
r\

n-
Dy: Comdtl FRP Pcshawa!

(Member)
Dy: Comdt ite F

ember)
DIG (Admin) Investi CPO Peshawar

(Chairman)
war

m

EVALUATION PARAMETERS
v NAME OF FIRT'!{S

MS Nishrt lvlills MS Work Links
MS Occerns

Trrdc Entcrprs
MS Chir.gh Din

& Sons

tlard Specification t0

Compliarce with tender manual 5 5 5 5 5

Brochures of quoted models attached 0 5 5

Support Capabititics IO

After Sale Service (Wananty) 6 0 6 6 6

List of support Team 2 0 2 2

List of Services Centers 7 0 2 2 2

Financial Capabilities l0
Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts of the firm l
Company history in the business l l
AffidaviVundenaking that the firm never been black listed 4 4 4 4

Relev!nt Experience l0
Minimum three work orders for the supply ofthe quoted hardware / equipment
(Preferably in govemment organizations)

10 l0 10 l0

Stand.rdizrtion / Proximity of sample to rcquircd standards Demonstration
/ Test / Triel etc

60 60 0

TOTAL MARKS 100 E5 100 32 100

REMARKS (IF ANY) A5
Sample not

Drovided

SP Peshawar

-

,/

TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR TRAFFIC COMPLETE UNIFORM (1S,OOO-PAIRS FROM TRAFFIC.TRAINING FUND)

The Committoe evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as bclow:-

5 5

2

2

60 60



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR ANKLE BOOTS (s,OOO.PAIRS FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Iechnical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

SP

G
r

Peshawar
r)

Dy; Comdt: FRP Peshawar
(Member)

Dy: Comdt: Elite Force Peshawar
(Member)

DIG (Admin) Peshawar
(Chairman)

NAME OF FIRMS

MS Baraka l,ogistics MS Firha! Foot Wear

EVALUATION PARAMETERS

MS Askari Shoe Project

Hrrd Specificstion IO

Compliance with tender manual 5 5 5 5

5Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5

Support Capabilities l0
After Sale Service (Waranty) 6 06 6

List ofsupport Team 0

List of Services Centers 2 2 3 0

Financial Capabilities l0
3Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm 3 l 3

lCompany history in the business l l 3

AffidaviVundertaking that the firm never beerl black listed 4 4 4 4

Relevant Expericnce l0
Minimum tkee work orders for the supply ofthe quoted hardwarc /
equipment (Preferably in govemment organizations)

l0 l0 l0

Standardization / Proximity ofsample to required st ndards
Demonstr.tion / Test / Trill etc

60 60 22 60

TOTAL MARKS 100 57 90

/..\ Rf,MARKS OF ANY)

0

2 2 2

l0

100

I



o TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR BLUE JERSEY (5,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms panicipated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as belowi

SP (H shawar Dv: Comdt shawar f)v: Comdt Fo Pes DIG (Admin) Inv gal ion, CPO Peshawar
()Iember) ember) (Chairman)

)

be

6

NAME OF FIRMS
EVALUATION PAR{METf,RS

Id MS Askrri
Woolen Mills

MS S&S
Corp.

MS Saleem

Trsding Corp.
MS JP Tradc

Systcm

MS Trede
Line Corp.

Hard Specificetioo l0

5 5 5Compliance with lender manua.l 5 5 5

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5 5 5 5 5

Support Capabilities l0
(i 6 6 6 6 6After Sale Service (Warranty)

2 2 2List ofsupport Team 2 2 2 ).

List of Services Centers 1 2 2 ) 2 2

Finencial Capabilities l0
Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm l 3

.l l l l 3Company history in the business

Affidaviy'undertaking that the firm never becn black listed 1 I I I
Relevant Experi€nce l0
Minimum thrce work orden for the supply of the quoted hardware /
equipment (Preferably in govemmcnt organizations)

l0 IO l0 7 LO LO

Stendrrdizatioo / Proximity ofsemple to r€quir€d stenderds
Dcmonstration / Test / Triel etc

60 0 60 0 60

TOTAL MARKS 100 100 10 31 100 9l

A Sample rejected Al2 Sample not
provided

AllSample not
provided

MS Work Linll

5

60 0

10

-------r-----



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR YELLOW WINTER JACKET (5,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Comminee evaiuated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

SP 'eshawar

)
Dy: Comdt Peshawar Dy: Comdt itc

(Member)
eshawar DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawar

(Chairman)(Member)

(

NAMf, OF FIRMS
EVALUi\TION PARAVIETIRS

I
MS Srleem

Tr!ding Corp.
MS Occesns

Trrd. Eot.rprs
MS JP Tred€

Systcm

MS'rride l,ire
Corp.

MS Haroon &
Brothors

Herd Specification l0

Compliance with tender manual j j j

Brochures of quoted models attached ) ) 5 5 j 5

Support Capabilities

6 6 6 6After Sale Service (wananty) 6

List ofsupport Team 2 2 2 2 2 2

List ofServices Centers 2 2 7 2 ) 2

Finencial Crpebilities l0

Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts oflhe firm

Company history in the business

Affidavirundertaking that the firm never been black listed 4 4 4

Relevant Erp.rience l0

Minimum three work orders for the supply of the quoted hardware

/ equipment (Preferably in goveroment organizations)
t0 l0 l0 {) t0

60
Standardization / Prorimity ofsampk to rrquired staodards
Demonstrrtion / Test / Triel etc

60 60 60 0 0 60

TOTAL }IARKS 100 100 100 l0 l0 100

Sample not
provided

A15REMARXS OF ANY) Al6 Sample rejected

o
MS Work Link

)
l0

2

2

l l

IO

9J



a TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR SOCKS (T5,OOO.PAIRS FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as belowr

tr1
SP (H Dy: Comdt shawar l)v: Co lite Peshawar DIG (Admin) Invest n. CPO Peshawar

ber) (Member) (Member) (Cha irman)

$

NAME OF FTRMS
EVALUATION PART\METf, RS MS Aikrri

Woolen }Iills
MS Salerm

Trrdinq Corp
MS AI-Meezen

Trsdcrs
MS Occeans

Trrde Enterprs
MS JP Trade

Systcm

MS Trade
Line Corp.

Herd Specification r0

Compiiance with tender manual 5 ) 5 j

Brochues ofquoted models attached j j ) ) j 5 j

Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Service (waranty) 6 6 6 6 6 6 6

List ofsuppon Team 2 0 1 1 2 )
List of Sewices Cmters 2 2 22 2 1 2.

FiIancial Capabilities l0

Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts oflhe firm l 0

Company history in the business l
Affidavit/undertaking that the firm never been black Lsted 4 4 4 4 I
R.levrnt Erperience l0

Minimum three work orders for lhe supply ofthe quoted hardware
/ equipment (Preferably in governftent organizations)

l0 l0 10 3 0 6 t0

Standardizrtion / Proximity ofsrmpl€ to required standsrds
Demonstration / Test / Trial etc

60 0 0 0

TOTAL }IARKS 100 l8 .10 JO l6 t0

Sampie rejZted
Sample
rejected

RE}IARKS (IF ANY) Sample rejected Sample rejected Sample rejected

,--"'--

6
I

2

0 0 60

90

m

T_---l



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR SUMMER JACKET (15,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Repon is depicted as below:-

sP( shawar Dy: Comdt: F Peshawar
(Member)

Dv ite
emb

DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)

0

NAME OF |IRMS
EVALUATION PAR{METERS

r
E

MS Work
Lin k!

MS S&S
Corp.

MS Heroon
& Brothers

MS Srl..m
Trrdine CorD.

MS Occeens

Tradr f,nlerprs
MS JP Trrde

System

MS Tride
Line Corp.

Hard Specification l0
Compliance with tender manual j ) j 5 j j j

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 j j5 5 -i

Support CapAbilitirs t0

After Sale Service (warranty) 6 6 6 6 6 6

List ofsuppon Team 2 2 2 1 2 ) 2 2

Llst ofServices Centers 2 ) 2 2 7 2 2

Financiel CApabilities l0

Amual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm l
Company history in lhe business l l
Aflidavit/undcnaking that the firm never been black listed l I ,l ,l

Relevanl Erperience l0
Minimum tkee work orders for the supply of the quoted hardware /
equipment (Preferably in govemmcnt organizations)

10 l0 6 l0 l0 l0 l

Stenderdization / Proximity ofsample to rrquired stsnderds
Demonstration / Test / Trial etc

6{) 0 60 60 0 0

TOTAL MARKS 100 .10 36 {0 100 93 40 J]

REMARKS (IF ANY)
Sample

rejec!ed

Sample not
provided

Sample

rejected
A20 A2l Sample rejected

Sa.rnple

rejected

a
@

6

2

3

l

0 0

tttt

I



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR RAIN COATS (5,()()O-FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-
g

SP awar Dy: Comdt: FRP Peshawar
(Member)

Dy: Comdt:
(

F DIC (Admin) lnvestigation, CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)r) }Iember)

EVALTIATTO]\i PARAMETERS
MS Work

Liok
MS SS

Corporrtion
MS Awen
Trrdcrs

MS JP Tredr
System

MS Salccm

Trrdirq Corp.
MS Occt8ns

TrNde Entrrprs
MS Tred. Lin.

Corp.
llerd Specification IO

j 5 5Compliance with tender manual 5 5 j

Brochurcs of quoted models attached j ) j i 5 5

Support Capebilities l0

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6 (, 6 (,

List ofsupport Team 2 2 22 ). 2 2

List of Services Centers 2 2 2. 7 2 ) 2 2

t0Financial Capabilities

fuxlud Tum Over/Auditabl€ Accounts ofthe firm l
Company history in the business l l l

I 4Affidavit/underkking that the firm never been black listed l .1 l 4 4 ,l

Rel€vaot Experience l0

4
Vinimum three work orders for the supply of the quoted hardware
/ equipmcnt (Preferably in govemment organizations)

10 IO 1 l0 10 0

StendrrdizatioIl / Proximity ofsample to required stendards
Demonstration / Tast / Trialctc 0 0 60 60 60 0 0

l0 3,1TOTAL }IARKS t00 {0 J1 100 100 91

Sample rejectedREMARKS (IF ANY)
Sample not
provided

Sample not
provided

A22 A2i A24 Sample rejected

NAMI.] OF FIRMS

5 5

6

2

3 3

I



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR P-CAPS (IO,()OO-FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Repon is depicted as below:-

NAME OF FIRMS
EVALUATION PARAMDTERS

t
MS wo;k

Lin ks

MS Selecm v
Tredine CorD.

MS Al-Meez.fl
Trsders -

MS Occc.ns Tridc
Entcrpri!.s

}TS

6

2

2

Hrrd Specificrtion 10

Compliance with tender manual ) 5 5 5 5 5

Brochures of quoted rnodels anached j 5 ) 5 5

Support Cepebilities l0
After Sale Service (Warrarty) 6 6 6 6 6 6

List of support Tcam 2 1 2 2 2 2

List of Services Centers 2 0 2 2

Financial Cepabilities

Annual Turn Over/Auditable Accounts ofrhe lirm l 3 0

lCompany history in the business l
Affidavit/unde(aking that the firm never been black listed 4 4 4 4

RGlevsnt ExperieIce
Mrnimum three work o(ders for the supply ofthe quoted hardware /
equipment (Preferably in government organizations)

IO IO l0 2 0 0 0

Stendardization / Proximity ofsample to rrquired stendrrds
Dcmonstrrtion /Tcst / Trirl ctc

60 60 60 60 ocl 0 d 6

TO'TAL MARKS r00 r00 100 87 30 l0 9

REMARKS OF ANY) Sample oot providcd
Sempl€ not
provided

\
SP (H shawar l)v: Comdt: FRP eshawar

(Member)
or,.","$?l:fP* DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawar

(Chairman)

MS JP rrrJi
System

2 2

r0

10

f----T_-----

f----r-----

tTI

EI

s

t

I

l

I



f5. tl
TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR JUNGLE CAPS (s,OOO.FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Commiftee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Repon is dcpictcd as below:-

SP (HQ shawar Dy: Comdt: FRP Peshawar
(M€mber)

Dy: Comdt: Eli rce DIG (Admin) In stigation, CPO Peshawar
(!Iem (Chairman)m

0

NAME OF FIRNIS

MS Work
Links

MS S.le.m
Trrding Corp

MS Al-Mecz.n
Trrders

MS JP Trrde
Systcm

EVALUATION PAR4METERS
I

iVIS Occesns Tredc
Enterprises

MS Trrde Lin.
Corp

ttard Sp€cificrtion l)

5Compliance with tender manual 5 5 5 5

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5 5 l 5 5

Support Capabilities l0

Aftcr Sale Servic€ (Warranty) 6 6 6 6 6

) 2List ofsupport Team 2 2 2 2 2

List of Services Centers 2 0 2. 1 2

Financiel Cepebilities t0

Annua] Tum Over/Auditable Accounts oflhe firm l 3 0 :l

Company hislory h thc business 3

.l 4Affidavil,/undertaking that the firft never been black Iisted ,1 4 1 .1 -1

Relevant Experience 10

Minimum three work orders for the supply oflhe quorcd hardware /
equipment (Preferably in government organizations)

IO l0 t0 2 0 (l l)

60 0 0 60
Stendrrdization / Proximity ofsample to required stendards
Demonstration / Trst /Trisl etc

60

l0 90r()1.\1. )I\RKS 100 r00 100 li7 l0

RE}IARKS (IF A\}J A25 A26 A27 Sample not provided
Samplc not

provid€d
.\28

5 5

6

2 2

l

60

r



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR WHITE ANKLET (TO,OOO.FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Differenl firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Repon is depicted as belowr

SP (H eshawar Dv: Comdt shawar te Fo

to

tI
t

0

Dv DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)(Member) ember)

NAME OF T'IRMS VEVALUATION PARAMETERS
I

MS Srleem TreAing
Corp.

MS Occeens TrrAe
Enterprises

MS JP Trede
MS Trade Linc Corp

MS Haroon &
Brothers

Hard Specification l0
Compliance with tender rnaoual s 5 5 5 l

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5 5 5

Support Capebilities I0

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6 6 6 6 6

2 2 2 2List ofsuppon Team 2

List of Services Centers 2 2 2 2 2 2

Firanriel Capabilities

Amual Tum Over/Audilable Accounts ofthe fim l 3 3

Company history in the business 3 3

Aflidavit/undcnaking that the firm ncvcr b€en black listed 4 1

R€levant Experience l0
Minimum tlrce work orders for the supply of the quoted hardware /
equipm€nt (Preferably in govemment orgaflizations)

l0 10 0 z IO0

Strndardizstion / Proximity ofsample to required standards
Demonstrrtioo / l est / Trial ctc

6t) 60 60 0 0 60

TOTAL MARKS 100 100 90 30 J2

Sample rTigfoREMARKS OF ANY)
Sempk not
provided

ll

)

l0

3 33

100

T



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR POLICE PASBAN (s,OOO.FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:- Ct t1
NAME OF FTRMS

EVALLATION PAR4METERS
I

: MS Saleem Trading Corp. MS,IP Tradc Systcm MS Trade Lioe Corp

Hard Specification 10

Compliance with tender manual 5 5

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5 5 )

Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Service (Wananty) 6 6 6

List ofsuppon Team 2 2 1 ).

List of Servic€s Cmters 2 2 2

FinanciAl Cipabilities IO

Ainual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts oflhe firm l
Company history in the business l
Affidavirunde(aking that the flrm never been black listed 4 ,1 1

Relcvant Experience t0
Minimum three work orders for the supply ofthe quoted hardware /
cquipm€nt (Preferably in governrnent organizations)

l0 l0 l0 z

Standardization / Proximity ofsample to required stindrrds
Demodstrstion / Test/Trisl etc

60 60 60 oa
TOTAL NlARKS 100 t00 100 32

R[MARKS (IF ANY) -,/ ,/ SamPlc rcjccted

SP( Peshawar Dy: Comdt: FRP Peshawar
(Member)

Dy: Comdt ite F

ember)
DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawar

(Chairman)
!! ar

11

Jr



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR WHITE SCARF (TO,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Comminee evaluated the item. Different firms panicipated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

at
SP( Dy: Comdt: FRP Peshawar

(Member)
Dy: Comd DrG ( in) Inve ion. CPO Peshawar

mber) (Chairman)

5

Peshawar
rJ

li Fo P awat
m

NAME OF FIRNIS
EVALUATION PAR,{METERS MS Work

Lin ks

MS Srl.Em
Tradinq Corp.

MS Al-Meezrn
Tredcrs

MS Occrans
Trade Enterprs

!'lS JP Tradr
Systtm

MS Trede
Line Corp.

Hard Specification 10

Compliance with tender manual j 5 5 5 j 5 j

Brochures of quoted models attached l )

Support Capabilities 10

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6 6 6 6 6 6

1 2 7 1List of suppon Team 2

List of Services Centers 2 ) 2 0 2 2 1

Financial Capebilities l0

Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm 0 l
Company history in the busrness l
Affidavit/undertaking that the firm never been black listed 4 4 1 4

Relcvant Experience t0
Minimum tkee work orders for the supply of the quoted hardwarc /
cquipment (Preferably in government organizations)

i0 t0 0 2 2 0

Standardization / Proximity ofsample to r€quir€d standsrds
Demonstrrtion / Test / Trielctc

60 0 0 0 0 0

TOTAL MARKS 100 10 l0 2'1 J()32 32

RE}IARKS (IF ANY) Samples rejected being sub-standard

0

I

2

0

ttl

I ----t



'(
TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR WHITE GLOVES (10000-PAIRS FROM TRAFFTC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

Dv: Comdt: hawar Dy: Comdt lte rce Pe
emb (Member) mb

/3

haPes DIG (Admin) Investigation, CPO Peshawa.r
(Chairman)

"7

NAMI' OF FTRMS
EVALUATION PARAMETERS MS Srleem

Trrding Corp.
MS Occeans

Trade Ent€rprs
MS JP Trfldr MS Awln

Trrdcrs
MS Trid.
Linc Corp.

MS ECO
Sense

MS Askri
Woollen Mills

Herd Specilicrtion l0

Complialce with tender manual j ) j j 5

Brochures of quoted models attached ) j 5 5 5

Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6

List ofsupport Team 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0

List of SeMces Centers 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Financiel Ceprbilities l0

Ainual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm

Compary history in d1e business

Aflidavivundertaking that the firm never been black listed 4 ,l .l 4 I
Relevant Experience 10

Minimum three work orders for the supply oithe qlroted hardware
/ equipment (Preferably in government organizations)

l0 l0 0 l0 l0 0 0 l0

Strnderdization / Prorimity ofsamplc to required stsndrrds
Dcmonstration / Tcst / Trisl etc

60 0 rl 0 0 0

TOTAL }IARKS 100 10 30 {0 .10 l0 t27 J8

REMARKS (IF ANY) Samples rcjected being

6

0

0 0

tt



NAME OF FIRMS
EVALUATION PARAMETERS

MS Ssleem Trading Corp. MS JP Trrde System MS Trade Line Corp.

Hard Specificetion t0

Compliance with tendcr manual 5 5 j

Brochures of quoted models attached j :
Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Servlce (Warranty)

List ofsuppo( T€am ) 2 2

List of Services Centcrs l
Financial Caprbilities l0

Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts of t-he firm l
Company history in the business l
Affidavi/undenaking fiat tle firm never been black listed .1 I ,1

Relevent Experience l0

Minimum three work orders for the supply of the quoted hardware
/ equipment (Preferably in govemment organizations)

l0 l0 6 0

StendArdizrtiol / Proximity ofsample to requir€d standards
Demonstrrtion / T€st / Trisl etc

60 60 0 60

TOTAL }IARKS r00 r00 l6 90

REMARKS (IF ANY) Sample not provid€d

TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR PAKISTAN FLAG (5,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Comminee evaluated the item. Different fi.ms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

SP Pesharvar Dy: Comdt: F Peshawar Dy: Comdt lte DIG (Admin

@

nvestigation, CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)(Member) em

rce P

I

2



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR WARDEN POLICE STAR GOLDEN (I,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as belowi

SP (H

)

Dy: Co dtm Dy: Comdt: I'o
(Me ber)

DIG (Admin) Investi ion, CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)ber) (Member)

"yt

NAMI.] Of IIIRMS
OVALUATION PARAMETERS

I

MS Ssleem Trading Corp. MS.rP Trade Sv\hm

Hard Specification t0

Compliance with tender manual j
:)-

Brochures of quoted models attached 5

Support Capsbiliti€s l0

After Sale Servic€ (Warranty) I t,

List of suppon Team 1 2

List of Services Centers 1 z

Finenci!l Cepebilities l0

Amual Tum Over/Auditable Accounls ofthe firm l l
Company history in the business

Affidavit/uDdenaking that the firm never been black listed I .1 4

Relevant Experience l0

Minimum three work orders for lhe supply oflhe quoted hardware
/ equipmcnt (Preferably in government organizations)

l0 l0 10

Standardization / Proximity ofsamph to required standards
Dcmonstrrtion / Test /Trial atc

60 60 w
TOTAL MT\RKS 100 100 100

RE}IARKS (IF ANY)

Pesh

I

,-t'---

5

60



TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR WHISTLE WITH HDORI (1,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Committee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as belowi

SP (H eshawar Dy t: Elit Peshawar

d

As

})
Dy: Comdt: FRP Peshawar

(Member) (Mem
DIG (Admi Investigation,

(Chairman)

^b

NAME OF FIRMS
EVALUATION PARAMETERS I

MS Srle.m Trrding
CorP.

MS Occe.ns Trrde
Eoterprs

MS JP Trrde
System

MS Trrdc Lin.
CorP.

MS Al-Mcczen
Trrder!

Hrrd Specificstion r0

Compliance with tender manual ) 5 5 j 5 5

Brochures of quoted models attached t 5 5 5

Support Cepsbilitics r0

After Sale Sewic! (Wananty) (. 6 6 6 6

List ofsupport Team ) 2 ) 22

List ofServices Centers 2 2 2 2 2 2

Fin3ncial Capabilities l0

l l 0Annual Tum Over/AuditabLe Accounts ofthe firm l l
Compary history in the business

Affidavit/undertaking that the firm never bem black listcd 1 .1 l I
Relevant Experience IO

Minimum thle€ work orders for the supply ofthe quoled hardware
/ equipment (Prefe.ably in government organrzations)

IO l0 0 6

Strnderdiz3tion / Prorimity ofsrmplc to rrquir.d standsrd!
Demonstrrtio[ / Test / Trirl etc

60 60v 0 0 0 60 ,.t

TOTAL }IARKS 100 100 J() l6 ll 90

REMARKS (IF ANY) Sample reJected Sample not provided Sample not provided

orce

\

5



0

TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR CCP BADGE (2,OOO FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

The Commiftee evaluated the item. Different firms participated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as below:-

SP eshawar Dy: Comdt: Dv: C lite DIG (Ad ITI n) inves

t7

tion, CPO Peshawar
\I be ()Iember) (Memb (Chairman)

NAME OT' FIRMS
EVALUATION PARAVIETF,RS

MS Selecm Treding,''
Corp. J MS JP Trrdc Syst.m MS Trede Line Corp. MS Al-Me€zan Traders

Hard Specification 10

Complianc€ with tender manual 5 l )

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 5 5 5

Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6

List ofsuppon Tearn 2 2 2 2 2

List of Services Centers ) 2 ).

Financial Capabilities 10

AnnualTum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe firm 3 0

Company history in the business

Aflidavirundertaking tira! the firm never been black listed I 4 I 44

RrlevaIt Exparienc0 I(]

Minimum three work orders for the supply ofthe quoted hardware
/ equipment (Preferably in govemment organizatlons)

10 l0 IO 0 l

Standerdizrtion / Proximity ofsrmpl. to rcquired strndrrds
Demonstrstion /Test / Trial rtc

60 6L) 60

TOTAL MARKS 100 100 10 90 l0

,--fl{.{TARKS (rF ANY) Sample not provided Sample relected

-)'

V

5

6

0 0



JL
(?D

TECHNICAL EVALUATON REPORT FOR CITY TRAFFIC POLICE BADGE (2,O()O FROM TRAFFIC TRAINING FUND)

Ihe Committee evaluated the item. Different firms pa(icipated in the bid. Technical Evaluation Report is depicted as belorv:-

SP( eshawar Dy: Comdt: Peshawar Dy: Co lite rce
be (Member) em

DIG (Admin) Investigation. CPO Peshawar
(Chairman)

r-
@'

NAME OF FIRMS
EVALIIATION PARAMI.]TERS

MS Seleern Treding Cdrp MS Trade Linc Corp.

Hard Specification Il)

Compliance with tcnder manual j 5

Brochures of quoted models attached 5 ) 5

Support Capabilities l0

After Sale Service (Warranty) 6 6

List ofsuppo( Team 2 ).

List of Services Cenlers 2 2 )
Financial Capabilities l0

Annual Tum Over/Auditable Accounts ofthe fiIm

Company history rn thc business

Affidavit/unde(aking that the firm never been black lisled 4 4

Relevent Experirnce I()

Minimum three work orders for the supply ofthe qlroted hardware
/ equipment (Preferably in govemment organizations)

I() l0 10 0

Standardization / Prorimity of sample to required stsnderds
Demonstr!tio, / Tast / Trirl etc

60 0 60

TOl'At, MARKS 10 90

REMARKS (IT ANY) Sample rcjected

MS JP Tradc System

2

60

100 100


