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I'he Mecting started with recitation from Holy Quran. The proceedings were started us per agenda. And decision was made as inder--

Agenda of the mecting as under:-
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Non provision of Medical
Registration certificate MDR,
Quality certificate QC and Sample
Rejected by end user

requested for reconsideration

observed that-

2.

The Firm did not have Medical
Registration certificate MDR

The Firm did not provide valid Quality

Certificate QC.
The firm was asked 1o conduct re-

evaluation of sample on dated 02-08-
2025 vide letier No.947 dated 30-07-

2025

The firm was absent on given date &
time for conduction of re-evaluation

The committee rejected the firm

presentation and upheld the decision of
Technically Advisory Committee TAC.

Sr.# | Name of Firm _ LOTs # Decision of TAC Grievances Decision
1. M/S Meximp L2101,114,1158, Mot Eligible due to:- The firm submitted Grievance The committee securitized the record and
Technologics Karachi 116, 11810 124 I. Non provision of tumover | presentation along with relevant | discussed the matter in detalls, as the firm
126 to 142 of FBR Document requested for provided |
144, 14610 152 for 03 year reconsideration 1. FBR Documents for annual revenue for
last 3 year _
2. Non Provision of Business 2. Purchuse arders of quoted product
History B/H The committee accepted the firm document and
declared firm responsive for items 7
LZIL 114,115,116, 118w 124
126 10 142, 144, 14610 152 _
Z; M/S Pharm Canada 45,91 w0 101 Not Eligible due to:- The firm submitted Grievance The committee securitized the record and _
Lahore I, Non provision of tumover | presentation along with relevant | discussed the matter in details with end user und
of FBR for 03 year document requested for representative of the firm, The committee derided
2. Non Provision of Business | reconsideration to uccept the document and decided to re-cvalue
History B/H the sample provided GRC meeting and ask 15
3. Non provision of sample end user and representative of firm to make 1y
re-cvaluation.
As per re-cvaluation report by end user, the
committee accepted the firm presentation and
declured the firm responsive for ltems No.43, 91
to 101 I
3. Popular International 185 & 186 Not Eligible due to:- The firm submitted Grievance, The commiltee securitized the record and |
Multan re-evaluation of sample & discussed the matter in details the committee .
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M/S Meditee Instrument

Co. Lahore

M/S Gulf Marketing

§5.%6,87 & 88

Eligible

1. The firm has quoted against
Lot No.85, Reagent for
ABG Analyzer and did not
quoted remaining 3
Relevant Lot No. 86 Daily
Cleaner -87 Capillaries &
88 Paper Roll

2. M/S AM Sale & Service
has not mentioned pack size
as, it has multiple pack size
available in market.

M/S Meditec Instrument Co.
Lahore pleaded against
I. M/SA M Sale & service
Multan has participated
one Lot No .85 ant neither

partcipate for odher 3 items
Lot No, 86, 87 & &8,

ta

AM Sale & service Multan
that M/S AM Sale has no
mentioned their pack sive
of quoted ftems, as they
have multiple pack sizes
available in market and on
their website also, and the
tests per pack varies with
il Whereas at other end our
product has only one pack

RIAC,

The committee securitized the record and
discussed the matter in details. The
Representative of M/S AM Sale & Service was
absent vn scheduled date & time

The committee decided 10 re advertized the 1ot
MNo. 85, 86,87 & B8 for fuir, healthy competition
& wellare of paticnts,

Inlermational Rwp

M/S Mian Scientific FSD

Not Eligible due 10:-
1. Non provision of Medical

Registration certificate
MDR

The firm submitted
Grievance presentation along
with relevant document
requested for reconsideration

The committee securitized the record and _
discussed the matter in details with end user and

representative of the firm. The committee decided |
to necepted the firm document and declared firm __
responsive or items

_
No.14,28,32,33,34,35,36,19,40,41 42,7273

The committee decided to re-evalusie the sample _
and ask the end user and representative of firm to
make this re-cvaluation for items No. 33 As per
re-evaluation report by end user, the commitiee |
accepted the lirm presentation and decaled the
firm responsive for ltems No.33 _

2. ltems No, 33 HCV Device | Firm requested for re-evaluation
Sample Rejected by end of Sample
user
Mot Eligible due 1o Firm Submitied Grievance along
sample not provided with sample Requested for
59 EDTA Vial reconsideration
60 Sodium Citrate
Not Eligible due to Firm Submitted Gricvance along
sample Rejected with sample Requested for
61 Clot Activator Tube reconsideration
63 Gel Tube

Not Eligible due to not evaluate
sample on given date
70 Trop | HS

Firm Submitted Grievance and

requested for evaluation

The commiltee securitized the record and
discussed the matter in details with end user and |
representative of the firm.

The committee decided 10 re advertized the Lot
No. 39, 60,61 & 63 for fair, healthy competition
& welfare of patients,

and the item no 70 upheld the decision of
technical advisory commitiee,
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| M/S BQ Pharma &

Lid Peshawar

Me3dical devices Pyl

S9 EDTA Vial

00 Sodium Citrate
61 Clot Activato
tube

63 Gel Tube

i |

Not Eligible due to

Sample Rejected by
end user

Incomplete Finaneinl
Turnaover

I,

Flrm Submitted
Girievance and requested
lor reconsideration for
iterms No, 596061 & 63

Firm also pleaded
against item no
59,6061 & 63 M/S BQ
Pharma pleaded against
M/S Moon Enterprises
Lahore and M/S Shams
scientific traders
Faisalabad

The firms do not have
product registration
certificates/ product
enlistment certificates so
we may request the
commitiee verify the
MDMR Number all
quoted products issued
by DRAP,

The commitiee observed that:-

I

As per evaluation the firm must
submitied FBR annual financial revenue
document for last 3 Rnancial / Calendar
year.

After re evaluation, the reason of
rejection remained same as, in Technical
Advisory committee evaluation for BQ
Pharma.

The Committee observed that M/S Moon
Enterprises Lahore & M/S Shams
Scientific Faisalabad did not have
medical devices registration certificate
but, their products were approved by
MDB in its meeting held on 11-03-2025
& 21-02-2025

M/S Moon Enterprises Lahore & M/S
Shams Scientific Faisalabad had
provided purchase order / invoices for
more than one year,

Kecping in view above observation the

committee decided to re advertized the Lot No.
39,60,61 & 63 for fair, healthy competition &
welfare of patients.
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