MINUTES OF MEETING OF GREVANCES COMMITTEE FOR THE R
SCRUTINY OF TENDER FOR THE PLACEMENT OF BRAND NEW 02 NOS. FULL
FOR THE YEAR 2023-24 MEETING HELD ON 14-07-2023 AT 09:30 AM IN THE MEETING ROOM OF P

EDRESSAL OF GREVANCES OF FIRM AGAINST THE TECHNICAL
YAUTOMATED COAGULATION ANALYZER ON REAGENT RENTAL BASIS

URCHASE CELL OMC BAHAWALPUR

The Meeting started with recitation from Holy Quran. The proceedings were started as per agenda. And decision was made as under:-

Agenda of the meeting as under:-

Decision

jm... #

Name of Firm

Decision of TAC

Grievances

The committee securitized the record and discussed the

M/S Popular
International Multan

Not Eligible

Not Relevant History

The Relevant A.A.Ts, P.Os, installation report
and performance certificates were attached with

technical bids

matter in details with end user and representative of the
firm. The committee ask the end user and representative
of firm to make evaluation of the equipment /

Instrument on 18-07-2023
As per evaluation report of the equipment / Instrument.

The committee rejected the firm presentation and
upheld the decision of technical advisory committee.

The committee scrutinized the record and discussed the

(2]

M/S Martin Dow
Lahore

Not Eligible

Not Relevant History

We are the authorized distributer of STAGO
Diagnostic France and we have quoted the latest
model as per TAC Required

The copy of QC were attached with technical bid
and again going to submitted for review

Pleaded against M/S A.M Sale & Service that
M/S A.M Sale lacks a valid authorization from
the manufacturer

They quoted and old model that is off —sleet and
discontinued by the manufacturer. The Compact
Max, being a DOS- based system, cannot fulfill
the latest requirement outlined in your tender

matter in details:-
The committee rechecked the authority letter provided

by M/S A.M Sale & Service and M/S Martin Dow. The
committee found that authority letter provided by M/S
A.M Sale & Service was embassy verified, while the
authority letter of M/S Martin Dow was not embassy
verified. The committee asked the M/S Martin Dow to
submit embassy verified authority letter within 10 day.
The firm failed to submit the embassy verified authority
letter, hence the committee rejected the firm
presentation and upheld the decision of technical

advisory committee
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M/S BioMadics
Karachi

\ Not Eligible

The firm submitted the grievance al] the
relevant document Were provided with the
bid Request for re-consideration

The committee scrutinized the record and discussed the
\ Not Relevant History

Matter in details with end user, and As per €Xpert opinion of “
end user the committee rejected the firm Presentation and _
|

upheld the decision of technica] advisory committee,




