OFFICE OF THE
PROJECT MANAGER PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT «
_ HYDERABAD-MIRPURKHAS DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT HYDERABAD
”_",_. No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redresssal Committee/ /;7 5 Dated: - £ 3~ 0;7: 2020
To,

t‘
The Executive Engineer / Chairman Procurement Committee,
Provincial Highways Division,
Hyderabad.

Subject: - MINUTES OF MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL
COMMITTEE _OF PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION
- HYDERABAD HELD ON 11-06-2020 TO ADDRESS THE
GRIEVANCE OF COMPLAINANTS.

Reference: - Read: 01 This office letter No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal
Committee/1365 Dated 17-06-2020 (Annexure-A).

Read: 02 Your office letter No: TC/G-55/1539 Dated 18-06-2020
(Annexure-B)

Read: 03 This office letter No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal
Committee/1270 Dated 11-06-2020 (Annexure-C)

Read: 04 Your office letter No: TC/G-55/1493 Dated 12-06-2020

(Annexure-D)
>
< Read: 05 This office letter No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal
i - Committee /1325 Dated 15-06-2020 (Annexure-E)
2 G ; Q Read: 06 Your office letter No: TC/G-55/1520 Dated 17-06-2020
\ (Annexure-F).
b (C Read: 07 This office letter No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal
S Y Committee/1373 Dated 17-06-2020 (Annexure-G)
!
= Read: 08 Attendance Sheet is attached as (Annexure-H)
Read: 09 Copies of BER hoisted on éPPl(A website is attached as
(Annexure-I)
This is in response to your letter No: TC/G-55/1539 Dated 18-06-2020,
wherein you have deliberately tried to shift your ill done on your superiors by blame game.
Your letter in response to the minutes of Complaint Redressal
Committee meeting is clearly an imaginary template which is against the facts and
contradictory to your own letters.
'-‘g.v

Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com
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First of all, please go through the letters given under reference which
includes your office letters and the letters written in response by the undersigned the facts
narrated in the minutes of the Complaint Redressal Committee are word by word correct
but you have tried to mis-represent the contents by narrating the wrong picture.

During the meeting, it was pointed out that the bid evaluation reports
hoisted by you were fake as you do not have any bidding documents of the contractors /
complainants from which you have taken these rates. On inquiring, you yourself requested
that the bidding documents will be provided and in that connection a letter @ Serial # 3 was
written by the undersigned.

Instead of providing the record, you wrote a letter mentioned @ Serial #
4, that the contractors are in possession of the technical record required according to the
eligibility criteria. Now the question arises that first of all undersigned did not ask for
technical record but the financial bids of the complainants / contractors submitted by them,
but you twisted the contents of that letter and referred to provision technical documents.

For a moment, if we admit that the technical record is with the
contractors, then on what grounds your have evaluated the eligibility criteria? that means
you have not properly conducted the scrutiny of the record and hoisted the Bid Evaluation
Reports. This office letters referred at Serial # 5 clearly narrates that the Complaint
Redressal Committee requires Bidding Documents but in response you have replied vide
letter @ Serial @ 6, that you are compiling the bidding documents and will be provided it
latest by 19-06-2020.

Your this letter @ Serial @ 6 proved that the version of Complaint
Redressal Committee is correct and you have merely tried to dodge the committee and your
superiors by blaming them for misleading tactics.

Refer the last letter of the undersigned on subjected matter @ Serial # 7,
it clearly narrates that bidding documents of the contractors are required whose reply is not
received till today nor any of the bidding documents were provided by you.

Following record was received from the complainants mentioning their
rates against Bid Evaluation Report which you have hoisted shows clear contradiction in the
rates given below: -

Name of Firm / Work @ . .
S# Cotbplatinnt S.No: Rate Quoted Rate hoisted in BER
L. | M/S Hussain Enterprises | 07 Rs. 37,469,313/ - ﬁf;ﬁgofezogﬁiﬂﬁ
% | MiJS Ameer Ali Chandio | 09 Rs. 36,219,861/ - gf;?;‘fo‘fe?zﬂf‘;%ﬁ
Th f complainant
3. | M/S Abdul Ghaffar Mahar | 11 Rs. 65,775,300/ - nof;ggoie‘g’gﬁhae“:é‘lz
4. | M/S Rustam Ali Chandio | 12 Rs. 60,840,145 /- Rs. 76,123,629/ -
T lainant
> | M/S Sindh Builders 13 |Rs.75,925758/- | Lhcnhameof complainant
The name of complainant
6 | M/S Ghulam Murtaza 15 Rs. 98,966,986/ - noffﬂgﬂg;g;‘%ﬁ%

#
Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com




The record clearly shows that you are not only liable to be tried tnder
mis-procurement charges under SPPRA Rules 32-A but can also be tried under E&D Rules
for taking disciplinary action against you for mis-leading the facts to the superiors.

Furthermore, the attendance sheet which is hoisted on the SPPRA
website does not reflect inconformity with the Bid Evaluation Reports which you have
hoisted. The bid of the lowest qualified bidder and the lowest or highest bidder must be
reflected in the Bid Evaluation Report that shows the reasons for disqualification of the
bidder, which you have failed to prove in your Bid Evaluation Report. All the contractors
who have participated in the bidding process are not reflected which shows your malafide
intension and twisted the facts in hoisting the Bid Evaluation Report.

It is also worth mentioning here that the complainants and other many
contractors who have signed the attendance sheet but\their names are not mentioned in Bid
Evaluation Report which also shows your malafide attention.

(Engr: Ghu
Project Manager
oject Implementation Unit
Hyderabad-Mirpurkhas Dual Carriageway Project
Hyderabad /
Chair Complaint Redressal Committee
A copy is forwarded for information to the: - '

> Secretary to Government of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Karachi.

:/C?Engineer (Highways) Hyderabad.
anaging Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government of

Sindh, Karachi.

Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com




PROIECT MK o S ICEOF THE Anexrrve— A
HYDERABS ECT M/ NAGER PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT
PURKHAS DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT HYDERABAD

No: F-24/lIMDCP/Complaint Redre
/ plaint Redresssal Cummillc(-/ //D L(f_ Dated: - /;-JJ'-%D}_‘)

‘" To,
o=

The Chief Engineer,
(Highways) Hyderabad.

Subject: - MINUTES _OF THE MEETING OF COMPLIANT REDRE
COMMITTEE OF PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION }gb%?{lfgg
HELD _ON 11-06-2020 TO _ADDRESS _THE _GRIEVANCES |
COMPLAINANTS HELD IN THE QFFICE OF THE PROJECT MANAGER
PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION _ UNIT-HYDERABAD-MIRPURKHAS
DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT, HYDERABAD.,

!;

NIT NO: TC/G-55/660 DATED 25-02-2020

: Please find enclosed herewith the minutes of Complaint Redressal
Committee meeting Dated 11-06-2020 of Provincial Highways Division, Hyderabad in
respect of NIT No: TC/G-55/660 Dated 25-02-2020 for favour your kind information and

-:: further action.
el

. (Engr: Ghtiafi Shabir Memon)

oject Manager
Implementation Unit .
urkhas Dual Carriageway Project
Hyderabad

Pro}e
Hyderabad-Mi

‘Copy forwarded with compliments for information to the:

Secretary to Government of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Karachi.

Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government 0

Sindh, Karachi. ; Division, Hyderabad i
Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, i tory,
Mr. Sarmad g;ﬂi Shah, Assistant Director, O/o Director Road Research Laboratory

(Cum) Director Monitoring, Works & Services Departmen, Hyd(?rabgdﬂﬁm s Division,
Mr, Mlishtaque Ahmed Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Bu &

Hyderabad.

M/S Rustam Khan Chandio,
Builders, M/S Ghulam Murtaz
Enterprises, M/S Abdul Ghaffar
Ameer Ali Chandio.

M/S Jam Asif Construction Company, M/S Sind.h
a Enterprises, M/S F.B. Enterprises, M/S Hussau;
Mahar M/S Asif Raza, M/S Rabi Traders & M/

el
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' \INUTES OF THE MEETING OF '
%&‘m D EELING &HCAOMI'L_,M_N_LM,,RESS AL COMMITTEE OF PROVINCIAL
i L HELD ON 11.4.502) 1O ADDRESS THE GRIEVANCES

Engr: Ghulam Shabir Memon

Project Manager
Project Implementation Unit * Committee

Hyderabad-Mirpurkhas Dual Carriageway Project

19

Hyderabad

Mr. Sarmad Ali Shah Member

The Assistant Director, Complaint Redressal

o/ o Director Road Research Laboratory, (Cum) Director . Committee

Monitoring, Works & Services Department, Hyderabad.

Mr. Mushtaque Ahmed, : Member

Divisional Accounts Officer, Complaint Redressal
Committee

Provincial Buildings Division, Hyderabad

Mr. Fazal Ahmed Mangj,
Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Agency

Hyderabad.

M/S Rustam Khan Chandio,
M/S Hussain Enterprises, M/S Abdul Ghaffar Mahar M/S

Asif Raza, M/S Rabi Traders & M/S Ameer Ali Chandio

Facts and background
Builders, M/S Ghulam Murtaza Enterprises, M/S F.B. Enterprises, M/S Hussain Enterprises, M/5

Abdul Ghaffar Mahar M/S Asif Raza,
referred to as the appellants) lodged a complaint Date
floated for procurement of various works by the

the NIT No: TC/G-55/660 Dated 25-02-2020
Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division,
Procuring agency). On receiving these complaints of the appellant the
Complaint Redressal Committee wrote a letter to the Executive Engineer,

Division, Hyderabad seeking clarification, / detailed report on the procurement process of

NIT along with relevant record under Sindh Pu

Agency / Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyderab
following record of the NIT in question vide letter Nos F-24/ HMDCP/Compla

Committee/1114 & 01-06-2020 & No: F-24/ HMDCP/Compl
03-06-2020

*7 COMPLAINANTS 11EI T 1.
: ?fgglicNIAIION um}'?u%; L OFFICE_p yyy;_pROJECT _MANAGER PROJECT
™M RABAD-MIRPURK 1AS TYUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT,
The fo]lowing allended the meeling f:qf
]
o]
Chairman, &

Complaint Redressal

Chairman / Procuring

M/S FEB. Enterprises, Coxriplainants

The meeting commenced with the recitation of Holy Quran.

M/S Rustam Khan Chandio, M/ S Jam Asif Construction Company, M/S Sindh

M/S Rabi Traders & M/S Ameer Ali Chandio (hereinafter
d 21-05-2020, 28-05-2020 & 04-06-2020 against

Hyderabad (hereinafter feferred to as the
Project Manager / Chairman,

Provincial Highways
the said

blic Procurement Rules-31. The chairman Procuring

ad was directed to provide the
int Redreassal

aint Redressal Committee/1148 Dated

1L NIT copy along with newspaper clipping:
2. NIT hoisted on SPPRA.
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3. Si'gned Tender d

. OCuments of
: a = : .
bid evaluation re I Pm‘hmpamg along with contractor (s) profile, whose

POrts are hojgioqd.

4, . D.R. Book,
5, Attendance Sheet
' of the o
commitice, the Participantg duly signed by the members of procuring
6. Minutes of pro d :
Procuremeny commilige minutes duly singed by the - members of

procurement Commillee

7. Sipned Bid B
~ Signed Bid Evaluation churl&Cmnpﬂm“vc Statement along SPPRA ID.

The procuring ace 3 _
procuring agency failed to fyrpish / provide the relevant record which

was seeked by the Project Manager / Chairman Complaint Reclressal Committee.

The date for Complaint ‘
) plaint Redressal Committee meeting was fixed vide letter No:
F-24/ HMDCI?/ Complaint Redressal Committee /1237 Datecrln 20.06-2'020 v:rhich was commun?:ate[;
to all ll_‘lil' n}emhers 01: l.;h'e commiltee, Chairman Procurement Committee/ Executive Engineer,
_Pm\,inmal Highways Division, Hyderabad and all the complaints accordingly. A

‘Complaint Redressal Committee ProEeedings

- Tl'u‘e Chairn.lan of the Complaint Redressal Committee welcomed all the
participants ::)f the meeting and introduced the members of the Complaint Redressal Committee.
‘Then the chair asked the appellant to present his case / version on the instant procurement before the

comumittee.

Com lainants Version

1. M/S Rustam Khan Chandio has complaint that he was issued Bid Documents for the work @
S.No: 12 namely “Reconstruction of road from Zair Pir ~Halla road to Maldasi via Abdul
Wahid Burriro” against D.R. No: 81 dated 11-03-2020. He offered the Bid Rs. 60,840,145/-
whereas as per Bid Evaluatio report his Bid has been shown Rs. 76,073, 538/~

2. M/S Abdul Ghaffar Mahar has submitted that he has applied for the work at S.No: 11 vide
D.R.No: 97 Dated 11-03-2020. The Rate quoted by the complainant 19.99 in the Part A, Part-B-
C & D was at par. During the opening process the complainant was declared first lowest. But
at the time of hoisting of Bid Evaluation Report any other contractor being shown lowest.

3. M/S Asif Raza has alleged that the at the time of opening contractors quoied below rates but
the XEN awarded the works in above rates. '

plied in the said NIT through personally and TCS (No

4 M/S Rabi Traders has alleged he has ap
" warded the

TCS receipt has been attached). He further stated that the procuring agency a
works in full rate to favorite contractors. §

f;)r the work @

M/S Ameer Ali Chandio has complaint that he was issued Bid ‘Doguments
S.No: 09 against D.R. No: 83 dated 11-03-2020. He offered the Bid Rs. 36,219,861/~
whereas as per Bid Evaluation report the contract Was awarded to the contractor with full rate

Rs. 47,716,951/~ instead ignoring below rates.

M/S Hussain Enterprises has alleged that he sent Bidding documents for the work ro a‘-i fr?m
Tando Soomro to Nasarpur through TCS (copy-- enclosed). He has attached bidding

documents issued by Executive Engineer with D.R. No: & Date and Bid amount offered by the
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-Bidder wag Rs. 37 46

“lowest bidder de 7313/~ iy

l'l!f{)r.
CI el & lh{] . i
ared by the Procureme ¢ i8 noed of Bid Evaluation Report to ve

Nt commitie, tify the

S Ghulam Murlaza Enterpyg

work mentioned at SNo: 15 , 8¢s has
enclosed as proof but TCg rece and sent
bid amount was v
lowest bidder
129,552,647/ -

llega that the download Bid Documents for

ipl wag nnl“:nmi"h TCS on 12032020 (copy of TCS rec
o oo Closed). On 16-03-2020 Bids were opened an

announced Ry, 9g 9

iy r 66 986/ .

S was 7= Whereag as per Bid Evaluat :
: 5]'\01’0[‘1 M/S Mﬂﬂjhi C{Inq[r[:zt i e

the
eipt
d his
port hoisted
ion Company, whose big was Rs.

E.B. Enterprises has submitted that (he he ha
members of the procuremen commillee wag ;

applied for the work @ S.No: 16, The two
Rs. 123,348,213 /- was not considered.

as absent on 16-03-2020. Moreover his bid offered

g as alleged that Bid d entsl downl :
d = : & at Bid docum was downloaded by him
Bid documents was also sent by him -thrfmgh TC on 13-03-2020 (copy of TCS report enclised),

accepted for Rs. 93,287,803/ -

10. . M/S S‘im':‘[h Builders has alleged that as per Bid Evaluation report 1t Jowest bidder has
offered Bid Rs. 93,287,803 /- whereas Bid amount offered by him was Rs. 75,925, 753 /-

(Note: - The complainant ‘M/S Jam' Asif Construction Company, Ghulam Murtaza
Enterprises & Sindh Builders was absent during the Complaint Redressal Committee

meeting but their complaints have already been received to the Complaint Redressal
Committee)

Mr. Fazal Ahmed Mangi, Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division
Hyderabad ./ Chairman Procurement Committee while responding to the queries raised by the
{ mpfai.nt Redressal Committee clarified that he is in possession of the record i.e signed tender
documents by the complainants with the same offered ratefs by them which were hoisted in the Bid
Evaluation Report by him. He further requested to grant hlm few days to present the record before
the Complaint Redressal Committee and commi tted that he will provided the record by 15-06-2020.

Complaint Redressal Committee Observations

After hearing the parities at length and perusal of the record the Redressal
f-ommittee’s observations are as under: -

As promised by the Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, QHY d:r;:?:ﬁeé
Chairman Procurement Committee that he will provide the record by 1> 06-2020 but he e
to do so. Instead of providing the record he \«:'rote a letter to Project Managerd/ 1(:1?_0‘3”6_202 0
Complaint Redressal Committee vide his office letter No: TG/G-1493 Dated 12

,, vould ioinal record required
.received on 15-06-2020 that “the contractors IGITlf foduce origina CRS

: P r of CR
.according to eligibility criteria as mentioned in nt'qf“ verification by the member
but the same are still awaited from the complainants .,

1 . - . = 1 ﬂ'lﬂt
The narration of the contents of the letter of Executive Engineer, shows his ill intentions

while in the meeting he was asked by the Complaint Redressal Committee to provide the

iagen
ot 9
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bidding documents of the ¢o
“the Complaint Redressa] Co mp.l
“record which was alre, -
he'must have evaly

ainantg but he

Uee Lo dj
-om direct
ady in hig posse 5

ated the elip,ihilily

diverted his part of responsibility and asked
intornt ¢ contractors (o provide the eligibility criteria
(_r[ : N shape of (echnical bidding documents on which
teria of 1y conlraclors.
2] e - - »
In response to Execulive Engincer / p

Complaint Redroess: : rocuring Apuncy lotter, the Proj ; ’
t Redressal Commiyee wrole a Iul'lur’;:'il‘;f Il‘i:il: l‘:};zifﬁl‘]‘lﬁ:: Manﬂgef/ghﬂl;man
! ! A hbL o: F-24/

HMDCP/C lainl Redres
ducun{m-./ls {:;:T(, il{!}gfz{l;zt.[;lgasal Commitiee/1325 Dated 15-06-2020 o produce the biddi
. 4.00 PM posilively byt he failed to provide those documents, i

Decision of Complaint Redressal Committee

After due deliberation ,

. the co i i
* the instant procurement which is still in proc it it contenies i hesered e

ess and the complainants grievances are seems to be

enuine as the procuring a gency failed to provi A :
18 b é ide t i
B pon in its defence, p he relevant record whlch could have been his best

| _ . ' I_n the enfl, the members of the Complaint Redressal Committee unanimously
: greed upon the decision that instant Notice Inviting Tenders may be declared asymis-procurement

der Sindh Public Procurement Rules-32-A. ?
/7

o

(Mr. Sarmad Ali/Shah) (Mr. Mushtaque Ahmed)
The Assistant Director, Divisional Accounts Officer,
O/o Director Road Research Laboratory, *  Provincial Buildings Division,
(Cum) Director Monitoring, Works & Services Hyderabad
Department, Hyderabad. ' Representative of A.G. Sindh
Member Complaint Redressal Commgittee Member Complaint Redressal Committee

(En CMH\T"
Proj anager
t Implementation Unit
Hyderabad- urkhas Dual Carraigeway Project
Hyderabad/

Chairman) §¢mplaint Redressal Committee

forwarded with compliments for information to the: -

Secretary, to Government of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Karachi.

i i ichways) Hyderabad. .
&?i;ﬁ%iﬁf Singl1)Pull;Iic Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government of Sindh,
Karachi.

Executive Engineer,
Mr. Sarmad Ali Shah,
Director Monitoring, Works & Se
Mr. Mushtaque Ahmed Divisional A-CCO

*Hyderabad. ; .
; M),;S'Rustam Khan Chandio, M/S Jam Asif Construction Company, M/S Sindh

i : ises, M/S Hussain Enterprise
Ghulam Murtaza Enterprises, M/S F.B. Enterprises .
Ghaf?aTMaE;r :/Ia/S Asif')Raza, M/S Rabi Traders & M/S Ameer Ali Chandio.

Provincial Highways Division, 'H}’ derabad.
Assistant Director, O/0 Director Road Resear
rvices Department, Flyderabad.

unts Officer, Provincia

ch Laboratory, (Cum)

| Buildings Division,

B\']ildersf M/ S
s, M/S Abdul

" ) ey ot ol R b RS
SPENEES SAANTHELESEES S ~ - —_—— SISV S SPPVRS TS S S LR L s
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENQLNE
! PROVINCIAL HIGHWAY DIVISION HYDERABAD

NO: TC/G-55/ 1 S 3 Jof 2020 Hyderabad, Dated:- )&/ o6&, /2020

To,

The Chairman Complaint Redressal Committee/
Project Manager, '
Hyderabad-Mirpurkhas Dual Carriageway Project,

Hyderabad.

Subject: TE " MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL ITTEE OF
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HY HELD 11-06-2020 T
ADDRESS THE GRIEVANCES OF COMPLAINANTS.

Reference:  Your Office Letter No.F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal C@nw
dated 17]06/2{120 :

In response to your office letter cited under reference, after review narration
of “Facts & Background”, “Proceedings”, “Procurement Committee's Version”, “Observation
of CRC" and “Decision of CRZ" in subject minutes of meeting contrary to the realty, I really

astonished and compelled to submit my submissions in written to reveal the facts of all the

proceedings.

The real facts iy narration in replay to the Minutes of Meeting’s Proceedings
Para-wise is as under:

Facts & Backgrounds

I, in person brought all the required relevant record on 1st scheduled meeting
on dated: 11-06-2020 fixed by your good honor, and shown to the participants. On

;% reéiization by all the present contractors of their deficient documentation, which-resulted

their disqualification, non-responsive and failure in competitive bidding process. On the

" Q'? occasion, the Chairman of CRC also controlling officer of procuring agency (Provincial
@ g‘e Highways Division Hyderabad) asked the Chairman Procurement Committee also Executive
Engineer, Of the Division (Procuring agency) on request by complaining contractors to

: ", compromise and made commitment with them for next coming procurement to be relaxed
- and case them through favoritism so they may acquire the work to be awarded. Therefore,

your kind honor officially postponed such attentive meeting postponed fixed next date with

= “showing reasons in contradiction to the above briefed facts: “The Executive Engineer,
\V‘p o({'q_’m.\in_fii_ﬂuljgh__wiiy&lIy_'(l(.:;:;:_hndf Chairman Procurement Committee further requested to
Qv}( prant him few days to_precont the record before the complaint Redressal Committee and

|

committed that he will provided the record by 15-06-2020.,"
' Cont.. Page # 02 f

i LS el
2 — w GV‘
ke /\-”P‘“"‘ <
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(02)
Due to non-undertaking of any deceitful commitment by undersigned, your

good honor again and again postponed the meeting with different reasons including reason

of non-submission of record by the undersigned.

o

Proceeding of CRC.

During proceedings the role of members other than Chairman of CRC
remained silent. On submission of required .documents by the undersigned, showing
deficient documentation of complaining contractors, the proceedings was nothing but
dialogue of Chairman CRC with Chairman PC (undersigned) to compromise with

complaining contractor for future commitment.

In ‘CRC Proceedings’ paragraph only repeated the complaints of all the
complaining contractors as anc-they have explained in their complaint. Whereas, neither the
version of procurement committee nor reasons of disqualification, non-responsive and / or

failure of complaining contract=:is mentioned.

Versi C

[ The version of CRC regarding request by undersigned for postponement of
meeting was not correct, because the required record was already brought and presented
during first fixed mecting of C2C on dated 11-06-2020.

Observation of CRC

[n light of observation of CRC, the contents of letter written by undersigned
regarding ‘the record to be req:ired from contractors in support of their complaint’ was
actually the version of CRC during first meeting, held on 11-06-2020, when undersigned
submitted technical documenis having attached deficient documents of complamants

Therefore, my request was of 12 view ¢f CRC not diversion of responsibility.

Decision of CRC

On review of above described facts & backgrounds, proceeding and incorrect
version of CRC, it is not difficut to be gauged the intention and role of individuals in making
such decision. Therefore, the vequired record is again submitted for veady reference of all
the concerned, | |

Furthermore, it i submitted that all the procurement was proceeded under
the nmbrcll.l of Procurement Committée, constituted by the Principal Accounts Officer of
Administrative  Department vide  notilication No. E&A  (W&S)/3-9/91-2013  dated:

02-03-2020, comprising of o Sumber three officers under chair of of BPS- 18 ofticer and

Cont.. Page # 03

o
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(03)

ol two officers of BPS-17, (Rulc, 7 of S.P.P Rules), who all are written signed Witncs_s of all the
a : proceedings, functions and disbursed their responsibilities in accordance with the Rule, 8 of
SPP Rule. &

In view of fore 1ving facts and grounds, it is requested to kindly review the
decision of CRC in light of for so0ing grounds and facts.

(Engr: Fazal Muhammad Mangi)
Executive Engineer,
Chairman Procurement Committee/
Executive Engineer,
Provincial Highways Division,
Hyderabad
Copy F,\W.Csto: '

V' The Secietary to Government of Sindh, Works & Services Department,
] Karachi. : '
\/ The Chic/ Zngineer, Highways Department, Hyderabad.
¥" The Managing Director, SPPRA, Karachi.,

: ; Hyderabad
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OFFICE OF THE
PROJECT MANAGER PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT
HYDERABAD-MIRPURKHAS DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT HYDERABAD

No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redresssal Committee/ /2 77~ Dated:- //-06-2c29

To,
441,1 NLRUYE- e
The Executive Engineer, s
Provincial Highways Division,
Hyderabad.
Subject: - MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE.

The meeting of Complaint Rederssal Committee was held on 11-06-2020 in
office of the undersigned, which was attended by all the members of Complaint’ Redres
Committee as notified by the Works & Services Department, Government of Sindh, Karachi vi
Notification No: E&A/W&S/3-9/2020 Dated 03-06-2020. All the complainants (Contract:)rs) as w

as you were also present in that meeting.

The Complaint Rederssal Committee heard all the complainants in detail
your presence and you were given opportunity to respond the complainants, but on few works
the said NIT the relevant record was missing for which the comm_iltée could not scrutinize tho
works. On inquiring, you informed the Committee that you will provide the relevant record 1

Monday i.e. 15-06-2020. Your request was accepted for provision of relevant record on Monday.

You are therefore directed to ensure the provision of all the relevant record o
given date and time to this office for scrutiny and further to prepare minutes of the Complair
Redressal Committee meeting within stipulated time & same may be forwarded to the highe

authorities for taking further necessary action.

Bl
(Engy: Ghulain Shabir on)
\ Project Manager
ct Implementation Unit
Hyderabad- urkhas Dual Carriageway Project

Hyderabad
A copy is forwarded for information to the: -

» Chief Engineer (Highways) Hyderabad.

» Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government of Sindh,
Karachi.

» Assistant Director Office of the Director, Road Research Laboratory (Cum) Director .':

Monitoring Works & Services Department, Hyderabad.

> Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Buildings Division, Hyderabad.

|
Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com

|




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINE_EB,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD

020 - Hyderabad Dated/ & / ¢ oo

NO.TC/G-55/ [ L’ %3

To,
Hotnerwoe. P
e Project Manager, ' — A
Project Implementation Unit (PIU) S5
for Hyderabad-Mirpurkhas Dual

Carriageway Project, Hyderabad.

SUBJECT:- MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE.

Reference: Your office letter No.F-24fHI\/IDCP!Complaint Redressal Committee/1270
dated 11-06-2020. '

It is very kindly submitted with referencéto your good office letter No. cited
above, that that during the CRC meeting held on 11-06-2020 in your office. It was decided
that the contractors would produce original record required according to eligibility criteria

as mentioned in the NIT for verification by the members of CRC, but the same are still

awaited from the complainant's.
It is therefore, requested that the complainants may kindly be directed to

produce the requisite original record, so that further. comments may be furnished to your

good office.

D.A/As above EX

@)ﬁk’ Copy f.w.c's for information to the:-
' : 1. The Chief Engineer, (Highways), Hyderabad.

g\jv 2. The Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority,

Government of Sindh, Karachi.

3. The Assistant Director, Office of the Director, Road Research Laboratory
(Cum) ®irector Monitoring Works & Services Department, Hyderabad.

4, The Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Buildings Division
Hyderabad.

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAY DIVISION
HYDERABAD

-

IS 1=

s -

—
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PROJECT MANAGER PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT
HYDERABAD-MIRPURKHAS DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT HYDERABAD

No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redresssal Committee/ } g Z}H Dated: - [ 5\»- i o] ~222.7)

To,

The Executive Engineer, %1 e d<¢=— é’:
Provincial Highways Division, e ———
Hyderabad.
Subject: - MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE. _
Reference: - Your office letter No: TC/G-55/1493 Dated 12-06-2020 received on 15-06-2020.

It is regret to say that your office misapprehended the contents of this office
letter, wherein you were directed to produce the relevant bidding documents in original of the
contractors whose Bid Evaluation Reports have been hoisted with respect to NIT NO: TC/G-55/375
DATED 03-02-2020 & TC/G-55/660 DATED 25-02-2020.

But instead of providing the relevant record to the Complaint Redressal
Committee you have again tried to deceive your superiors by writing the irrelevant letter.

If it had been the issue of eligibility criteria as mentioned in your letter, all the
relevant technical broushers of the contractors are submitted to your office by those contractors on
or before the date of opening respective NITs.

Your act shows irresponsibility towards the Government duty, mishandling
such a sensitive issue of procurement, wherein your office is in due possession of the technical /
financial documents provided by the contractors but instead of providing the bidding documents,
you are writing the letter to the undersigned to direct the contractors to produce their original
technical documents where we could check the eligibility criteria.

As for as the eligibility criteria is concerned, till now we had not touched the
eligibility criteria of the contractors which you must have evaluated before hoisting of Bid
Evaluation Report on the SPPRA website. |

You are therefore directed to produce the bidding documents of the respsctive
contractors, whose Bid Evaluation Reports are hoisted on SPPRA website, whether their rates have
been quoted lowest or highest duly singed by those contractors along with their company stamp to
this office by 16-06-2020 @ 4.00 PM positively.

In case of failure strict action will be reconunendéd against you and your Sub-
ordinate staff.
This must be taken as MOST IMPORTANT MAJI"I‘ER

: thabacge:JJn)( 26.
Préject Manager

ject Implementation Umt '
purkhas Dual Carriageway Project
Hyderabad

A copy is forwarded for information to the: -
» Chief Engineer (Highways) Hyderabad.
> Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authonty, Government of Sindh
Karachi.
» Assistant Director Office of the Director, Road Research Laboratory (Cum) Directo
Monitoring Works & Services Department, Hyderabad.
» Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Buildings Division, Hyderabad.

Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com



OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER

PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HY DERABAD
NO: TICIG-148/ | 5 D o 072020 Hyderabad, Dated:-[ >/ & /2020

To, :474 t{:&é’c(w- ﬁ/

2 e .
The Project Manager,
Project Implementation Unit
Dual Carriageway project
tlydcrabad-Mirpurkhas

Hyderabad.,
SUBJECT:- MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE.

Reference:- Your good office letter No. F/24/ HMDCP / Complaint Redressal
Committee /1325 dated: 15-06-2020.

:
i
B
5:«

It is submitted that procurement committee completed the entire process of
tvaluation on the basis of relevant documents produced by the bidders, but now the
complainants ure insisting to accept their point of view for which they have been asked to

produce the original record otherwise there is question of mishandling.

As for as the question of producing bidding document of the respective
contractors whose bid Evaluation reports were hosted is concerned, it is submitted that the
required bidding documents are being compiled and the same would be submitted latest by
19-06-2020.

This is for favour of your kind information.

‘7/%)0 P AL !-IlGJ!lWA S DIVISION
_ HYDERAB

v Chief Engineer (Highways) Hyderabad.
v Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority,
“Government of Sindh, Karachi. .
v’ Assistant Director Office of the Director, Road Research Laboratory
(Cum) Director Monitoring Works & Services Department, Hyderabad.

v" Divisional Accounts Olfficer, Provincial Buildings Division, Hyderabad.

/
'
i

EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION
HYDERABAD

ey oM
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OFFICE OF THE
PROJECT MANAGER PROJECT IMPLEMENTATION UNIT .
HYDERABAD-MIRPURKHAS DUAL CARRIAGEWAY PROJECT HYDERABAD

No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redresssal Comxmttee/ fﬂ' Dated: -/ ’*j——f 6 202
To, -
The Executive Engineer, 4’1/{ &Ly €~ ?
Provincial Highways Division,
Hyderabad.
Subject: - MEETING OF COMPLAINT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE.
Reference: - Your office letter No: TC/G-55/1520 Dated 17-06-2020.

Most regretfully it is stated that being an Executive Engineer of the most
important Provincial Highways Division of Sindh, you are behaving in unmeaning full manner and
have indulged yourself in irrelevant correspondence which is a mere waste of time or can be said
time gaining tactics.

In this office letter No: F-24/HMDCP/Complaint Redressal Committee /1325
Dated 15-06-2020, you were directed to submit the bidding documents of the contractors whose Bid
Evaluation Reports have already been hoisted by you, their quoted rates have been shown in
comparative statement.

To make things simple, you are directed to submit those tender documents
which you have received in sealed envelope duly filled by the contractors and were opened on the
date of opening i.e 16-03-2020. The undersigned failed to understand how come you need time for
compiling those tender documents which are already filled by the contractors. Does it mean that you
are filling the rates of those tender documents?

As far as, technical documents of the contractor are concerned, you are hereby
directed to also submit the evaluation criteria result of the contractors on which you have qualified
or disqualified them in the simple proforma duly signed by you.

The above documents must reached this 'ce by TODAY POSITIVELY OR
matter will be reported to the Secretary to Government of Sindh; Works & Serwces Department,

\

Karachi for taking disciplinary action against your under E&D Rule \

GhufWemon) ’
Project Manager

jeet Implementation Unit
urkhas Dual Carriageway Pm]ect
" Hyderabad

Hyderabad-

A copy is forwarded for information to the: -

» Secretary to Government of Sindh, Works & Services Department, Karachi.

» Chief Engineer (Highways) Hyderabad.

» Managing Director, Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Government of Sindh,
Karachi. ,

> Assistant Director Office of the Director, Road Research Laboratory (Cum) Director |
Monitoring Works & Services Department, Hyderabad. _

» Divisional Accounts Officer, Provincial Buildings Division, Hyderabad.

Address: - B-1, G.O.R. COLONY, HYDERABAD - TEL: 022-9201983 — FAX: 022-9201982 EMAIL: piuhmdcp@yahoo.com
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__ FICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER
= PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD

ATTENDANCE SHEET

FOR PARTICIPATION VARIOUS CONTRACTORS FOR
TENDER PROCESS OF N.I.T NO.TC/G-55/660, DATED 25-02-2020, HELD ON 16-03-2020.

Name of Contractor/Agency Signature of Contractors
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Provincial Highwy Diyision
T Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)

(Engr: Muhammad Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM TAHIR HINGORO ROAD TO
WAHAB SHAH STATION ROAD MILE 0/0-2/0 (3.22 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement;:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 4 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 1 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
g 9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:-
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S. Cost of offered by Comparison with
: Name of Firm or Bidder in terms acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder of cost Estimated Cost rejection
1 |M/S Shahzeb & Co. 26,296,867/- 1st 0.86% Below Be*"gﬁl::"em

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

z
%
%
g
e

7

[
!l
(ENGR: FAZALM

3 sclibiveRroTiE
? y. Provincial Highway Dijvision
B Hyderabad
% (CHAIRMAN)
g (Engr: Muhammad Sadique Ansari) (Engr: Bas Agged Shaikh)
E Assistant Engineer, Assis ineer
' Public Health Engineering, Provincial High Sub-Division
4 Sub-Division Jamshoro. Tando Allagyar
g (MEMBER) (MEMBE

.
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

‘=me of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM PIYARO LUND TO WANHYAL
THEBO MILE 0/0-3/4 (5.60 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 8 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 3 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- NIA
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- -
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S Name of Firm or Bidder Cast.of offersd by in terms Con‘tparlson i acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder Estimated Cost
of cost rejection
:- 1 |W/S Shamsher Khan 51,398,483/- 1st 0.67% Below Bei“gﬁ'::”es‘
¥ 2 |M/S Soneri Const. Co. 51,967,222/ 2nd 0.43% Below Bei"fﬁ':fher
E ¥ 3 |M/S Tanveer Builders 52,167,612/- 3rd 0.82% Below Bei"g#;ghﬁt
l The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

4
(ENGR: FA Al) MANGI)
Executive Enginee
Provincial Highway Diyision

Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)
(Engr: Muhammad Sadique Ansari) (Engr: Bashjr Ahmed Shaikh)
Assistant Engineer, Assista gineer
Public Health Engineering, Provincial High Sub-Division
Sub-Division Jamshoro. Tando Allghyar

(MEMBER) (MEMBER)




PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

5 OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,

*

BID EVALUATION REPORT

zme of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
Tender Reference No:- NO.TCIG-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
4 Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM ZAIR PIR -HALA ROAD TO
MALDASI VIA ABDUL WAHID BURIRO MILE 0/0-6/2 (10 KM)

£) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
8) Total Bid documents Sold:- 7 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 3 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A

9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- e
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-

Ranking Reasons for

Si Cost of offered by Comparison with

No. Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder interms Estimated Cost acceptance/ Remarks
of cost rejection

1 |M/S AM.B & Co. 75,564,574/- tst | 047%Below | BoInglowest

2 |M/S Rustam Khan Chandio 76073538~ | 2nd | 021%Above | Bengngner

3 |M/S Rajgan 76,123,629/- 3d | 028%Above | DO highest

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(ENGR: FA MANGI)
E g
: Provincial Highway Djvision
’ Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)
(Engr: Muhammad que Ansari) (Engr: Basiyr Ahmed Shaikh)
Assistant Engineer, Assistagt Engineer
Public Health Engineering, Provincial High ub-Division
Sub-Division Jamshoro. Tando Allalyar
(MEMBER) (MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT
Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:

NO,TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
IMPROVEMENT OF ROAD FROM MATLI TO DANDO MILE 0/0-12/0

(PHASE-) MILE 0/0-4/3 (7.0 KMS),

#=me of Procuring Agency:-

- Temder Reference No:-

& Tender Description/Name of work:-

£} Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
3) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
5) Total Bid documents Sold:- 14 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 3 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- v
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S. Cost of offered by Comparison with
No. Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder in terms Estimated Cost accept:fnce! Remarks
of cost rejection
1 |M/S Khokhar Brothers 93,287,803/- 1st 0.60% Below Beingﬁt:vest
2 [Mrs Bashir Ahmed 04000363+ | 2nd | 017%Above | CS TGN
3 |Mss Preaty Const. Co. 94,170,757/- ad | 034%Above | Pemgniohest

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

Provincial Highway Division
Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)

(Engr: Bashir hmsqd Shaikh)
Assistant leer
Provincial Highway'Sub-Division

(Engr: Muhammad que Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)

(MEMBER)
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OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

=== of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
| Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
é' Tender Description/Name of work:- WIR OF ROAD FROM BUKERA REGULATOR TO RAEES MANZOOR
£ ALl KHAN PITAFI, MEHRAB KHAN PITAF| MILE 0/0-3/0 (4.82 KMS) (2"
i THICK ASPHALT).
" & Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5} Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
8) Total Bid documents Sold:- 14 Nos.
~ 7) Total Bids Received:- 3 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- NIA
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- NIA
" 10) Bid(s) Rejected:- e
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020,

12) Bid Evaluation Report:-

:‘;_ Name of Firm or Bidder Costth:f ;ifcf;:::' by Eaf:‘:l:rm:tg cé:l}ﬁ::::’:;::th :{Ei{%szgz: Remarks
1 |WS Asadullah Const. 93,966,565/- st 0.88% Below Bei“gﬁ‘e":"‘"“
2 |/ Abdul Ghaffar Memon 94506732 | 2nd | 031%Below | congnioher
3 |M/s Preaty Const. Co. 94644427 | 3d | 0.16%Below | DengHiohest

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

Hyderabad
(CHAIRMAN)

adique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

k&= of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
- Tascer Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020

"_‘i'ender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM SHAIKH BHIRKIO FARAN SUGAR

MILL TOWARD PHULKARA MILE 0/0-4/6 {7.64 KM).

Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope

Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English

Total Bid documents Sold:- 12 Nos.

Total Bids Received:- 3 No.

Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A

No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- NIA

Bid(s) Rejected:- w-

Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.

Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking 4 ; Reasons for

< y Cost of offered by Comparison with
Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder in terms Estimated Cost acceptance/ oRemarks

of cost rejection

M/S Manjhi Const, Put. Ltd, 120552647/ | st | 034%Below | PoMgiowest

M/S United Engineering Const. Co. |  130,280,229/- 2nd 0.21% Above Be"‘gﬁ*:f'he’

M/S Niaz Muhammad Khan & Bros. |  130,591,827/- 3rd 0.45% Above Bej“ﬂf'fifhes‘

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

,
(ENGR: FA NGI)
Executive Engineér
Provincial Highway Division
Hyderabad

(CHAIRMAN)

(Engr: Muhammad Sactifjue Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM HASHIM KHASKHELI ROAD TO
MITHO KHASKHELI ROAD MILE 0/0-2/0 (0.00-3.22 KMS)
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 04 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 01 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- e
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
i Name of Firm or Bidder Cost of offered by in terms Gomparisoh Wit acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder Estimated Cost
of cost rejection
1 WS Taj Muhammad Khaskheli 26,325,482- tst | 083%Below | oS owest

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr: Muhammat-Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT g
1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM MASSU BHURGIRI TO MUREED
SIPIO ROAD MILE 0/0-1/7 (3.0 KMS)
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 05 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 02 Nos.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/IA
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- o
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S. - Cost of offered by Comparison with
No. Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder in terms Estimated Cost acceptance/ Remarks
of cost rejection
1 |Mis Sindh Builders 26,436,020/- 1st 0.90% Below BB'“gf}z:"e"’t
2 |MIS Khokhar Bros. Const. 26,682,988/- 2nd 0.30% Above Be'"gfgfhe’

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.

(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM JAM DISTRY TO JUMMU KHOSO
| ZAFAR SHAH KOT MILE 0/0-2/0 (3.20 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 4 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 1 No.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/IA
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- -
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking - . Reasons for
S. Cost of offered by Comparison with
No. Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder in terms Estimated Cost acce_ptance! Remarks
of cost rejection
1 |M/S Hamlet Builders 27,897,045/- 1st 0.53% Below BEi“gf:g‘r"es’t

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr:: adique Ansari) (Engr: BashirQhmed Shaikh)
Assistant Engineer, Assistant ileer
Public Health Engineering, Provincial High b-Division
Sub-Division Jamshoro. Tando Allakyar

(MEMBER) (MEMBE




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TCI/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM PALIJANI TO GUL MUHAMMAD
PANHWAR ROAD MILE 0/0-2/3 (3.80 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 3 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 2 Nos.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- =
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S, Name of Firm or Bidder Cost of offered by in terms Compuiserwith acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder Estimated Cost
of cost rejection
1 |Mis s &Sons 28,180,330/ 1st 0.45% Below E““gf:g:"e‘“
o Being higher
2 |M/s F.B Enterprises 28,432,112/- 2nd 0.44% Above offer

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr: Muhammat-Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- CONSTRUCTION OF ROAD FROM CHOWDAGI TO KK NIZAMANI MILE
0/0-2/1+330' (3.5 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 4 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- ; 2 Nos.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- aus
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking S Reasons for
8. Name of Firm or Bidder Cast of aftefod by in terms Com‘parlson with acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder Estimated Cost
of cost rejection
M/s Muhammad Ismail Wassan Being lowest
1 Builders 34,314,484/- 1st 0.41% Below ofler
2 [M/s Khokhar Brothers Const. 34,530,801/- 2nd | 022%Above | DG higher

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr: Muhammad-Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020

3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF LINK ROAD FROM TANDO SOOMRO ROAD TO

NASARPUR CITY MILE 0/0-1/7 (3.0 KMS).

4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope

5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English

6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 05 Nos.

7) Total Bids Received:- 03 Nos.

8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- -

9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- -
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-

Ranking Reasons for

B Name of Firm or Bidder Costof offered by in terms Comparieon with acceptance/ Remarks

No. the Bidder Estimated Cost
of cost rejection

1 s Z.A Juno 39,521,220/- tst | 066%Below | oinglowest

2 |Mis Mass Developers 39,896,014/- 2nd | 029%Above | Bemgnaher

3 |Mis ZMH Const. (Pvt) Ltd. 40,003,184/~ 3d | 056%Above | BoMY ighest

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr: Muhammat-Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.
(MEMBER)

lim




o« .,

8 OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
i PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.
-
BID EVALUATION REPORT
1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF ROAD FROM MASSU BHURGURI TO SANGI
MILE 0/0-3/6 (6.0 KMS).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 8 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 3 Nos.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):- N/A
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- =
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S. Cost of offered by Comparison with
No. Name of Firm or Bidder the Bidder in terms Estimated Cost acceptance/ Remarks
of cost rejection
1 |Mis Ghulam Murtaza 47,716,957- 1st 0.55% Below | eing jowest
2 |M/s Imtiaz Al Memon 48,092,163)- 2nd | 022%Above | e higher
A& =
. 3 |M/s Ismail Wassan 48,197,112/- 3rd 0.44% Above Ba'“%;;grhe‘e't

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

(Engr: Muhammat-Sadique Ansari)
Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.

(MEMBER)




OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER,
PROVINCIAL HIGHWAYS DIVISION HYDERABAD.

BID EVALUATION REPORT

1) Name of Procuring Agency:- Executive Engineer, Provincial Highways Division, Hyd:
2) Tender Reference No:- NO.TC/G-55/660, dated 25-02-2020
3) Tender Description/Name of work:- RECONDITIONING OF LINK ROAD FROM TANDO MUHAMMAD KHAN
BULRI SHAH KARIM DITTA WAH ROAD TO HAJI MUHAMMAD JAT
ROAD MILE 0/0-5/0 (8.00 KM).
4) Method of Procurement:- Single Stage One Envelope
5) Tender Published:- Leading Newspapers Urdu, Sindhi & English
6) Total Bid documents Sold:- 08 Nos.
7) Total Bids Received:- 03 Nos.
8) Technical Bid Opening Date (if applicable):-
9) No. of Bid Technically Qualified (if applicable):- N/A
10) Bid(s) Rejected:- -
11) Financial Bid Opening Date:- 16-03-2020.
12) Bid Evaluation Report:-
Ranking Reasons for
S. Name of Firm or Bidder Gost ot offered by in terms Com_parison With acceptance/ Remarks
No. the Bidder Estimated Cost 7
of cost rejection
1 |Mls ZMH Const (Pvt) Ltd 65,775,300/- 1st 0.86% Below | DN owes!
2 |M/s Rajgan Enterprises 66,611,629/- 2nd 0.39% Above Beingﬂ:irghar
3 |M/s S.C Shahzad & Co. 66,740,030/~ 3rd 0.59% Above Be'"gf'f’;fh“‘

The tenders were opened by the tendering committee comprised of the officers as below:

Assistant Engineer,
Public Health Engineering,
Sub-Division Jamshoro.

(MEMBER)
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