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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I certify that the foregoing Submission of Evaluations sheet, Evaluation Proposals and
Vendor Information was filed with the Office of Public Auditor at Suite 401, DNA Building, 238
Archbishop Flores Street, Hagatiia, Guam on October 14, 2008. I caused a copy to be served

upon the following by facsimile:

W. Nicolas Captain, MAI, CRE, FRICS Kevin J. Fowler, Esq.

President DOOLEY, ROBERTS & FOWLER, LLP
Siska S. Hutapea, MAI, MRE 865 S. Marine Corps Drive

Vice President Orlean Pacific Plaza, Suite 201

CAPTAIN, HUTAPEA & ASSOCIATES Tamuning, Guam 96911

101 Chalan Santo Pap, Suite 201 Facsimile: 646-1223

Hagatfia, Guam 96910
Facsimile: 472-1820

Janalynn Cruz-Damian, Esq.
CALVO & CLARK, LLP
259 Martyr Street, Suite 100
Hagatiia, Guam 96910
Facsimile: 646-9403

Executed October 14, 2008, in Hagatiia, Guam.
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ANTHONX C. I}EﬁEZ, ESQ.
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e GHURA®

Guam Housing and Urban Renewal Authority

Aturidat Ginima® Yan Rinueban Suidat Guahan
117 Bien Venida Avenue, Sinajana, Guam 96910
Phones: (671)477-9851 - Fax: (671)472-7365 LTTY: (671) 472-370!

EQUAL HOUSIHG

April 18, 2008

MEMORANDUM
TO: Board of Commissioners
FELDéO'?;ﬁ?ﬁ?gﬂﬁ Y FROM Executive Director

MICHAEL W. CRUZ, M.D.
Lt. Governor of Guam

RONALD §. De GUZMAN
Executive Director

BENNY A. PINAULA
Deputy Director

BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

RICARDO A. CALVO
Acting Chairman

ANNIE L. PAULINO
Acting Vice Chairperson

ANNABELLE M. DANCEL
Member

FRANCESCA §. TYDINGCO
Member

ALFREDOQ P. CARMONA
Member

LOLITA C. MENO
Resident Member

SUBJECT: RFP# GHURA-RP&E-08-002 - Guam Comprehensive Housing Study

' The selection committee for the above subject has reviewed all proposals submitted

and selected PCR Environmental Inc, to provide professional services to conductthe

Guam Comprehensive Housing Study 2008.

A total of two (2) companies submitted proposal packets. They are:
Name of Company Evaluation Ranking FEvaluation Score
PCR Environmental, Inc. 1 466
Captain, Hutapea & Assoc. 2 429
Selection Committee members include:

Mr. Mike Duenas — Chief Planner - RP&E Div, GHURA

M. Ronald Lujan — Manager, CD Div., GHURA

Ms. Nora Camacho- Planner I, RP&E Div, GHURA

M. Albert Perez — Chief Economist, Bureau of Statistics and Plans
M. Arnold Jose - Principal Broker, Jose Realty

Based on the selection committee’s evaluation of the proposals, the committee
recommends that a Notice of Intend to Award be given to PCR Environmental, Inc.

Total cost, as indicated in the attached price proposal, is $345,611.00. This study is
funded by the Community Development Block Grant and the HOME Grant. The
contractual period shall be for one hundred eighty (180) calendar days.

RONALDS.DE GUZMAN
FExecutive Director

Attachments: Overall Evaluation Sheet
Price Proposal

GHURA docs not discriminate against persons with disabilities.
s, il Planner has been designated as Section 504 Coordinator.

CFPORTUNITY



OFOSALS — OVERALL EVALUATION SHEET
Date;: March 20, 2008
EVALUATORS
TOTAL RANK
MichaelJ. | Ronald A. | NoraK. Albert Arnold Jose SCORE
FIRM/CO. NAME Duenas Lujan | Camacho Perez
- @ Captain, Hutapea & 59 96 89 95 90 429 2
._,~ Associates .
O PCR Environmental, Inc. 83 92 098 98 g5 466 1
7
Evaluation Committee Members;
- | A
. . : Michael ].ﬁue'nas R#mald Lu,j’an ~ "/Nora K. Cimacho
QetnS per /. ity €
Albert Perez : Amold Jose
RFPY:GHURA-RPE-08-002
EVALUATION




Evaluator: ARpeLp (. T35k OFFERORNAME:__ PC &

'(Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

pagieniar-the-methodology and

—he ]:an'[eterlpk‘n of-the PO 1'\"3!’ iSidei
approach to be followed in performing the required services within the
Scope of Work. (35pts max)
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i. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) 20
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(" Pe Ty TRy e x pERIENER  AND DYMAMILC

TE7M -

i. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max)
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iv. The Proposer’s capacity to perform the work within a )
prescribed time frame.(10pts max) [©
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TOTAL: 6 5

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Aoy C . gsvC Offeror,___I* CR

(Print Namg)

Signature: ﬂ«Lﬂ ¢ ‘947/ Date: 5{/"7 /”'

Evaluator:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet
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Evaluator  ArnNolp (. TS OFFEROR NAME :_ Crimmind , 1t APER € Mr3seCises

(Psint Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

i The-completeness of the_proposal, particularly the methodology and

approach to be followed in performing the required services within e
Scope of Work. (35pts max)

""REMARKS: _do o ooen L8 vl kcr:“ Al arpreccts
is %u.\\-t «:_.aw.‘gie'k-c ) Y

i. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be ' - /
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) >0
REMARKS: TAE  EXPERTISE 2D £ XPERIEVCE /S UN QuESTIeVABLE
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iii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max)

REMARKS: _Crspwsers  past  reend of penkrma
Sread ¢ TR {THELE v v

iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a
prescribed time frame.(10pts max)

REMARKS: WS | 4M  uwitemn oY T PrluSeRs
CAopaT  Tp _GeelETE Tehs TPey WiH THE
ME EANE

TotAaL: 90 7

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors’ proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold

negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.
The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,

with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

AMG &2 C. \-TBS[ Ofteror: CAPToriny | rgraEn ¥ ASS.
(Print Name) A

Signature: /)W ﬂ --94/1 Date: 3/ i ‘71/ oF

Evaluator:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet




MHpe T i Ferel OFFERORNAME:  CAFT AT M

{Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

Evaluator:

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

approach to be followed in performing the rerqﬁir'ed sé}\}icfew within-the
Scope of Work. (35pts max) JR
REMARKS: el efouled cobily wltn T Achidbcter T
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i. The expertise, experience and availability of persbﬁnel for each task to be - o
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) 3¢
REMARKS: /20 clcar  Cohmupete prncle tins, Fffrteceons '
e (i) #oove 4

iii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max)

REMARKS: (LAl s/ fcied r/ gt .

iv. The Proposer’s capacity to periorm the work within a
prescribed time frame.(10pts max) 7

REMARKS: _ <o () abpe , Chucetfain

TOTAL: 25~

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors’ proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: /445&’1-{" Vi . f et 2 Offeror: CW’LA)
{Print Name}
e st 2120/ F

Proposal Evaluation Sheet




Evaluator: ALgERT ™. Fe ez OFFEROR NAME ;. PC/%-

{Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

- Th H
The sloteness-of-the-proposak-particularly-the methodology and

ol ol PN e e
{ REe-Cornptiohic

approééh to be foliowed in performing the required services within the
Scope of Wark. (35pts max) 25

REMARKS: ey Fliorougte + Conmpleter propoiel. ) Yy
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Li

ii. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be —
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) %5

REMARKS: e vmcnw;paf.rf Wﬁa\-ﬁm prowiztel

ii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max) 2O

REMARKS: et U;m,szxag /WM-

iv. The Proposer’s capacity to perform the work within a
prescribed time frame.( 10pts max) 4

REMARKS:  Sedo con frocton. _(arbrs Cotgon_epperitne

TOTAL:_¥ ¢

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as 1o ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: /R PERA JEIEE - Offeror: /‘7 cK

{Print Name)

WW%\{/ Date: 3/ 20/ &

Signature:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet




cvavator, bns L~ CArache OFFEROR NV T, ¥ ripiy B ASTee

{Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

i The completeness of the proposal, particularly the methodology and

approach to be followed in performing the required services withirr the
Scope of Work. (35pts max) S0

REMARKS: A sersic 4 saey #2723002051 Appe izl To Loz Megs™
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i. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be /
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) 29
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iii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max) 20
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iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a
prescribed time frame.(10pts max) 7
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ToTAL__ £ 7

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure & mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: /{/a/u,sc /Z “ A’MA——ﬁZO Offeror: C/{*Pﬁf’/»ﬂ //gﬁ_ﬁ,ﬂ& 3( /4’:‘%.
(Print Name) __. ’

Date:/”"’/ 7 —f

Signature:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet




caluaor._Nora_ Carga ctfe OFFERORNAME:_ £ CR__EN Vg0 NIV TAL /W'

(Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaiuated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

i The.completeness of the proposal, particularly the methodology and

approach' to be followed in performing the required services within the
Scope of Work. (35pts max)

7 . F
REMARKS: Very/ Tttt eX2iApNATION oF FET7ebisda)
CLenrR . wire] BencHIABAS, M7TEL ALV PEANPED |
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ii. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be 23 '
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) ‘ 7
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iii. The Proposer’s demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max) Zo
REmaRKs, e aeviw'en  SMS prpwers 1D gae
[MPLEcSED WiTH INFOR NG00 '

iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a / )

prescribed time frame.{10pis max)
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ToTAL,._ /B

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate In negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure & mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors’ proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

"The contract will be awarded to the responsible offerar whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: A/ £4 C} /?_MA C’f/é‘ Offeror: 7> CK

Signature: o Gt i Date: /‘?/M;A/ ;7 Zee s

Proposal Evaluation Sheet
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e (Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

- “Trasomalaténisss of the proposal, partieularly the-methodology and

approacﬁ to be followed in performing the required services within the s
Scope of Work. (35pts max) / 8
Lol

REMARKS: D) 7d. nmL a ddvecc C/€V%;/mm.
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i, The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each tasktobe 0
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) / ES -
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ii. The Proposers demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max) / 5
REMARKS:
iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a 5.

prescribed time frame.(10pts max) s

cennaks,_ Mot Sure 1T 22 lays to b (g,
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TOTAL:_’ ) [

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other tactors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: F/L/fa/m/ IJ\L@MA\'G/ Offeror:‘égéml %{’%ﬁ/ﬂ/ﬁ' G//&&

{Print Name)

Signature: ’//{/‘:Z%d/l.%&/lﬂl Date: %l//g/jf/g

Proposal Evaluation Shest
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Evaluator: _{_ﬂiduﬂ/ . DW,Mﬂ/( OFFEROR NAME _!i&}i anf ﬁhl,i«gli {

{Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

1The complsteness of the proposal, particularly the-methodology and

approach fo be followed in performing the required services within the
Scope of Work. (35pts max)

- nemanks; Lauld_fihe  to Coo. more oLjscuscim on He
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ii. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max)

REMARKS: Lo [ e to Seo noveennel o th we
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ii. The Proposer’'s demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max)

REMARKS: 7‘-1/24’}35’!75‘4/'4_..« r& c./a‘rcz/ . %/z/ﬂlmf‘/ f WK ZC‘{Ci ‘/Z"?
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iv. The Proposer’s capacity o perform the work within a
prescribed time frame.(10pts max)
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reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to

be inthe competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold

negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.
The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,

with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: /%(Kl!// —'_.bLt/M 3 Offeror: PK £ -1 w‘rmmmézf

(Print Name) .

Signature: _/L//M_,{?Z L/j{tﬂ,/m Date: % // g//@}/

The proposals, which have &

Proposal Evaluation Sheet
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Evzluator:
—_

{Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
RFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

i -——T—he--eompIe.teness..of_the,,p,r.opgs.al,_pau:ti,c,u,laﬂy(th,eﬁ methodology and

approach to be Tollowed in performing the required services within-the
Scope of Work. (35pts max)
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i, The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for eachtasktobe . ... .o

W

completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max)
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iii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance (20pts max)

REMARKS:

iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a 2

prescribed time frame.(70pts max)

REMARKS:

TOTAL: i £2

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to

be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the ofterors' proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: £ JHALD vl Offeror: Cﬁmrt‘{, Higpu ~ Az .

(Print Name)

%//7 | ’-5{/%/&_?

Signature:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet



Ev‘aluazor: _Eﬂﬂ D LKAV — E,/vm'ho 11T N

(Print Name)
GHURA

Proposal Evaluation
BFP #: GHURA-RP&E-08-002

PROPOSAL EVALUATION CRITERIA: Submitted proposals will be evaluated on the basis of
the following criteria, with each item being given a weight (in parentheses):

i. The completeness of the proposal, particularly the methodology and

Zpproach 1o be foliowed imperformingthe requiredservices withinthe————————————
Scope of Work. (35pts max) é’é

REMARKS:

ii. The expertise, experience and availability of personnel for each task to be v
completed within the specified time frame. (35pts max) 5[

REMARKS:

ii. The Proposer's demonstrated past record of performance {20pts max)

REMARKS:

iv. The Proposer's capacity to perform the work within a 5[-,
prescribed time frame.(70pts max)

REMARKS:

TOTAL: @c')_:

The proposals, which have a reasonable chance of being selected for award, will be considered to
be in the competitive range (score of 80 points or higher) and will be asked to participate in negotiations
to discuss technical and price factors so as to ensure a mutual understanding of both GHURA's
requirements and the offerors’ proposals, unless GHURA determines that there is no need to hold
negotiations and award is made based on initial proposals received.

The contract will be awarded to the responsible offeror whose proposal is most advantageous,
with price and other factors considered. Award will not necessarily be made to the lowest offeror.

Evaluator: _‘ngN ‘)q-i’b # W A’% Offeror; p C/Q ?NUI.W/‘MV?%( / FNE -

@7} Date: 3/30/0(?
[ 7 A

Signature:

Proposal Evaluation Sheet
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION
RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR:_ U « &

VENDOR ADDRESS: _5/17A m‘ﬁij.' 16 Goem Gog2s

-P\HC)IT'J tt, f‘:';:

NAME OF INDIVIDUAL PICKING UP RI'P PACKET:

P?T\‘ro\l’l n G

S
VENDOR PHONE #: ___¢7, 235 2511

VENDOR FAX #: ©I 734 T¥3)

COST FOR EACH BID PACKET:. $50
GHURA Receipt #; _20(CG

DATE: 2{2<[¢

gry
2E01-B5HE SEC GEP
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION
RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR:__ okt 0oty & Becie gt
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NAME OF L]?IDIV{I]'PUAL PICKING UP RFP PACKET:
t5611’7( ; :
U

VENDOR PHONE #: 635 (22

VENDOR FAX #: 637 Sy50

COST FOR EACH BID PACKET: $50

GHURA Receipt#: /S 7T

DATE: 2{/919/ i
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION

REP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR: PCR EnVIRORMENTOL, {NC.

' . E. SUNSET BivD., BARRIGADA ,GU
VENDOR ADDRESS: nG

NAME OF INDIVIDUAL PICKING UP REP PACKET:
valerie SaBigh

VENDOR PHONE #: _473-3%0

VENDOR FAX #:  ¥13-3%63

COST FOR EACH BID PACKET: $50

GHURA Receipt #: 20 ] Y 9
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION

RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR:_{4NKYs fAcFr, [NC-

VENDOR ADDRESS: —2-0-Box—r2783-— TaM. G 2493[

NAME OF INDIVIDUAL PICKING UP RFP PACKET:
KhzuHpE _ SALTO

VENDOR PHONE #: _ £24-4C20 | f87-/73/ ( Ge_//.)

VENDOR FAX #: f4h~- 8783

COST FOR EACH BID PACKET: $50

GHURA Receipt #:
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION

RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR:_§ ae dvo, Dave) spment, Tonc.
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\/ YA 'i)\ 0\\) 6D
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IFB/RFP/REQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION

RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Housing Study
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IFB/RFP/RFQ INDIVIDUAL VENDOR INFORMATION
RFP# - GHURA- RP&E - 08 - 002

Purpose: Housing Study

NAME OF VENDOR:__Z /75 frsunce &’W%

' VENDOR ADDRESS: __ P 0 frd [2075

‘/_/}/}"WUA_M/%/ /)7/}‘?/ G493 /

NAME OF INDIVIDUA PICKING UP RFP PACKET:
M Aoans / '{/?/

VENDOR PHONE #: YFT 25 2y

VENDOR FAX #: _ fpercz i/ é)

COST FOR EACH BID PACKET:@E(}/ //

GHURA Receipt #: /02 /7%

DATE: 51/_ 5/0{
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