
Government of the People’s Republic of Bangladesh 
Ministry of Primary and Mass Education 

Directorate of Primary Education 
Second Primary Education Development Program (PEDP-II) 

Section 2, Mirpur, Dhaka 1216 
 

Notification 
 

LOAN NO: ADB Loan 2015-BAN (SF) 
ICB No. DPE/PEDP-2/Fin & Pro/Motorbike/314/2006/400, dated: 10 December 2007 
 
The result of the evaluation of Bids submitted for supply of 367 units and 229 units of Motorbike 
against Lot No G18.1 & Lot No G36.1 respectively is hereby published for information to the 
concerned.  

Lot no-G18.1 
Procurement of 367 units of motorbike 

 
A. Name of the bidder who submitted a bid and read out prices: 
SL No. Name of the bidder Read out price (in Tk.) 

1 Karnaphuli Industries Ltd 3,33,97,000.00 
2 HS Enterprise Ltd 2,64,42,350.00 
3 Momotaj Steel & Works 2,97,27,000.00 
4 Roadmaster Motors Ltd 2,45,15,600.00 
5 M.N. Mallick & Company 3,08,20,660.00 
6 Winner Industries 2,56,90,000.00 

 
B. Name and evaluated prices of each bid that was evaluated: 
SL No. Name of the bidder Evaluated Price (in Tk.) 

1 Karnaphuli Industries Ltd 3,33,97,000.00 
2 HS Enterprise Ltd 2,64,42,350.00 
3 Momotaj Steel & Works 2,97,27,000.00 
4 Roadmaster Motors Ltd 2,45,15,600.00 
5 M..N. Mallick & Company 3,08,20,660.00 
6 Winner Industries 2,56,90,000.00 

 
C. Name of the bidder whose bid was rejected with reasons for their rejection: 
SL No Name of the bidder Reasons for their rejection 

1 HS Enterprise Ltd H.S. Enterprise submitted manufacture’s authorization letter of Guangdong Yinhe 
Motorcycle Industry LTD stating that they were the official manufacturer of Emma 
Brand Motorcycle in the factory established in China. But the catalogue submitted 
by the bidder was of H.S. Enterprise Limited, Bangladesh without mentioning 
Technical Specifications. Moreover, Emma Brand motorcycle was not found in 
the list of the products of the said manufacturer’s Web page (GUANGDONG 
YINHE MOTORCYCLE INDUSTRY COMPANY, LTD). The website of the H.S. 
Enterprise shows Emma motorcycle as one of its products marketed as its own 
brand name. In Bangladesh Yellow Pages H.S. Enterprises claims that Emma 
Motors is a sister concern of HSEL and is marketing motorcycles in its own brand 
name. Under the circumstances it was clear that the statements made in the so-
called manufacturer’s authorization letter was not true. Moreover, the bid of H.S. 
Enterprise did not meet the required Technical Specifications. The members of 
TEC termed this as a significant deviation, and due to the inconsistencies found 
in the Manufacturer’s Authorization and catalogue, declared the bid of H.S. 
Enterprise non-responsive. 
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2 Momotaj Steel & 
Works 

Momotaj Steel & Works was declared non-responsive because the bidders 
failed to meet the requirements of experience criteria of the bidder. Experience 
criteria required that a minimum of 1000 units of similar goods should be sold by 
the bidder and have been in operation satisfactorily for at least 3 years. 

3 Roadmaster Motors 
Ltd 

Roadmaster Motors Ltd did not submit bid submission sheet in accordance with 
the ITB clause 12,16 & 17 of the bidding documents. The bid did not fulfill the 
requirements of Technical Specifications and was declared non-responsive. 

4 M..N. Mallick & 
Company 

M.N Mallick & Company was declared non-responsive because the bidders 
failed to meet the requirements of experience criteria of the bidder. Experience 
criteria required that a minimum of 1000 units of similar goods should be sold by 
the bidder and have been in operation satisfactorily for at least 3 years. 

5 Winner Industries Winner Industries was declared non-responsive because the bidders failed to 
meet the requirements of experience criteria of the bidder. Experience criteria 
required that a minimum of 1000 units of similar goods should be sold by the 
bidder and have been in operation satisfactorily for at least 3 years. 

 
D. Name of the winning bidder, and the price it offers: 

Offer price (in Tk.) Name of the bidder Description Quantity Unit Price Total Price 
EXW Price 367 76,500.00 2,80,75,500.00 

Registration, Insurance & 
delivery cost 367 14,500.00 53,21,500.00 Karnaphuli Industries 

Ltd 
Total = 91,000.00 3,33,97,000.00 

    
Lot no-G36.1 

Procurement of 229 units of motorbike 
 
A. Name of the bidder who submitted a bid and read out prices: 
SL No. Name of the bidder Read out price (in Tk.) 

1 Karnaphuli Industries Ltd 2,08,39,000.00 
2 HS Enterprise Ltd 1,64,99,450.00 
3 Momotaj Steel & Works 1,85,49,000.00 
4 Roadmaster Motors Ltd 1,52,97,200.00 
5 M.N. Mallick & Company 1,92,31,420.00 

 
B. Name and evaluated prices of each bid that was evaluated: 
SL No. Name of the bidder Evaluated Price (in Tk.) 

1 Karnaphuli Industries Ltd 2,08,39,000.00 
2 HS Enterprise Ltd 1,64,99,450.00 
3 Momotaj Steel & Works 1,85,49,000.00 
4 Roadmaster Motors Ltd 1,52,97,200.00 
5 M..N. Mallick & Company 1,92,31,420.00 

 
C. Name of the bidder whose bid was rejected with reasons for their rejection: 
SLNo Name of the bidder Reasons for their rejection 

1 HS Enterprise Ltd H.S. Enterprise submitted manufacture’s authorization letter of Guangdong 
Yinhe Motorcycle Industry LTD stating that they were the official manufacturer 
of Emma Brand Motorcycle in the factory established in China. But the 
catalogue submitted by the bidder was of H.S. Enterprise Limited, Bangladesh 
without mentioning Technical Specifications. Moreover, Emma Brand 
motorcycle was not found in the list of the products of the said manufacturer’s 
Web page (GUANGDONG YINHE MOTORCYCLE INDUSTRY COMPANY, 
LTD). The website of the H.S. Enterprise shows Emma motorcycle as one of its 
products marketed as its own brand name. In Bangladesh Yellow Pages H.S. 
Enterprises claims that Emma Motors is a sister concern of HSEL and is 
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marketing motorcycles in its own brand name. Under the circumstances it was 
clear that the statements made in the so-called manufacturer’s authorization 
letter was not true. Moreover, the bid of H.S. Enterprise did not meet the 
required Technical Specifications. The members of TEC termed this as a 
significant deviation, and due to the inconsistencies found in the Manufacturer’s 
Authorization and catalogue, declared the bid of H.S. Enterprise non-
responsive. 

2 Momotaj Steel & 
Works 

Momotaj Steel & Works was declared non-responsive because the bidders 
failed to meet the requirements of experience criteria of the bidder. Experience 
criteria required that a minimum of 1000 units of similar goods should be sold 
by the bidder and have been in operation satisfactorily for at least 3 years 

3 Roadmaster Motors 
Ltd 

Roadmaster Motors Ltd did not submit bid submission sheet in accordance with 
the ITB clause 12,16 & 17 of the bidding documents. The bid did not fulfill the 
requirements of Technical Specifications and was declared non-responsive. 

4 M..N. Mallick & 
Company 

M.N Mallick & Company was declared non-responsive because the bidders 
failed to meet the requirements of experience criteria of the bidder. Experience 
criteria required that a minimum of 1000 units of similar goods should be sold 
by the bidder and have been in operation satisfactorily for at least 3 years 

 
D. Name of the winning bidder, and the price it offers: 

Offer price (in Tk.) Name of the bidder Description Quantity Unit Price Total Price 
EXW Price 229 76,500.00 1,75,18,500.00 

Registration, Insurance & 
delivery cost 229 14,500.00 33,20,500.00 Karnaphuli Industries 

Ltd 
Total = 91,000.00 2,08,39,000.00 

    
 
 
 

Sd/- 
(Md. Khairul Islam) 
Director (Finance) 

Directorate of Primary Education 
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