MINUTES OF MEETING REGARDING REDRESSAL OF GRIEVANCE AGAINST TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT OF MALARIAL

KITS FOR CD & EPC PROGRAM FOR FY 2020-21

Sr. Name of Name of Reason(s) of Rejection Grievance of the Firm Decision of the Committee
Firm Iltem
Authorization letter of foreign principle | The Firm submitted its grievance that it | Mr. Abdul Majeed, representative of
does not specifies the authority to has attached: the firm, attended the meeting. The
submit bid of quoted item to DGHS, 1. Sole Agency Letter bidder has not mentioned brand name
M/S Mian Malaria Punjab, Lahore. 2. Specify authorization letter to on the technical proposal, therefore,
1 Scientific Rapid DG Health Services Punjab WHO/US FDA Prequalification could
Corporation | Diagnostic Lahore. not be verified and the committee
(Pvt) Ltd. Test Kit 3. Undertaking regarding unanimously rejected grievance of
accessories of kits. the firm and the decision of technical
evaluation committee was upheld i.e.
Non-Responsive.
WHO Prequalification not available The Firm submitted its grievance that: Mr. Amir Khan, representative of the
1. Itis WHO Prequalified. firm, attended the meeting. The
2. Its WHO Prequalified Malaria vendor has submitted that the
Malaria Kits are already supplied in respective product is under test
2 M/S Care Rapid DGHS Punjab. review of WHO, however product is
Scientific Diagnostic not WHO Prequalified. The committee
Test Kit unanimously decided to reject the
grievance and the decision of
technical evaluation committee was
upheld i.e. Non-Responsive.
1. 1% Bid Security in hidden. The Firm submitted its grievance that it | Mr. Muhammad Abbas,
2. Undertaking of not convicted | has attached: representative of the firm, attended
by any court of law not 1. 1% Bid Security. the meeting. The vendor has
attached. 2. Undertaking of Convicted by submitted copy of 1% bid security with
3. All undertaking papers are any court of law unhidden amount and the
Malaria not notarized. 3. All undertaking papers undertaking regarding non conviction
M/S Tahir Rapid 4. WHO /US FDA attached by any court of law, however, as the
3 Scientific . . Prequalification not available. 4. WHO/ US FDA Prequalification | bidder has not mentioned brand name
. Diagnostic ! X :
Supplies Test Kit 5. Brand name not mentioned 5. Brand Name Mentioned on on the technical proposal, therefore,
on technical offer. Technical Proposal WHO/US FDA Prequalification could
not be verified and the committee
unanimously rejected grievance of the
firm and the decision of technical
evaluation committee was upheld i.e.
Non-Responsive.
4 M/S A.S Malaria Responsive Firm submitted its grievance against: Mr. Bassam Ahmed, representative of
Enterprises Rapid M/S Tahir Scientific: firm, attended the meeting. As per
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Sr. Name of Name of Reason(s) of Rejection Grievance of the Firm Decision of the Committee
Firm Iltem
Diagnostic 1. Quoted Item is not registered | Government of Pakistan, Ministry of
Test Kit with DRAP. Health Services, Regulation and
2. Company do not have | Coordination, DRAP S.R.O. No.
Establishment Registration. 526(1)2021, Dated: 30.04.2021,
3. Undertaking of convicted by | medical devices were exempted from
any court of law is not attached. | enlistment, therefore, requirement for
enlistment was decided to be not
applicable for all participants,
moreover, company’s establishment
registration certificate with DRAP was
checked and found valid, moreover,
the undertaking regarding non
conviction by any court of law was
checked and found acceptable.
Therefore, the grievance of A.S
Enterprises was unanimously
rejected by the committee.
M/S Zedco: Sole agency certificate of M/S Zedco
1. Company is not sole agent of | was duly verified and checked in the
foreign manufacturer & does | respective bid which was found valid,
not have valid Sole Agency | Hence, committee  unanimously
Agreement which can be | rejected the grievance.
confirmed by other Institutions.
M/S Mian Scientific: Brand name of the item was not
1. Quoted product is neither WHO | mentioned on technical proposal.
prequalified nor US FDA | Hence, WHO/ us FDA
approved. prequalification could not be verified
and the committee unanimously
accepted the grievance.
1. The specifications of quoted | Firm submitted its grievance that: The specifications mentioned on the
product is not mentioned on 1. Specification of quoted | technical proposal were checked by
Technical Proposal. product are already | the committee which were found
Malaria 2. Undertaking of convicted by mentioned in Technical | satisfactory as per bidding document.
5 M/S Zedco _Rapid _ drug court. 3 Proposal._ _ Undertaking regarding non conviction
Diagnostic 3. Sole agent certificate of 2. Undertaking regarding non | by any court of law was checked and
Test Kit foreign principal for the conviction by any court of | found acceptable by the committee.
guoted item is missing. law is attached. Moreover, sole authorization of the
3. Sole agency certificate of | bidder was checked and was found

Abbott Korea is attached.

valid. Hence, the committee
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Sr.

Name of
Firm

Name of
Item

Reason(s) of Rejection

Grievance of the Firm

Decision of the Committee

unanimously accepted the grievance
and declared the firm Responsive.

Firm submitted its grievance against;
M/S A.S Enterprises that:

1.

2.

Brand Standard Q is not
enlisted from DRAP.

If Product is not enlisted by
DRAP, how can it submit
affidavit regarding Product
labeling and packaging is in
accordance with Medical
Device Rules.

Brand Standard Q Sensitivity is
less than 95%. Kit insert
Attached.

As the enlistment of the product with
DRAP was found not applicable by
the committee. Moreover, the
sensitivity of the kit was verified from
Broacher attached in respective bid,
which was found to be satisfactory.
Hence the committee unanimously
Rejected the grievance.
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