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OFFICE OF THE
SUPERINTENDING ENGINEER PROVINCIAL HIGHWAY CIRCLE SUKKUR

Ph: 0719310768
Fax:071-9310767 No. BBG(Y£S2 /2020 Dated: 8F 1 O nm

P

r-l-\o \/

The Assistant Director (Legal-II)
Government of Sindh SPPRA
Karachi

Subject: REQUEST FOR CANCLEATION OF NIT OF WORK OF TC/G-55/ 323
OF 2020 DATED: 15-05-2020 REGARDING VARIOUS WORK OF
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION SUKKUR

Reference:  Your office letter No: AD(L-I)/SPPRA/CMS-1359/2019-20/0011 Dated: 02"
July 2020 recevied on to day 09-07-2020

With reference to your office ietter No: cited above, it is to informed that the
undersigned being chairman of CRC has accordingly conduct the meeting to rederess the
grievancs of complainant M/S. Agha Mukammad Khan Co: on dated: 24-06-2020 and decision
were taking with the consent of the Committee Members and the copy of decision / Minuts of

the Meeting sent to all concerned including Managing Director SPPRA Sindh Karachi vide this

office letter No: BB(i)/ 569 Dated: 24-06-2020.

However photo copy of the same is sent herewith for faovur of information and

ready reference.

DA/As above DING ENGINEER

PROVIN HIGHWAY CIRCLE
UKKUR
C.F.W.Cs to:
1 The Secretary to Government of Sindh Works & Services Department
Karachi.
2 The Chicef Engineer Highway Sukkur for favour of kind informpdtion
- ¢ /
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f | OFFICE OF THE
§ UPE"RIN TENDING ENGINER PROVINCIAL HIGHWAY CIRCLE SUKKUR

Ph: 071-931¢768

Fax:071:9310767 * No. BB-()/ .S™€ 412020 Dated: 224 /o€ 12020

| I !

|

. I,
The. Chief Enginzer
Hig&tlway Sukkur,

l |
Subject: Mll"JUTS OF 'I"HE MEETING OF_COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE
HELD ON 24-06-2020 '

: )"\

it

The: Decision /,Minutes of the meeting of complaint'Redressal Committee on

I3

complaints made by M/S.‘;;':Agha Muhammad Khan Government Contractor / Firm
, B {
against Executiv;e Engineer -|l?-rovincial Highway Division Sukkur ig submitted herewith for

|

favour of kind information. :
' |.’ !
Ao

)
! | Al
.

UPERINTENDING ENGINEER
l}?VINCIAL HiIGHWAY CIRCLE
| SUKKUR
) | l | K
Copy '(a]ongwith copy of abbve minutes of the m"eeting) forwarded with
compliments ¥ "
o i !
1 The Managing Director Gavernment of Sindh, Sindh Public Procurement

Regulatory Authority Karachi ‘
The District Adf:ounts Officet-Sukkur ;

The Executiveiﬁngineer Balrage Division Sukkur .

The Executive,Engineer Provincial Highway Division Sukkur

M/S. Agha Mithammad Khan Government Contractor Address Plot No:
17 Street No. 3, Muslim Co-opt ative Housin"'g Socity, Military Road

Sukkur. i,j;‘

! ! ‘

0 :
i Y }
i | ERIN ';ﬁumc ENGINEER
f 5l PROVINGIAX ﬂGll\NAY CIRCLE

| AUKKUR

DA/As...Above'

H '
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. whereas the Tender Clerk was available-;inhls office at the time of opening the Bids. ‘.

2 Highway Division Sukkur turnished det
t ! |

MINUTES OF 'l‘li'lE COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE (CRC)
MEETING HELD UNDEk THE CHAIRMANSHIP OF SUPERINTENDING ENIGNEER
PROVINCIAL liiGHWAY CIRCLE SUKKUR HELD ON 24-06-2020

(LiST OF PARTICIPANTS ATTACHED)
' |

Meeting of Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) constituted fixed on
24.06.2020, as per SPPRA Rule 31 to hear complaint made by,M/S Agha Muhammad

Khan the meeting was g?nvened vi(’le this office letter N!J.BB9i)/54~5/2020 dated
18.6.2020. : ’, .

Back Ground:- Executive Engincer Provincial I-;ijghway Division Sukkur
invited NIT vide No: '1‘C/G-5L5/323 Datec#: 15.5.2020. .

M/S. Agha Muhammad Khan & Co. complained that the Executive Engineer
Provincial Highway Division Sukkur invited the bids Vi(l(; its advertisement No:
TC/G-55/323 Dated: 2020 and malpmc{tice has been made in the Bidding process by the

Lxecutive Engineer Provin_z‘fal Highways Sukkur. It is further stated in the complaint that

1

though they applied for B_*_,nnk Tenders and approached Mr. Muhammad Aslam Tender

Clerk, who refused to issyp Blank Tender for which the Blank Tender was downloaded

|
from SPPRA wePsite as per rules. ' 1
! 8

It is further aileged that the complainant party filled rates and attachid

i required 5% Earnest money and proceeded to drop it in the Drop box, but the officials
RS . | [

( ! |
allegedly refused to receivéjand due to {such apprehension he went to the XEN Provincial
» | \ |

e Highway Division Sukkur on 1.6.2020 but he found the door of his office closed from inside,
Bad | j3ud |

) ‘ |
He'further alleged in the complaint that he was congacted by the XEN to settle

matter and advised not to plarticipate in;the Tenders as the works already awarded to their
' W 7 !

respective political persomlzlof vicinity and get back the tenders. He further alleged that he

] ; |
:to offer bidg}{for works N?.l,Z and 4 duly sealed
‘ i |

!
was interested with the Technical Proposal,

j ~ but XEN did not want to hé:élthy competition with malafide intention.

[
[y |

The complai ‘Lnt was admiited on record, The Exetutive Engineer Provincial
|

:allccl report vide his office letter No: TC/G-55/ 440
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dated: 22.6.2020, in which h¢ denied the, allegations leveled in the complaint. He further
reported that coraplainant firyn purchased bidding documents of works No.1,2 and4 and he

has also made payment of rey_g,'_uired amoupt of bidding documents vide DR No.29469 dated

| Al

4.6.2020. The co: ay of said ])R has been produced with the Comments The DR has been
zl
perused by the p: lrt1c1pants '
i |
\ l\

The purc}llase of Blan,\g‘, Tenders, payment of fees and issuarice of DR has falsified the
allegation of the complainant that he was not issued blank tender, though requested by

him. The compla;inant has failed to produce any documentary proof as against the DR

} produced by the Lxecutwe Encmeer Provmcnal Highways Sukkur. ,

\

1
The Exec‘gtive Engineer Provincilal Highways Sukkur in comments has further

denied the allegations of mazlpractice played in the bidding prbcess. In support of his

version he has produced an attendance sheet, which shows that several Contractors have

participated in the bidding process. On the contrary it is reported in the comments that the

complainant firm after receiving Blank Tenders did not return for participation of the

bidding process. ;The compldinant has failed to produce any documentary proof of filling

rates in the Tend:ers etc. An gaportunity cf explaining the position was given to the person

who attended the meeting, but since he is ,the son of Company owner, therefore, he is not in
ll I ||

a position to explam details Hf malpractlc«= as alleged in the complaint and replied that his

father being owm=r of Firm has directed him to record his attendance before the Committee

only. b £ 3 '-

The EX&CLEltiVe Enginé{er Provinciai;:ﬁighways in the commg‘nts has further reported
that the complaint has beqi:n made with malafide intention to; pressurize Government
Functionaries fo;‘ getting unaue favour. This fact also gets supportﬁ from the fact that during
pendency of thel complaint before proper forum Viz. Complaint Redressal Committee a
Legal Notice dated 19.6.2020'has been sent to the CRC on behalf of Agha Muhammad Khan
& Co, through its Proprietor Agha Muhammad Khan by M/S Shaikh Law Associates stating

different facts that some of the works were cancelled from the NIT, but it is matter of

record that no ary work from the NIT has been cancelled.

FoSped Moiamal Shab MmO eS8 OF THE COAPLANT o DRECEAL COMMITTE S o syl oot of Agha Mabammad b ban dian)
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It is'necessary tb} mention he;re that perusal of complaint shows that in whole

Ehe complaint complainant has not disciosed his status whether he is Proprietor of the

. company, or he has been aughorized by #he Company for making complaint. Proprietor of
the company is 'admittedly .L‘igha Muhammad Khan as mentioneél in the Legal Notice and
other record, who has not attended the proceedings today. His son without any authority
has appeared. Signature of : §on of Proprietor has been obtained"n token of attending the
Meeting, which <hows that i 1- is same 51gnature which has been mzde over complaint, which
shows that the complamt 1tsnlf has not been made by the Propnetor of the Firm, but it has
been made by a person who ()s not concern with the matter. ¥

Perusal jof the NIT}ENO.TC/G-SS;&/BZB dated 15.5.2020 jhows that the date for
receiving and oli_j-ening the 'S-éenders was f;ixed as 8.6.2020 and wh_m_;le the process was made
on the relevant date, bu‘%l'i‘ in the complaint complainant ha;s alleged that today i.e
01/06/2020 he: was not a‘Eljowed to ent:.er in the office and no':'_member of Procurement
Committee was: available dnd only Tender Clerk available in éhe office on the time of

opening of Bids}, which shgws that adraittedly complainant hi]pself has not visited the

Office on fixed date i.e 8.6.2020. :

i

C(;mclusion:--The perusai c.)f complaint, report and \Jocuments shows that the

financial Bids v'rere opened by the Procurement Committee as, per procedure before all

participated contractors / ';"irrns on ﬁxjed date viz. 8.6.2020. ’I!'ﬂe complainant firm was
: Yl i

issued Blank Tenders and su;'lch DRs were also issued and produc:':d with the comments, but
| :

intentionally complamant llrm failed to deposit those Tendels and participate in the

Bidding process on fixed dq*e and time, ltjut they allegedly appea‘red in the office one week

‘before the ﬁxed date i.e 6 2020. Complamant has neither ptoduced any documentary

proof to support his versmp as mentioned in the complaint, nor‘Proprletor of the Firm has
1 : .

made complaint, nor Prop_i_"ietor appeared before the Committe(': to prove the allegations.

Son of complainant prescnt before the Committee is not an authorized person of the firm,
! )

therefore, he has got no authority to make complaint, which disclosing his identity, status

~ and authority to show locus standi in l'h(- matter,

Looking to the above facts and circumstances, the Complaint Redressal

Committee is of the unanimous view that there Is no any illegality, irregularity or any
H Sped Shoannd Shaw ROV TTI Y O TYIE CUAMFLAINT RELRESEAL COMMIT BF on inmgiacd of Agla Mhdgmennd Lhan dcat
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malpractice on tae part of the Procuring Committee, the complaint has been made by an

irrelevant person without any justification and proof hence cormplaint do not merit any
consideration, waich stands dismissed..

,/5/1\.’-, A Joer, eSSt
) (lﬁ’( \ B / G

) [{Y lﬁ}iuflcmcébﬁnts Officer VFxccc.llw- ngineer

Sukkur Barrage Division
(Member CRC) Sukkur
(Member CRC)

\‘ %_
(Syed zammil Muzafar Musavi)

Superintending Engineer
Provincial Highway Circle
Sukkur
(Chairman CRC)
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i

Meeting of Complainl: Redressal Committee over complaint made by

1. M/S. Aghaj:Muhammagi Khan Government Contractor.

V/:S. Executive Engineer Provincial Highway Divisioa Sukkur

Held on 24-06-2020

S.No | Name of P:articipant Desigr.lation Contact No: Signature 1
5 1
1 Superintending !
1 Syed Muzammil Engineer Provincial {
( " | Muzaftar Musavi Highway Circle !
. : Sukkur ]
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