
\
Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital FFaisalabad

{Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

[ s

BID EVALUATION REPORT

! Connection Pipe 36 Brass Bolt

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

' B/Q

Page 78 ol 177

]

SR. o M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S o
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. - ‘ Local Pakistan Fsd
I 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
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required Lh6)
| specifications/requirements - ]
v) Poor quality of the product / product ke
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) o ]
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 _\_-'ezu‘s'nexperu":nce (14 14 14 11
i) 4-8 vears® experience (16) i .
- iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - - _
Total points = 50 | Qualitying 32 32 30
i | points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor qu
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.

-

1ality on the basis of past experience.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Chairman)

}\//’i “/
Mr. Abid alt Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)



STAGE: (2

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 79 of 177

. 1 7. | Bend UPVC 1,1/4” | B/Q
SR. ) M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enlcrpris.c.s Fsd F:rlterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16) !
| specifications/requirements _
! | v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) l
| does not comply to required specification i
- l. (Technically rejected) | i
q | Experience of the product in the market 20
1) [-3 vears ‘experu:encc (I—'_l) (4 1 I
ii) 4-8 vears® experience (16) j
1 1iD) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience | (20)
. . _ Qualifving
I'otal points = 30 g 32 32 30 :
points = 30 |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualitied as per vard stick of’ merit point system.

e

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mr. Abid ali'Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

L

Dr. Ahhmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurclogy Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products’
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 80 of 177

[ 80.

]"Solution 500 g

| B/Q

M/S: Zahid Khan &

NM/S: MLS

SR. MUS: Irshad-ul-Hagq
P-'JO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality I-Znterprishe.-s Fsd P}nterprises & Co. REMARKS
2 . L Local Pakistan Fsd .
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1} good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (1)
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) N - Se_ -
Experience of the product in the market 20
|) [-3 }-t_:.ars. _cxpCI‘l?‘I}cc (1) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 yvears™ experience (16)
i) 9-13 vear's (& above) experience (20) .
Total points = 50 Ql.mhf_\'mg 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
1), I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk _
Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Chairman}

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
' 50 TENDERS 2022-23
' Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

A e * STAGE: 02 Page 81 of 177
i 81. ' Pana Set 8-24” Complete | B/Q !
i SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S . i _ "
- EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. NO. - Imported China Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 I
i required specifications/requirement 2 1
iv) No past experience but product
! complies to required 19 i |
? specilications/requirements _ "
' v) Poor quality of the product / product (00
does not comply to required specification
(Technically I'L;iccl@kl__)_ - -
P Experience of the product in the market 20 - N
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) . 14 1 0
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
: i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B -
| | Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
L I points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurelogy Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
4 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

u STAGE: 02 Page 82 of 177
- | 82 | Gotti Set Complete | B/Q e s L ME
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S ! . _
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Ilf:;eal‘ll)l‘:s;!:]il-‘lzd Eqn{:'crpriscs & Co. REMARKS
arted Lo S
i Product’s past experience / Quality o 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements _ (30)
ii) good past experience & product " 1
complies to required specifications/ (25) . |
requirement ;
| 1i1) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 E 18 16
required specifications/requirement ) : ;
iv) No past experience but product ;
complies to required (16) i
specifications/requirements _ 1
v) Poor quality of the product / product f (a9 ;l
does not comply to required specification | §
| (Technically rejectedy | B ’
2. | Experience of the product in the market 20 _ .
i) 1-3 years® experience (14) 11 14 4 I ]
i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) "
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20
Total points = 50 Qualiiying 3 | 3 30 |
points = 30 l |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected it found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). I 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.

&
Mrs. Shama Nadeem MT. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member) (- Aairmin)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- ".Téhal)i Set Complete

~ TR

Page 83 of 177

N o —
|

" SR [ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S -
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. F'sd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
‘ Imported China Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (1)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements .
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) i'
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) - | )
Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) k3 =
Total points = 30 | Ql.lalli_\'m_g 32 ! 32 30
points = 30 1

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 considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

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 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 (- STAGE: 02 Page 84 of 177
L i e
84. ' Joint slip plas fuking I B/Q 5 ki
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Tiaq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Entcrprisg‘s 'Fsd lf.nterprises & Co. REMARKS
: | | Imported China Fsd
I: Product’s past experience / Quality ] 30 !
Evaluation (Product) 5
i i) very good & product complies to
| required specifications/requirements (30)

- 1) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement

ii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 I8 16
required specifications/requirement (18)

iv) No past experience but product (16)

complies to required [
specifications/requirements

v) Poor quality of the product / product (e
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) ) - ) - S
£ Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience 14
iy el v (14) 14 14 14 !
ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16) i -
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) . o )
dne 3 Qualifving :
Total points = 50 Q Yue 32 32 30

points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technicallv rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. itavill not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

-
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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 85 of 177

" 85. Star kit complete | B/Q | a5
SR. | : ’ | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S ! |
. NO : EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises .Fsd Enterprises & Co. | REMARKS
| - Imported China Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 {16
required specifications/requirement (18) |
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)

[ specitications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification |

- (Technically rejected) ) | . o -

2 Experience of the product in the market 20 |
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 14 11 "
ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B o .
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30
I i ] =, =

NOTE: i). The product / item will be tcchnically rejected if found of poor quali

)

~ N

ty on the basis of past experience.
i1). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening ol 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)

ﬁ-/"‘
Mr. Abid ali Shal)ir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs, Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
» : TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

b STAGE: 02 Page 86 of 177
v | §6. T Megnatic screw driver complete | B/Q S
SR. ' iy i i ) [ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS .
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprise‘s IFS{l Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Imported China Fsd -

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

i) satisfactory & product complies to X 18 I8 16

required specifications/requirement (18)

iv) No past experience but product _

complies to required L16)

specifications/requirements _

v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)

does not comply to required specification

(Technically rejected) _ | N o -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 '

|) [-3 vears ‘experience (14 14 11 14

i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)

i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ] -

; - Qualifving ,-
Total points = 50 R 32 32 30
points = 30

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

“

L, o

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)




& STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 87 of 177

| 87

‘ Verma set SJL % «

T

M/S: Zahid Khan &

M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq

| MY/S: MLS

NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprise:s .FS(I Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
- Imported China Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product
I complies to required specifications/ (25) 5
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement {18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product ()
does not comply to required specification
L (Technically rejected) ) -
2. Experience of the product in the market ' 20 o
i}_ I-3 vears™ experience (1) 14 14 4
i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) :
) 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) i
Total points = 50 Salifying 32 32 30
points = 30

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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

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

F

WLW

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 88 of 177
_ [ 88. 1| Plumber Heater | B/Q ! N -
- [ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S B
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Imported China Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
| required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
| i) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18]
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required {1s)
| specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) _ ) B o
Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears® experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (10)
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience _ (20) ' - -
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 | 30
points = 3(

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

L
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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
¥ TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

“ STAGE: 02 Page 89 of 177
R [ 89 | Sunni MS Gl BQ |
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S ‘
KO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality ﬁ::i‘r:";}(: Ib;s}d E:[Ierpriscs & Co. REMARKS
ported Ching g
1 Product’s past experience / Quality 30 "
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) i
i1} good past experience & product
| complies to required specifications/ (25) -i B

requirement "
iii) satistactory & product complies to _ 18 18 | 16
required specifications/requirement {3 '
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 ir-imthe market _ 20 _
l) 1-3 vears Fxpcr@ncc (14) 14 1 I |
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) !
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20 ) -

Total points = 50 Qlfa[_lt‘lmg 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience,
t). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

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 Fajsalabad Children Hospital FFaisalabad

(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 90 of 177

9.

JEIi100g

| B/Q

B S“R. B M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS _ _
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality IF,ntcr‘:)riis(r.:? IFsd En:'crpriscs & Co. REMARKS
Mported 1N S0
| 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
iit) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement {18y
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _
| v) Poor quality of the product / product we)
F does not comply to required specification
{'_[_‘echnicall_\' rejected)
2, Experience of the product in the market @
1} [-3 vears _e,\perl‘ence (IL}) 14 1 4
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B i ]
, Total points = 50 Qlfahf}'m’(:‘ | 32 32 30
[ points = 30 |
, EEDRETE P P | ¥ TR IO -

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical OfTicer

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

W

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
. TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

¢ STAGE: 02 Page 91 of 177
& _ _ { 91. ‘"Basin Com'['}"lein ) ' _‘ B/Q _ o B
SR | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S
]:40. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Imported China Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement

i) satisfactory & product complies to (18) 18 ' 18 16

required specifications/requirement
iv) No past experience but product _

complies to required (16) [
specilications/requirements

v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification 1
| (Technically rejected) _ ) ) |
2 ' Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience 14
12 eas Sl (1) 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
ii) 9-13 vear's (& above) experience _ ('20)
{
' ; = ualifving
Total points = 50 Q e 32 32 30

points = 30 _ [ .

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience,
i) If'a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

JUa e

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)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
8 ' TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 e STAGE: 02 Page 92 of 177
- | [ 9. | WD 40 Spray 16 Oz/ 1 pound [ B/Q )
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S _ -
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Il?:;i:ﬁr:sg;iI[-;s;l(I E:dterprises & Co. REMARKS
orted U B ‘
L Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18]
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16) i
specifications/requirements
| v) Poor quality of the product / product Y
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) B ) |
2. Experience of the product in the market gg
! 1} 1-3 vears ‘expenence (14) 14 14 11
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
1ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - _ B ; | L n e
Total points = 50 Siahkring 32 | 32 30
points = 30 |'
| TR : | e l el g e = |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). If'a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

£
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 93 of 177

93,

‘ 16 mm Single Core Greem

‘ Azmat/Copper gat or Ecjui\'c[enl‘

M/S: Zahid Khan &

M/S: M.S

SR. M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd IEnlcrprises & Co. REMARKS
- Azmat/cooper gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd R
L. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product ; l
complies to required specifications/ (25) '
requirement
i1} satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
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 a
l) [-3 vears ‘expcrr;cnce (14) 14 1 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
| 11) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) i . ]
Total points = 50 Qualigging | 32 32 30 |
points = 30 |
x L — !

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

v

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

y

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

: STAGE: 02 Page 94 of 177
| | 94 | 2 Pin Light Plug Shoe With Handle | K.M, Best Quality =t .
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S -
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
) K.M KN Local Pakistan Fsd |
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ (23)

requirement _
iii) satisfactory & product complies to IS 18 16 i
required specifications/requirement (18}

iv) No past experience but product (16)

;

complies to required
specifications/requirements ‘

|
v) Poor quality of the product / product 00
does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) - | W -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 .
i) 1-3 vears™ experience 14
) 1= years: experienc o S 14 14 14 |
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) '
i) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (20) B - . -
|
Jualifyi |
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 30 1
points = 30 i |.

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualitied as per yard stick of merit point system.

M

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 FFaisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
™M & R Items (GENERAL)

95.

| 23/76 Wire Flexible Two Core

Page 95 of 177

] Aimat;’(fnppm' gat or Equivelent

ety

SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S o
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd ‘ Enterprises Fsd - lEnterprises & Co. REMARKS
' Azmat Cooper Gate English Local Pakistan | Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement A
Hi) satisfactory & product complies to 18 I8 16
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 5
(Technically rejected) ) i
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 -
|) 1-3 vears Acxperic.-:nce (1) 14 14 11 :’
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) '
1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience - (20) 3 - |
Total points = 50 Qtfanllfy’-ng 32 32 30|
points = 30 ' ‘

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

<

%/&/

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

[

Mr. Abid ali'Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



s STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 96 of 177

" | 95 | 3 Pin Light Plug Shoe With Handle | K.M, Best Quality : o
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S N/S: | Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (ia‘ Isd [-:'nlcrprises I'":T'tl Enterprises & Co. | KM Pakistan REMARKS
. K.M KM Local Pakistan Fsd o
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product !
| complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16}
specifications/requirements , i
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
| does not comply to required specification _
| (Technically rejected) | " R
2, Experience of the product in the market N _ﬂ ” a
|} [-3 vears -cxpt‘ru.:nce (14) 14 14 14
1) 4-8 years” experience (10)
1) 9-13 vear’s (& above) experience ~(20) -
Total points = 50 Qlfahf'“ﬂg . 32 32 30
points = 30 i

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
). Ita 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.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

YA N
Mr. Abid ali’'Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. ) STAGE: 02 Page 97 of 177
el u ; 97. | 3 Pin Shoe Power Plug With Handle | K.M, Best Quality P
SR. "MU/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache |
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS C'O. Fsd I'Enterpriscs Fs(l I%nterprises & Co. | KM Pakistan REMARKS
= K.M KM Local Pakistan Fsd .
. 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
| 1i1) satisfactory & product complies to ) I8 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies 1o required (16)
specifications/requirements = |
' v) Poor quality of the product / product o) -!
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) N . B o ]
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
1) I-3 vears _cxpenf—:ncc (14) o i " 14
11) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
B i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | -
Total points = 50 Qua.jfying 32 32 30 32
I points = 30 | [

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

\ 7. M@

5
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid al Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Oflicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 98 of 177

| 98. | 3/29 Wire Flexible Single Core (R+B) Az:iiatﬁCoppcr at or Equivelent
1 i

S-R. T _ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S | _
NO. | EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd ‘ Enterprises Fsd _ Enterprises & Co. | REMARKS
| oEe Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd
s Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iit) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 ]
required specifications/requirement L18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required. (16)
specifications/requirements o
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification |
_ (Technically rejected) - i N
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
;] |.~‘) vears” experience (14) 14 14 11
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) . - -
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30 |
points = 30 l

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

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

L

Myr. Abid ati Shabir
Statistical Ofticer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

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




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

" STAGE: 02 Page 99 of 177
" ‘ 99. | 3/29 Wire Flexible Two Core | Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent |
SR M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
’ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd
i Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
| iv) No past experience but product (16)
I' | complies to required -

specifications/requirements

{ v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
i" does not comply to required specification
| (Technically rejected) |

Z Fopecicnee ol the prodiuct in the market 20

|} 1-3 )-'cal‘S'.experl.ence (14) 14 14 14
. ii) 4-8 years’ experience (16)
! - '}Qq vear’s (& above) experience - (20_)

; i Qualifying
ts =50 j 2 32
Total points =5 it 5 3 30

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.

- J
Mrs. Shama Nadeem r. 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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
STAGE: 02 Page 100 of 177

40/76 Wire Flexible Two Core Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent

SR F M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S

\;0' EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
i Azmat/Cooper Gate English Local Pakistan | Fsd

|

| i, Product’s past experience / Quality 30
\ Evaluation (Product)

i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)
| | 1i) good past experience & product
| complies to required specifications/ (25)
\ requirement
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
'_ | required speciﬁcationsh'cquirement (18)
' iv) No past experience but product .
| complies 10 required || (16) i|
' spcciﬁcmionsh'cquin:mcnts |
(00)

does not comply to required specification

) Poor quality of the product / product \
(Technically reiected)

ctin the ma ket 1) _ i |

MRS SR G 1 o PRI =4 - .
| 1) 1-3 vears’ experience (14) 14 A 14
| ii) 4-8 years’ experience \ (16) ]

SRR

T PR I 3 o, | P ok ~
s vear’s (& aboy perience

(20)

Qualifying
points = 30

Total points = 50

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.

N
MV
Mrs. Shama Nadeem . 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)



; BID EVALUATION REPORT
gtk TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 101 of 177
) ‘ 101. | T pi Multi Power Plug Shoe | T Pi R
SR. [ M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS ‘
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA | POINTS r(:(b.'l“sﬂ Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. [ REMARKS
s B ] I pi TP Local Pakistan Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
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) - i
| 2 Experience of the product in the market 20 -
' |) 1-3 vears ,expel'lt?[lce (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
| | 1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Ql}ﬂ'[f)’lng 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i) 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) {Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 102 of 177

( 102. ‘ 7129 Wire Flexible Single Core (R+B) | Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent
SR. . . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd .. Enterprises Fsd : Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
1 B . ; Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) !
i1} good past experience & product )
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement _
iii) satisfactory & product complies to | _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required L16)
specilications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product L |
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _ ) -
2, Experience of the product in the market 20
I) I.—3 vears ‘experr?nce (14) 14 ” 14 .
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) |
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) expericnce (20) ' ) )
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30

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

9

MT. Abid aliShabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 103 of 177

B L 103. ‘ 7/29 Wire Flexible Two Core | Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent e
3 | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Hac M/S: MLS .
;l:) EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd ] Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
- Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd

|. Produet’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 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (1e)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (0
does not comply to required specification |
(Technically rejected) ‘ ; o

2. Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) . T

Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 32 30 f
points = 30 [

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

i

W2

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad '
(Chairman)

Mr. Abidali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



MR TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
: T STAGE: 02 Page 104 of 177

. [ 104, | 7136 Wire Flexible Single Core l Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent .

SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS \’
- S EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fud Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
_1\0 Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan | Fsd
I. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

5 BID EVALUATION REPORT
|
|

required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory' & product complies to X 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements B
| 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
| r} I—3‘_\_-'ears ‘e.\pen?ncc (Ifl) 11 14 14
| 1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
- 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B
Total points = 50 $ualifyme 32 32 30

points =30 | '

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

ii). ITa 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.

“

|~

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
- TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

1 L STAGE: 02 Page 105 of 177
S b Jl 105. ‘ 7/36 Wire Flexible Two Core ‘ Azmat/Copper gat or Equivelent )
SR. . . . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-liaq M/S: MLS .
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd , i Enterprises Fsd ) E‘:nterprises & Co. REMARKS
Azmat/Cooper Gate Azmat Local Pakistan Fsd
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
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 I8 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
i v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
B (Technically rejected) _ B i
2 Experience of the product in fhe market - 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14 14 1 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience | (16)
i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience } (20) |
| |
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 . 32 30 |
points = 30 ; 1

i). [T a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

.

e | )

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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 106 of 177

Board Electric 6-Hole,Piano Fitting(4 Piano Switch +2 Piano Socket

106. | KM.B/Q) Local
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (133;;5(1 [F:;ti;lll,rresl Fsd En:erprises & Co. REMARKS
SOCE AR ISEAn 80
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30 _
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1} good past experience & product ~
| complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
ii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 6 '
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product o
‘ complies to required (16)
5 specifications/requirements o
v) Poor quality of the product / product {00) :
does not comply to required specification .
| (Teghnically rejected) |
2. Experience of the produet in the market 20 o '
1} I-_aj_\-'eat‘s ‘experifmcc (14}) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears experience (16)
. i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) B
Total points = 50 Ql.lﬂhf_\'lllg 32 32 30
points = 30 '

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem
Deputy Nursing Superintendent

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

\

N

Mr. Abid ali Sivabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair%;t}iyrle

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

* STAGE: 02 Page 107 of 177
B R 107. | Breaker 06 Amp. Single Pole \ Terasaki AR .
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S M/S: | Cache
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS ?],-:;:[:‘i 'Ilenrt::r:illri.:e; ]F!sd E:Jerprises & Co. | Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS
Erasak Crasakt Japa
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iit) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (1)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
- does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) - ) B
2, Experience of the product in the market 20
1} 1-3 vears _cxpcr@nce glzl) 14 14 11 14
1) 4-8 years™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) )
Total points = 50 Sualifying 3 32 30 32
points = 30 ;

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,

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

W

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 108 of 177

g o b 18% | Breaker 10 Amp. Single Pole | Terasaki

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache

NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd . Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS

Ferasaki I'erasaki Japan Fsd
). 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 16 [ 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specitications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (90
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _
P | Expcficnce of the product in the m;u'kct 20 ' ;
I} [-3 vears experience (14) 1 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears’ experience (106)
1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)
I Total points = 50 Qlfam‘\‘mg 32 32 30 32
points = 30

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

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

& )

i

\Y

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Seniar Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BIiD EVALUATION REPORT
. TENDERS 2022-23
‘ Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

i ; STAGE: 02 Page 109 of 177

_ ) | 109. | Breaker 16 Amp. Single Pole | Terasaki ) -
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache
~O EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (0 Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS
: ) Terasaki lerasuki Japan Fsd N _
i Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement e
iv) No past experience but product
1 complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) ) ) _ B . -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 _ _
11 [-3 '\'@aI‘S"erjL‘l‘If':nCC .' ([;}) 11 14 14 14 !
11) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) [
| i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience _(20) o B - |
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 ' 32 | 30 | 32
: points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yvard stick of merit point system.

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

AL—’CM
Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

| Breaker 20 Amp. 2- Pole

‘ Terasaki

Page 110 of 177

----- SR. MYS: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd ' _F_‘nterpr_'ises Fsd tznlcrprises & Co. Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS
Terasaki l'erasaki Japan Fsd )
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30 -
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
if) 2ood past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement |
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement {18)
iv) No past experience but product
| complies to required (1) | |
| specifications/requirements ‘ i
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) '
does not comply to required specification l,
(Technically rejected) B |
2. Experience of the product in the marke(i 20 _ 1 ;
i) 1-3 vears™ experience 14 ’ ’
| 1i) 4-8 vears™ experience {(] 0) " k2 b 2 f
[ i) 9—l§ vear's (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 3 30 32 ;
points = 30 !

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
1). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

\°

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Iaisalabad

{Chairman)

L

Mr. Abid ali* Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



¢ BID EVALUATION REPORT

ol TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 111 of 177
- - | 111. | Breaker 20 Amp. Single Pole ‘ Terasaki “
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS M/S: | Cache
‘ NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd i%ntcrpriscs & Co. | Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS
: Terasaki l'erasaki Japan Fsd i )
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
F required specifications/requirements (30)
[ ii) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement l
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (1.8)
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 - ‘
1) 1-3 _\_,ear:s.‘cxpcr:a:’-:ncc (14 14 ‘ 14 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) !
(| 11) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience 20) r
" Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 32 30 32
: points = 30 =| ll

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ir). It 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.

A TN

Mrs. Shama Nadeem NTr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahhmad 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
1 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 112 of 177
- 112. ‘ Breaker 32 Amp. 2- Pole ‘ Terasaki B W
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS | M/S: I Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co Fsd Enterprises Fsd F:nterpriscs & Co. | Terasaki Indonesia REMARKS
* Ferasaki l'erasaki Japan Fsd
L Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product) '
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 I8 16 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) L ]
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 a N
1) 1-3 vears ‘expern.f::.nce (14) 14 o 14 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) . S
Total points = 50 Ql'mlll_\'mg 32 32 30 32
points = 30

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

- W

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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 113 of 177

113. | Breaker Box +Base | Local
SR. . | M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S M/S: I Cache
I;JO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Entel‘Ill'isf:s Fsd Enterprises & Co. | Pakistan REMARKS
t Local Local Pakistan Fsd -

1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 I8 .
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) N _ -

2 - Experience of the product in the market 20
i) [-3 vears’ experience (14) 14 14 14 14
11) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-13 year’s (& above) experience | (20) i ) 1

Total points = 50 fﬂ‘:l:il": o 32 | 32 | 30 32

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

\! .

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairnmian)



| : . BID EVALUATION REPORT

LIRS T TENDERS 2022-23
' Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
. STAGE: 02 Page 114 of 177
» _ ‘ 114. | Breaker Metasole 3-Pole 125 Amp ‘ Metasole ! e
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & L MUS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS [ M/S: I Cache _
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | 1S Electric Korea REMARKS
| i ) K Metasole Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30) '
, i) good past experience & product
! complies to required specifications/ (25)

requirement

iii) satisfactory & product complies to (1) 18 18 16 18

required specifications/requirement
iv) No past experience but product

| | complies to required (16) ,

' specifications/requirements . J
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _ ) ) o

2. Experience of the product in the market ' 20 |

1) ]—3‘}-1-:;11'5 ‘experl.cncc [I:_l) 14 14 11 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) _ '

; Total points = 50 Uualifying 32 32 30 32

| ; points = 30

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

' v o

~

Myrs. Shama Nadeem NMr. 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 FFaisalabad

{(Member) {Member) (Chairman)



! BID EVALUATION REPORT
ol TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02

Page 115 of 177

| 115

[ Bulb Pin "I;S-'pc (Choori T}'])(;‘“) 100 watt J Local

sk | | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: ML.S
N(). EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Local Local Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
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) | B R i )
7] Experience of the product in the market 20
I) 1-3 vears experience (14) 14 11 14
1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16) | _
iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (20) B ) ]
S - |
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 ! 32 30 ‘
points = 30 Il

NOTE: -i'). The product / item will be te

Q

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

chnically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). I a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yvard stick of merit point systen.

[\M

_Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Sentor Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

| 116.

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

' Bulb Pm Type (C hoori T\ ])c) 200 watt ‘ Local

M/S: Zahid Khan &

M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq

M/S: M.S

Page 116 of 177

EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
o - Local Local Pakistan Fsd B
Product’s past experience ;" Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) .
i) good past experience & product ) f
complies to required specifications/ 23)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product o
complies Lo required (16)
specilications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) o ]
Experience of the product in the market 20 |;
|) [-3 vears .experu.ence (14) 14 14 14 i
i1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
i) 9-15 yvear’s (& above) experience (20) B ]
|
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 3 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The prn(ll.lcl item will be technically rejected it found of pum thalll\ on the basis of |nhl \.\[)L.il'..lh.L
it). 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.

4

w w
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Olficer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Iaisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 117 of 177

. b 1% | Cable Tie 12” 100 piece/pack | Local ] _ N T
SR. | _ M/S: Zahid Khan & MJS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS E:;:?]sd IEnte:'})jriﬁ'.'c:i Fsd E.:Jerpriscs & Co. REMARKS
i ACH dhstan s
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30 '
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) |
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required c1a)
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) 14 1 o
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
1) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) | B
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 30 |
points = 30 |

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

MrTAbid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Member)

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. _
i1). It 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.

s

%ﬁi’/

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
1 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

3 STAGE: 02 Page 119 of 177
) | 119, | Capacitor 1.5 p ] Fuji or Eq i
SR. ) _\"Ir’S:—Znhi(l Khan & | !\—US: ll's.had—fll—!-lalq I_\—'US: M'.S ‘ . ]
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Fuji Or Eq Fuji or Eq Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Qualitv 30 - ' -
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
ii) good past experience & product , [
complies to required specifications/ (25) l 't
| requirement ;'
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product o
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
{ v) Poor quality of the product / product | (00)
| does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) B i
2, Experience oflhc“prud uct in the market 20 |
|) I-3 vears _experu.;-:nce (]4_} ' 14 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16} -
| 1i1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience | (20) B - |
Total points = 50 Yualilyims 32 3 | 30 l
points = 30 | ;'

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
in). It'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.

¥

Mrs, Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ati 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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 120 0f 177

. . | 120. | Capacitor 3.5 p | Fuji or Eq |
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & MJS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS ;
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (ia:.l*sd ; E;nlt.m_"prilses Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: Fuji Or Eq. Fuji Or Lg Fsd

Ii; Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to _
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement .
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements o i
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) i

! does not comply to required specification .._

(Technically rejected) =

2. Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14 14 14 14

| 1i) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
| i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) i
Total points = 50 Ql'izllif‘\'ll‘lg 32 32 30
points = 30 . '5

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 considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

g

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

\

N O

Mr. Abid dli Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

&
Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 121 of 177

) 121. | Capsule Light 24 watt ,147x3” ' Local ] -

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS i
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterpris'es Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Shiegy Local Local Pakistan Fsd

Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)

i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product

complies to required specifications/ ] (25) .

requirement

iii} satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement (18)

iv) No past experience but product )

complies to required (16)

specilications/requirements _

v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)

does not comply to required specification

(Technically rejected) )

Experience of the product in the market 20

i) I.-_‘ years™ experience (14) 14 14 1

ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)

i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) i

Total points = 50 Cualilying 32 32 30 | ;
points = 30 | ‘ ]

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i), It 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.

y = o

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Hems (GENERAL)

Page 122 of 177

_ 122. ‘ Clump Meter Amp(AC/DC,Voltage) ‘ Best Quality —‘ S RS .
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS I '
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS

Y ] - Imported China Fsd - AL
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) i {
requirement j
1ii) satisfactory & product complies to _ I8 I8 16 ;
required specifications/requirement (18
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16}
specifications/requirements ! .]
v) Poor quality of the product / product (o) 5
does not comply to required specification ‘
(Technically rejected) . . S e W
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 '
|} l.—3 vears A::xperu.ence {IL}} 14 1 14 f
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (10) . _
iii) 9-135 vear's (& above) experience L {20) - T " o
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30

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

\_ D

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

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

]
N TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
¢ M & R Items (GENERAL)
& STAGE: 02 Page 123 of 177
- i_ 123. ‘ Computer Socket /Universal K.M/Heavy 1
[ S-R. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S M/S: 1 Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (20. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | KN Pakistan REMARKS
: K.M/ Heavy Burag Local Pak Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) |
does not comply to required specification i-
(Technically rejected) 7
2, Experience of the product in the market 20 '
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) _ _ |
: i1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) 4 e & Lt ‘
' - i) 9-15 vear's (& a_bt:)_\-e'} experience (30) '
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 30 32
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i), It 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 systen.

.

L ™
Ar. Abid alr Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Mem ber)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

.

Page 124 ol 177

124. [ Digital Amp Meter 96x96(3.5 A)

SR . [ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S I M/S: 1 Cache
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd :Znter:}riisg .FSd Ih:nlterpriscs & Co. | ENTES Turkey REMARKS
mported 1nd “S(

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) satistfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 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) - ) )
Experience of the product in the market B 20 _
|) 1-3 _\-ears_ ?experlf:nc.e. (14) i 4 L4 ‘ -
i) 4-8 years® experience (16)
i) 9-13 vear's (& above) experience (20) )

Total points = 50 Yualitying 32 32 30 3
points = 3()

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). I'a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

W Ot

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

<

L2

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

- Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital I'aisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
1 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 . Page 125 of 177
125, ‘ Ducket patti 16x25mm ‘ Adam Jee or Eq
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fz.n'l 1 Enterprises Fsd Ir%ntcrprises & Co. REMARKS
: Adm jee or Eq Adam Jee Fsd

. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
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) _ . o

) Experience of the product in the market 20 a |
|) -3 years_ $expe.|'1<.:ncc (14) 14 14 | 14
1) 4-8 years” experience (16) -
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | o

Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30 1

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

&

3 [

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid 4li Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Senjor Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

Page 126 of 177

? 126. ‘ Ducket Patti Clump (small) Local B
SR. _ . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterpris‘cs Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
* Local ) Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) ‘
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
| i) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16
i required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements )
v) Poor quality of the product / product [ (00) .
does not comply to required specification s
(Technically rejected) - I B .
2. Experience of the product in the market | 20 I
|) -3 vears ‘experu.:nce (14) 14 ; 14 14
ii) 4-8 years™ experience (16) !
iii) 9-13 vear's (& above) experience (20) - - N S | ]
Total points = 50 Ql}ullfymg 32 32 30 ; |
points = 30 l

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

y AN

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

.

e

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
g TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

? STAGE: 02 Page 127 of 177
_ l 127, | Electric Bag Pack | Local L
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S ]
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd E.ntcr;)rises & Co, REMARKS
> Local Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) It
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to : 18 18 16
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) - | - i
2. Experience of the product in the market | 20
|) 1-3 vears ‘experlu.;-rnce (14) 14 14 14
1) 4-8§ yvears™ experience (16)
| Hi) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 | Sualitying 32 32 30
‘ points = 30 .
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.
\ W
Mrs. Shama Nadeem . Mr. Abidali 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)



STAGE: 02

i

[ 128

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 128 of 17

| Electric Gloves Large

‘ Local

——

-
!

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S i
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS IC:;:;:I'S(I II::t(Ib:[I)}ldll\qrsl 1l["]sd E::(:crpriscs & Co. REMARKS
¥ LG dAhisiE
7 Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to ' _ 18 18 16
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 j
| (Technically rejected) - B ) B L
& Experience of the product in the market 20 _ ] |
1) |-3 vears -experlf:nce (14) 1 i 14 1
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) ]|
| 1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience _ (200 B - 1 ) S
| !
Total points = 50 Wnaldying 32 32 30 |
| points = 30 J

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). Ifa 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.

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

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

(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputv Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 129 of 177
[ 129. | EXT Fan Motor 0.18 Amp. | Local ) s By -,
M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S '
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Local Pakistan Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30 '
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
- | dii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specitfications/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) - - - T
Fxperience of the product in the market 20
|} I-3 vears “xperience (!—}] 14 14 14
11) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) !
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ) e
Total points = 50 Ql,mhr“lmg 32 32 30
points = 30

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

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Abid hli 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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 130 of 177

!' 130. ‘ Flash Light Large ] Best Quality j S0l g
SR. . ) M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS |
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS EE;;Sd rl:t(i:‘[l))l;is.e.: lFsd ?n:erprises & Co. REMARKS
e b akistan ‘8(
I:; Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product ;
complies to required specifications/ (25) {
requirement *
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 ‘
required specifications/requirement (18) |
iv) No past experience but product f
complies 1o required (16) [
| specifications/requirements _ \
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) -
does not comply to required specification I
(Technically rejected) - _ b
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 ' - —_;
|) 1-3 }-'.ears'?cxperlf:ncc (14) 14 14 1
| 11) 4-8 vears” experience (16) i
| iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) s ]
Total points = 50 Ql.mm“lmg 32 32 30 |
points = 30 l

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

W |

Mr. Abid all Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Chairman)

Mprs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 131 of 177

‘ 131, | Flexible Pipe + Base | Local .
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS y )
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
+ Local Local Pakistan Fsd
i 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 16
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 vears™ experience (14 1 o 1
ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16) |
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - | |
Total points = 50 Qualifyng 32 32 30
points = 30

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

Vol

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

fl

|

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

132.

| Flexible l’ip'c 27

| Local

Page 132 of 177

el

M/S: Zahid Khan &

MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagqg

M/S: MLS

points = 30

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualificd as per yard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

<N

o

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

[l

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

NO- EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Local Local Pakistan Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product ) |
does not comply to required specification
i (Technically rejected) ] B - |
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
|) [-3 vears lexperl.ence (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
1) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30

e N, |

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products

M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 133 of 177

» [ 133, | Flood Light Water Proof 100 Watt ‘ Philips or Eq
SR. : M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS CO: 'Fsd Enrer[.)riscs Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Philips or Eq. Pak Lite Local Pak Fsd
|5 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/ (235) _ I
requirement '
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (1%)
iv) No past experience but product -
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements )
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) . '
does not comply to required specification ’
(Technically rejected) e
2, Experience of the product in the market 20 _ _
|) 1-3 vears -CXPCI‘I.L"HC(:‘ (14) 14 14 1
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
) iii) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience , (20)
Total points = 50 iy 32 32 30 _!
points = 30 |

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

2N ‘
L

v

Q
\

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

; TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
I i M & R Items (GENERAL)
f STAGE: (2 Page 134 of 177
R =i : . i : - :
) i 134. ‘ Germen Socket Clipsal 16 amp. | Clipsal or Eq
[ sr | e : M/S: Zahid Khan & [ M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: MLS T
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Clipsal or Eq Eﬁ.n‘terpriseS Fsd I*_:nterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Clipsal Imported Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23) ‘.
1 requirement :
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (14
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
| v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) f '
' does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) |
2 Exp_ericnce of the product in the market 20 [
i) 1-3 years™ experience (14) 14 14 14
i1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) o
Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 32 30
points = 30

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

\ N
Mt. Abid ali Shabir

Statistical Ofticer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

NOTE: ). The product / item will be technically rejected il found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

fLe

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT

S e i TENDERS 2022-23
¢ Technical Evaluation of products
- M & R Items (GENERAL)
i STAGE: 02 Page 135 of 177
d W Gotti set . ] Local ¥ |
sR. | g | M/S: Zahid Khan & | MUS: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: NS ]
; EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Local Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Imported China Fsd -
i Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) !
requirement !
ti) satisfactory & product complies to | 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required He)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _ i - .
2. Experience of the product in the market Q ‘
|} 1-3 vears .c.\pcrlf:nce | (]4} 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
[ 1ii) 9-15 vear's (& abm-'c_l experience (20 [ )
Total points = 50 Ql.lalli_\’lllg 32 , 32 30
points = 30 r.

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
ii). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

. A fLi

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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 136 of 177

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

al 136. : Hammer large 1.5 kg ' Total 3
:[ SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Total Enterprisg Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
ki e Local Pakistan Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23)
requirement
i} satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
| 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) NS NP, -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20

|} 1-3 _\-tlfal:? ‘eqllerl‘.ence H) 14 14 14 t
i1) 4-8 years™ experience (16) |

i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) L - ) ]

_ . | iz ISP
Total points = 50 | Ungiiyae 32 32 30
[ points =30

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

; L,QN

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 137 of 177
137. ‘ Hammer small ‘ Total ] i
M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Total Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement [
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required L16)
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.—3 vears -cxpen_ence (14 14 11 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience | (16)
i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience _(20) -
Total points = 50 Qualitying 32 32 _; 30 i
points = 30 | | :

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

\ Q‘l ﬂw“'z@

" o e 38 . I
Mrs. Shama Nadeem m;h 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
| b g TENDERS 2022-23

| ‘ Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)
: g STAGE: 02 Page 138 of 177
[ 138 | High Voltage Plier | Best Quality ] -
SR. | | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S
- EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd l%nterprises & Co. REMARKS
: Imported China Fsd .- o

l. 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 16
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) . J ) ) o

2. Experience of the m'o—(_luct in the market 20 '
1) 1-3 vears experience (14) 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience ] (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience | (20) _ o . N

, Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30 1'

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 vard stick of merit point system.

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)



SR.

* STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 139 of 177

L 139,

| Ket set

| Local

| M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: M.S
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Local Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
? Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16

| required specifications/requirement L1%) '
Iv) No past experience but product )
complies to required Lto)
specifications/requirements _

| v) Poor quality of the product / product (08)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) _

2. Experience of the product in the mal'ket 20 -
1) I.-_) ‘\-t_cars. ‘expcru.cnce (1 L4 14 14
1) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
nl) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience __(_20) )
Total points = 50 Qualifymg 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor uality on the basis of past experience.
i). 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.

ﬁ/,gm ﬂﬁ@
Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departument
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

‘ ' TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
5 M & R Items (GENERAL)
: G STAGE: 02 Page 140 of 177
s T | Knife Cutter | Local
SR. f : ] M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Local Enterpris'es Fsd anterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Pakistan Fsd
L. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product ) 5
complies to required specifications/ (25) :
requirement ,
iii) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 18 16
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) B L Be
2, Experience of the product in the market - 20 B
l) 1-3 vears _e,\perl.ence (14 11 (1 14
1) 4-8 years™ experience (16) ,
Li11) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience ) (20) - : ]
Total points = 50 Qlfahl“lmg 32 32 30
points = 30 _
! |

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

Murs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Ofticer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Member) {(Member) (Chairman)



¢ BID EVALUATION REPORT
A TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation ol products
. M & R Items (GENERAL)
STAGE: 02 Page 141 of 177
i | 141. _!_—L Key Set small +Large !l_LucaI } I i
[ g’R e M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S T 1
S EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Local Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. 1.ocal Pakistan Fsd N
1 Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
‘ i) good past experience & product
l‘ complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
‘ iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (ke)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) - - TR N - | B
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
1) 1-3 years ‘experu.cnce {1—'}] 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
r——“ﬂl 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - 4'> S, —T—_ _—F_—___—l
. s Qualifving '
| Total points = 50 i 32 32 30
i points = 30 \ \

= I I

ol

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.

NOTE:

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

v N

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

L

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
£ TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products

. M & R Items (GENERAL)
: STAGE: 02 Page 142 of 177
L 142. [ LED Bulb (Choori Type) 18 watt | Philips/Pak Lite or Eq o
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS g M/S: | (.'a('h_c
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (.‘.0. Fsd Philips/Pak [Cntergriscs Fsd F:ntcrpriscs & Co. | Pak Lite Pakistan REMARKS
> ) Lite Or Eq Pak Lite Local Pak Fsd
s Product’s past experience / Quality _ 30 :
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iil} satisfactory & product complies to 18 - 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement k18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product 0 .
does not comply to required specification '
(Technically rejected)
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 1
|) 1-3 '\»'e.;-lrs_?expcrn‘:l1ce (14) 1 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
| 11i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B ) -
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 3 30 32 |
points = 30 |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). 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.

\ N | ﬂ/wﬁf/

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)



g BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

i STAGE: 02

Page 143 of 177

e B | 143, | LED Bulb (Choori Type) 40 watt | Philips/Pak Lite or Eq -
SR. | MYS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache . I
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (Ifn. Fsd Philips/Pak Entcr|.)rises Fsd L:nterprises & Co. OSAKA Pakistan REMARKS

Lite or Eq Pak Lite Local Pak Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to : 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (H
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 ) 1 o o
1) 1-3 vears” experience (14) . _
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) k4 & 4 4
| iii) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) B ) | )
|
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30 -' 32
points = 30 | i

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

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

NN

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs, Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

flos

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
: TENDERS 2022-23
T'echnical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 144 of 177
B | 144, | LED Bulb 12 watt | Philips/Pak Lite or Equivelent | - -
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache _
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS C?' Fsd Philips/Pak Enterprises Fsd I%n[erprises & Co. | Pak Lite Pakistan REMARKS
* Lite or Eq Pak Lite. Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (23) !
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to Y I8 18 16 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) ) B i

2 Experience of the product in the market ' 20

|) 1-3 vears “expcn?nce (14) i 14 14 14 |
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) .

i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) _ _ _ - ] o

Total points = 50 Susliying 32 32 30 32 "
points = 30 | |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience,
it). Iffa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.
-_.‘_'____,_,..--—t
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) v (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

[ s,

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
T'echnical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

Page 145 of 177

| LED Pannel 2x2 (36 watt)

| Philips or Eq

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.

it). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

N

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

-

L%

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: 1 Cache
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Philips or Eq Enter.prises I:"sd Enterprises & Co. | Philips Pakistan REMARKS
Pak Lite. Pakistan Fsd -
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product :
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement £18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16
specilications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) [
does not comply to required specification E
(Technically rejected) _ e
240 Experience of the product in the market 20 ) .
1} 1-3 vears experience (I-’}] 14 14 14 ; 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) "
[ 1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) : -
Total points = 50 Quslitying 32 32 30 32
. points = 30
| |




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products

i H M & R Items (GENERAL)
i STAGE: 02 Page 146 of 177
- 146. | Light Plug 1x5 [ K.M/Heavy, Best Quality | o
SR. . NY/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS M/S: 1 Cache
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd K.M Heavy Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | KM Pakistan REMARKS
NO. ] - KNI Pakistan I'sd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product )
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (e
specifications/requirements i
v) Poor quality of the product / product (@0 '
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) N ] i ) -
2 Exnel'ieilcé-_(;l'thé product in the market 20 a

|) I~3‘ycars .experu.:nce (14) 14 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (10) !
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience 0 7 | "

Total points = 50 | Qualiyicg 32 32 30 32

| points =30
|

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

W [

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
1 TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

" STAGE: 02 Page 147 of 177
N | 147, | Light Plug 1x5 Hi-Life | Bush Hi-Life or Eq
SR. _ M/S: Zahid Khan & MY/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Bush Hi-Life Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
* Bush Hilife, Pakistan Fsd
1 Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) _
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) :
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
coimplies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) '
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) == 1l " . ]
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 ' ' -
f J) [-3 vears experience (14) 14 1 14
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
ii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) ]
Total points = 30 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30 E !
NOTE: i). The product / item will be l-cchnic:lll_\' i'c_iucl&{_il‘ found of poor quality on the basis of }).Zl.gl.('.’.‘([JCI‘iCIICC.
i). 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.
y :
f Lo
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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

[ Measure Tape 100 Meter

Page 148 of 177 |

l Bestm(jualit'_\,'

SR. _ | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S Tl gt T
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality E:lte:‘prist Fsd l?nterprises & Co. REMARKS
= Local Pakistan Fsd )
i Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) { |
requirement ]
{ ii1) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16}
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (0]
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) - ) ) o
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
|) I-3 years ‘cxpcru_cncc (I—'}} 14 14 14
1) 4-8 years’ experience (16)
1ii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (20) ) B o !
|
Total points = 50 Ql.mhf“lmg 32 32 30 |
points = 30 {
NOTE: i). The product /item will be technically re_]_écled it found of pn(_ﬁ'"_qlazllil)-' on the basis of |321s_1_éx1)C|‘[C|1cc. '
). If a product is technically rejected by the TAC, it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

3§ S

Mr. Abid ali Shabhir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital FFaisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
s ; Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

: : STAGE: 02 Page 149 of 177
) L 149. [ Mecasure Tape 16 Meter | Best Quality I
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
} EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality | Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) 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 16
required specifications/requirement (14)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)

| specifications/requirements _ i

: v) Poor quality of the product / product {H9) ' ;

' does not comply 1o required specification
(Technically rejected) ) - -

% | Exnericncc of the -i_n'm'iuct in the market 20 _ 1

:\ I) 1-3 vears _expeml:nce UL}) 14 14 14

i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
[ 1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) o ; B
|
| Total points = 50 Wualifying 32 32 ‘ 30
_- points = 30

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

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

g
Mrs. Shama Nadeem
Deputy Nursing Superintendent

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Ofticer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 150 of 177

e L 150. ! Micrometer for Conductor size ‘ Best Quality "
SR. . ' M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Best Quality Enterprises Fsd lEnterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Local Pakistan Fsd

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

i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement (18)

iv) No past experience but product

complies to required (16)

specifications/requirements

v) Poor quality of the product / product [ (049 [
does not comply to required specification ‘;
___{_'I'echnica]l_\_' rejected) ) _ |

Experience of the product in the market 20 i _

1) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 1 14

ii) 4-8 yvears™ experience (16)

1) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20)

Total points = 50 Ql.ml_”‘“ng ' 32 32 ! 30
points = 30 I[ {

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

A flne

Mr. Abid ali*Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 151 of 177

| 151. | Multi Shoe for computer | Local
SR. ] . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S M/S: | Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. KM Pakistan REMARKS
' Local Local Pakistan Fsd

1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1} good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
I'C([Uil'i.‘!ﬂt‘ill
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (80
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) .

2, Experience of the product in the market 20 - ' - o
i) 1-3 vears™ experience (14) 14 1 14 |' 14

| ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16) :5
f iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) 1'
Total points = 50 QI,.lallf}_’lllg 32 32 30 | 32
points = 30 i ‘

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

N '
Ao

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

5 . STAGE: 02 Page 152 of 177
_ L 152. | Needle —Nose Plier | Best Quality j
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S ;
I\-](). | EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd . IZntel‘|}rist Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
Best Quality Local Pakistan Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30 '
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specitications/requirement (8)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specitications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (403
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) ) B
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 J
|) 1-3 years ‘expenf:ncc (14) 11 14 14
i) 4-8 vears’ experience . (16)
| 1i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience _ (20)
Total points = 50 Qualilying 32 32 } 30
points = 30 | |

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i). It 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 svstem.

V:‘“\ Lok

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

5 & STAGE: 02 Page 153 of 177
I 153. | Nitto Tape 18mmx10yard | Local )
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: | Cache
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | OSAKA Pakistan REMARKS
NO. Local l.ocal Pakistan Fsd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (1e)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification ! ;
(Technically rejected) B )
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
|) I-3 vears lcxpcru;nce (14) 14 14 1 14 i
i1) 4-8 vears” experience (16) !
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience | (20) !
Total points = 50 | Qualifying 32 3 | 30 32 1
points = 30 i

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

\L,,_.:D‘& [

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical OfTicer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member) (Chairman)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 154 of 177

: | 154 | One way Socket Hi-Life | Bush Hi-Life or Eq -
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. qu - Emerprisg% Fsd I%nterprises & Co, REMARKS
i Bush Hi-Life Bush i Life Pak Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25) .
requirement ‘
i) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
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) o -
Experience of the product in the market @ i
| 1) I-3 _\r'ezlrs_‘cxperl.ence f (1) 14 14 14
1) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) -
Total points = 50 Ql,lah“\‘mg 32 32 30
points = 30

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

[
Mr. Abid ali'Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

[ 155

| One way Switeh Bush Hi-Life

Page 155 of 177

| Bush Hi-Life or Eq

SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: M.S _
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd [?nterprises & Co. REMARKS
Bush Hi-Life Bush Hi Life Pak Fsd
. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)

| requirement

| iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00) i
does not comply to required specification i
(Technically rejected) \ o ] S I

2, Experience of the product in the market 20 I

|) -3 '\-'ea1's"exper|$3ncc (1) 14 14 14
11) 4-8 years” experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) . - ) B

' Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30

points = 30

NOTE: 1). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). ITa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per vard stick of merit point system.

y N [ o

-”"—‘—-—-’—
Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Chairman)

(Member)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. STAGE: 02 Page 156 of 177
; | 1se. Over load Relay 5°60/70 Am ,180-480 | selindler or Eq" |
s ! AC ‘ ; —
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: ML.S M/S: | Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | Schnicder REMARKS
t Sclindler Imported Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16 18 i
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product o
complies to required ey
specifications/requirements Y
v) Poor quality of the product / product (a0
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) - | ; -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 [
|) l—J‘)-'cars ‘cxpcrlfmce (14) 14 14 14 14
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) [
iii) 9-15 yvear’s (& above) experience (20) L - G
Total points = 50 Ql?ah(_\_’lllg 32 32 30 32
points = 30

NOTE: ). The product / item will be technically rejected it 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.

g o L5

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)



® BID EVALUATION REPORT
il TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL) 4
” STAGE: 02 Page 157 of 177

_ 157. | Paech screw 15x8”,2x8”,2x6”,3,1/3” | Local ]
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: ML.S ] i
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Eptcrpris_es Fsd E:nterprises & Co. REMARKS
Local Local Pakistan Fsd
. 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
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 |
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 r
(Technically rejected) -
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
1) [-3 vears ‘cxpern':nce .(14) 11 14 14
1) 4-8 yvears™ experience - (106)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) | N on
Total points = 50 Ql'lahf}’illg 32 32 30 |
points = 30 [
NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rc_}et_lecl if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
i1). It a product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yvard stick of merit point system.
N [La®
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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 158 of 177

.,. [ 158, | Panna set | Local ]
SR. : M/S: Zahid Khan & MYS: Irshad-ul-Hagqg : M/S: MLS i
oy EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS |C3L :;Sd Il::ltiill)ldli:f‘; lI;sd E::erprises & Co. REMARKS
LOCT LA st 8
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
11} good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ 1 (25) 1
requirement |
ii1) satisfactory & product complies to . 18 18 6
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) | S )
Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 vears experience (14) i 1 14
i1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
L i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20) B
[ Total points = 50 Qlfallf“lmg { 32 32 . 30 '
| points = 30 4| 1

it). 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.

f ot Lo

Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 159 of 177

- I 159, I Piano Holder (Churri Type) | Local or Eq -
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: I Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | KN Pakistan REMARKS
. Local Local Pakistan Fsd
I, 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) |
a requirement 'F
| iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16 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) . o o
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 -
i) I-_a‘.\-r:ars ‘cxpenf:nce (1 14 14 14 14
1i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience (20) B - o
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 | 32 30 32
points = 30 i

NOTE: 1). 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 considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualified as per yard stick of merit point system.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

\

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Lt

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 160 of 177

Piano Holder (Churri Type) Jumbo

+ 160. Holder Local or Eq
| | oRr. B M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/St Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S M/S: I Cache
, EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. KM Pakistan REMARKS
NO - - | Local _ | Local Pakistan | Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality . 30
‘ Evaluation (Product)
| 1) very good & product complies to
- required specifications/requirements (30)
‘ it} good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
‘ requirement
L) sansfactory & product complies to X 18 . 18 16 18
i wecifications/requirement ! (18] |
past experience but product _ _ .
complies tor i I (16) l ,
specifications/requirements _ ! !
| v) Poor quality of the product / product | (00 || i
f t comply to required specification |
the prode tin the market 20 “
ars \u\, ! (14) : 4 | | 14 I
-8 vears® experience {16)
1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 I%‘:::‘:{";% 32 3 30 3

NOTE: 1). 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.

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

(Chairman)

N

S
MF. Abid alt Shabir

Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mrs, Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02

Page 161 of 177

1 161. | Piano one way socket

| K.M or Eq

| M/S: Zahid Khan &

EVALUATION CRITERIA | POINTS Co. Fsd
XM Or Eq
“s past experivnce / Quality
| Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
uirements (30)

114 wood past experience & product

cquired specifications/rey

o g e : 75
complies to required specifications/ | (23)
‘ requirement |
ii1) sntisfactory & product complies to ) 18
red specificdtions/requirement (18)
HEHS
a9y
cificationsfreguirements | _ ‘
- (00)
1 i i I 40 S0 B §
tcomply to required specification ‘
(Tanhmimallv et . 1
(16)
o y
s i = Qualifying l
Total points = 30 v 32

points = 30

Enterprises Fsd

| Loca! Pakistan

32

M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq

M/S: M.S

Enterprises & Co.

Fad

16

30

| M/S: 1 Cache

S Pakistan

32

REMARKS

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

i). 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.

. \1\ f'\\“
Mrs. Shama Nadeem Mr. Abid 4li Shabir

Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02

[ 162 |

Page 162 of 177

Piano one way switch | K.M or Eq

M/S: Zahid Khan &

SR. M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS M/S: | Cache
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS (_:0. Fsd ‘ Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. KM Pakistan REMARKS
- KM OR EQ l.ocal Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

| required specifications/requirements (30)

i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16 18
required specifications/requirement the)
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 -
1) I-3 vears ‘expel'u.:ncg (14) 14 14 14 |4
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) .
i) 9-13 vear’s (& above) experience (20) B
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30 32 j
points = 30 |

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

)

Murs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

N

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Chairman)




BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 163 of 177

| 163. - | Power Plug - | K.MorEq . i

M/S: Zahid Khan &

MYS: Irshad-ul-Hag

M/S: M.S

NOI EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd ‘ Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
: KM OR FQ Local Pakistan Fsd
Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iit) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (13)
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (6]
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification ,
(Technically rejected) o o - i - |
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
1) -3 vears _cxpcr'l?tice (14 14 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears’ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) ) ]
Total points = 50 L 32 32 30
points = 30

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

N [l
Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital FFaisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

STAGE: 02 Page 164 of 177
i 164. I Power Plug Bush Hi-Life ‘ Bush Hi-Life or Eq
M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S ’ Cainnu
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
. Bush Hi-Life Bush Hi Life Pak Fsd
Produet’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)
11} good past experience & product _
complies to required specifications/ (25)
[ requirement : [
iii) satisfactory & product complies to (18) 18 18 16

required specifications/requirement
iv) No past experience but product

complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (0g)
does not comply to required specification |
(Technically rejected) M_F - - |
2. Experience of the product in the market 20 N
|} 1-3 vears -c_\pcrn.:ncc (14) 14 14 1
i) 4-8 years™ experience (16)
1i1) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience @0 B )
| g .
Total points = 50 Qualifying | 32 | 32 30
points = 30 1

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

§ (2
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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

. STAGE: 02 Page 165 of 177
165. ‘ Power Plug Fico ‘ Fico or Eq —‘
SR. | ,’\_US: Zahid Khan & NYS: Irsh:td—ljl—Haq M/S: I\'I.IS . | _ .
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
__]‘\IO FFico or Lg Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
1) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement )
iii) satisfactory & product complies to _ 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required {16)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product L
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) S B ) aod B
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
|} -3 vears s‘:xperif:nce {H} 14 1 14
i) 4-8§ vears™ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) P | S -
Total points = 50 ' Qlfahf“_’_mg 32 32 30
points = 30

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

Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department:
Children IHospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 166 of 177

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.

N

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Mi. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member)

s

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)

B | 166. | PTCL Black Wire | Local
[ SR. { [ M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S : ‘ ]
NO [ EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Local lh:tel:'%))lll::.l :;sd ;Fj:(:erpriscs & Co. REMARKS
* cocal Pakiste !
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30)
i1) good past experience & product i
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ; 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement {1#) 'L
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specilications/requirements _
i, v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
| does not comply to required specification !
' (Technically rejected) B _ - )
2 Experience of the product in the market 20
i) 1-3 vears” experience (14 11 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30




STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 167 of 177

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

[ 167. L Screw driver set large ‘ Best Quality
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS G
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS

2 - BBest Quality Local Pakistan Fsd

ls Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to 3
required specifications/requirements (30) ‘
ii) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement .r
iii) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16 |-
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) B

2 Experience of the product in the market 20 T i -
;} 1-3 _\vears.?e.\'pca'l.encc (14) 14 14 4
1) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)

) i) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) . )
Total points = 50 Ql.mm“‘mg 32 32 30
points = 30

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

M. Abid ali ;}hal}ir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member) {(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 168 of 177

* —
? 168. Star Set | Best Quality i
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd li,nterprises & Co. REMARKS
. BQ Imported Pakistan Fsd
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
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
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
|) ]—.J;\_- C.ars ‘cxpc:‘l.cncc ( H) 14 11 ! 11
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16) _
iii) 9-15 year's (& above) experience | (20) 3 N ’-
Total points = 50 Qualying 32 32 30
points = 30

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

(\\\ [LMQ/
Mr Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member) (Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)



STAGE: 02

BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

Page 169 of 177

169. ‘ Tester ‘ Local “
SR. | MJS: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq M/S: MLS
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd l-Interpris.es Fsd I%ntcrprises & Co. REMARKS
* N _Local Local Pakistan I'sd
l. Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifieations/requirements (30)
i ii) good past experience & product )
' complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
i) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16
required specifications/requirement (18)
iv) No past experience but product _
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (a0
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) B ) : )
2 Experience of the product in the market 20 %

|} 1-3 vears ‘cxper@me (H) 14 11 f 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)

iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20)

. Total points = 30 Ql.mm‘\lmg 32 32 30

: l points = 3(

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 vard stick of merit point system.

\\/,//**\\\ fLs

Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) {Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)
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TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

4 STAGE: 02 Page 170 of 177
: ‘ 170. | Wall Box 4x4” | Local
sk | - M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S | T ]
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
A Local Local Pakistan Fsd
1. Product’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
1) very good & product complies to

required specifications/requirements (30)
| 1i) good past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
ii) satisfactory & product complies to (18) 18 18 16 !

required specifications/requirement
iv) No past experience but product

complies to required (15)
specifications/requirements _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (G0}
does not comply to required specification
) (Technically rejected) o . -
2. Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 yez-n‘s"cxpcn‘cncc (14) 14 11 14
i) 4-8 vears™ experience (16)
iii) 9-15 year’s (& above) experience ) (20) 3 ) :
| -
Total points = 50 | Qualifying 32 32 30
points = 30 |

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

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

N STAGE: 02 Page 171 of 177
. . S * . i
EE | Wall box 5x5” | Local | =t
SR. . M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag NM/S: MLS _
NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd F.nterpi'is_es Fsd EEIItcrprises & Co. REMARKS
. ' L.ocal Local Pakistan Fsd

I 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

| i) satisfactory & product complies to ) 18 18 16

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) B B

2. | Experience of the product in the market 20
|) 1-3 vears Aexpcrlf:nce (l—'}} 14 14 14
ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16)
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - )

Total points = 50 Qualtlying 32 | 3 30
points = 30

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.

<
Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
{(Member)

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Departiment
Children Hospital Faisalabad

{(Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Mem ber)



BiD EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

* STAGE: 02 Page 172 of 177
i 172. | Wire Clump 3/29 | Local | -
SR. | M/S: Zahid Khan & E NUS: Trshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS 1Cc)l‘:ﬂlisd F:t«i:'[lljrlii;zsni;sd E:{:crprises & Co. REMARKS
LOCE Bl ARISLE
l. Produet’s past experience / Quality 30

Evaluation (Product)
i) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements 30)
ii) eood past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement

| iii) satisfactory & product complies to 18 18 16

| required specifications/requirement Cha) )
iv) No past experience but product
complies to required (16)
specifications/requirements
v) Poor quality of the product / product (o [
does not comply to required specification
(Technically rejected) ] )

2, Experience of the product in the market 20 _
|} 1-3 y'ezll'S'_expcrlfrlwe (14) 14 1 14
i) 4-8 yvears™ experience (16)
i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience (20)
Total points = 50 Realitiing 32 3 30
| | points = 30 |

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of pasl 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 yvard stick of merit point system.

g o 1.8

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)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

~ STAGE: 02 Page 173 of 177
_ | 173, | Wire Clump 7/29 | Local N
SR. M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-tiaq M/S: MLS
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
NO. ' Local Local Pakistan Fsd
I 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 16
required specifications/requirement (1)
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 vears’™ experience (14) 14 14 14
ii) 4-8 years™ experience (16)
ii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) - )
Total points = 50 Unalifpne 32 32 30
points = 30
L. = - 5 St

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

y A JLus

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)



STAGE: 02

BID EVADUATION REPORT

TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R ltems (GENERAL)

Page 174 0f 177

N
! ! 174. | Wire Cutter (small+large) | Best Quality i_ ~ - =
SR. : M/S: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hag M/S: M.S
NO. EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
N BOQ Local Pakistan Fsd
I Product’s past experience / Quality 30
Evaluation (Product)
) very good & product complies to
required specifications/requirements (30) !
11) good past experience & product :
| complies to required specifications/ (25) ! 5
i s . s/ _
| requirement | 'i
| i) satisfactory & product complies to | I8 18 16 , {
f required specifications/requirement (18) i
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) | ol
2, Experience of the product in the market 20 '
| |) 1-3 _\»f':;.u ife.x[.)el I.(.:.‘HCC (14) 14 14 E 14 |
| 11) 4-8 vears’ expericnce (16) | |
iii) 9-15 vear’s (& above) experience (20) [ _ l
i |
Total points = 50 Suatibyng 32 32 | 30 |
i points = 30 | J.

NOTE: 1). The product 7 item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience.
it). Ifa product is technically rejected by the TAC. it will not be considered for opening of Financial Bid even qualitied as per vard stick of merit point system.

N [

M. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

{Mem ber) {Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT

y TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
] M & R Items (GENERAL)
¥ STAGE: 02 Page 175 0of 177
4 e
! 175. | Wire Strippers I Best Quality )
SR. : \ » . I\.'US: Zahid Khan & M/S: Irshad-ul-Hagq '.\q'l."S: M.'S :
EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. REMARKS
| NO. I BQ l.ocal Pakistan Fsd
i 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) i ! ;

E requirement 1| [ '

| 1i) satisfactory & product complies to o 18 18 |16

required specifications/requirement (L5

i 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 f

" (Technically rejected) : g

l & Experience of the product in the market 20
I] 1-3 _\.-'em‘s'\experl:ence (14) 1 14 14 |
ii) 4-8 vears” experience (16) | !
i) 9-15 vear's (& above) experience 20) Ly _ | _ |

Total points = 50 Ql_m I_Ij‘\_w e 32 32 30
points = 30

NOTE: 1). 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.

gL b

Mr. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Statistical Officer Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital I'aisalabad

{Member) {Chairman)

Mrs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superiniendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
{Member)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23
Technical Evaluation of products
M & R Items (GENERAL)

- STAGE: 02 . Page 176 of 177
W i | 176. | Wooden Gatti smali | Local | e m
SR . 1 : I ¥-I,rS: Lahid Khan & M/S: Trshad-ul-Hag M/S: MLS . 4
| NO EVALUATION CRITERIA POINTS Co. Fl'sd l-',nterpris?s Fsd E:ntcrprises & Co. REMARKS
R il | Locat Local Pakistan -1 Fsd i
, l. Product’s past expericnce / Quality 30 r
| Evaluation (Product)
i} very good & product complies to i
required specifications/requirements (30) '
i) cood past experience & product
complies to required specifications/ (25)
requirement
iii) satistactory & product complies to 18 18 16 !
required specifications/requirement (5] -; | ;
1v) No past experience but product i [ '
complies to required (16) i
specifications/requirements ! | _
v) Poor quality of the product / product (00)
does not comply to required specification I |
| (Technically rejected) N 8 e pe i i B o 2 i _ B
2. Experience of the product in the market T 20 ! f
|) [-3 vears ‘CX|Z)1;‘1'I1:;.‘1'IC(? (_1%) 14 i1 14 | 5 5
i) 4-8 vears” experience (16) . | | al
Y215 weat s {4 aliove) cuperibnoe L Qo) -. = bl .
Total points = 50 Qlfélllf.\_lng 32 32 30 | ‘ |
points = 30 ! ‘ !
SRR T [ . i i R S P el 3 o el S ORI SE T o U P T

NOTE: i). The product / item will be technically rejected if found of poor quality on the basis of past experience. -
ii). 10 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.

Mrs. Shama Nadeem Ar. Abid ali Shabir Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk
Deputy Nursing Superintendent Statistical Officer Sentor Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Member) {Member) {Chairman)



BID EVALUATION REPORT
TENDERS 2022-23

Technical Evaluation of products
. M & R Items (GENERAL)
e 4 bl STAGE: 02 Page 177 of 177
i AR Al : e ;
> | AT L 26"x20” |
i 177. | Distribution Box. D.P Light 03 Per D.B. Digital Vol Meter 03 Per [2.B. Single Pole Breaker 32 Amp. 06 Per D3 Three Pole !
] | Breaker 100 Amp 01 Per D3 Three Pole Breaker 225 Amp U1 Per D.B With Complete wiring | -
F' SR | M/S: Zahid Khan & | M/S: Irshad-ul-Haq | M/S: M.S M/S: 1 Cache
i "VALUATION CRITERIA POINTS | Co. Fsd Enterprises Fsd Enterprises & Co. | D.P Light REMARKS
NO. Local Fsd Single Pole Breaker
L Product’s past experience / Quality Evaluation 30
(Product) l
i) very good & product complies to required r
specifications/requirements (30)
it) zood past experience & product complies to
required specifications/ requirement (25)
1) Sfu“!sia_ctor_?' & p.roduct complies to required I8 18 16 18
specifications/requirement _
iv) No past experience but product complies to (15)
required specifications/requirements _
! | v) Poor quality of the product / product does not (e [
' l comply to required specification (Technically ; :
f rejected) (00) l,
— i e = o = |
% Experience of the product in the market ! 20 !
i) [-3 years™ experience ' 14)
| CRYSAS SEpeLh ( 14 14 14 14
i) 4-8 years™ experience (16)
1) 9-15 year's (& above) experience (20) )
Qualifving
| Total points = 50 points = 32 32 30 32
,. : 30 |

Mprs. Shama Nadeem

Deputy Nursing Superintendent
Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

P\

Mr. Abid ali Shabir
Statistical Officer

Children Hospital Faisalabad
(Member)

Lt

Dr. Ahmad Umair Virk

Senior Registrar Peads Neurology Department
Children Hospital Faisalabad

(Chairman)




