
GOVERNMENT OF SINDH 
INDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

 

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT 
REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

NO.AD (L-11)/SPPRA/CMS-2967/2021-22/0855 Karachi, dated the 1st  March, 2022 

To, 

   

 

The Executive Engineer, 

Sujawal Drainage Division, 

SUJAWAL.  

 

    

Subject: 	DECISION OF THE REVIEW COMMITTEE OF SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT 
REGULATORY AUTHORITY.  

The undersigned is directed to refer to the subject cited above and to 

enclose herewith a copy of the Authority's Review Committee decision (M/s Haji 
Habibullah Khan, v/s Executive Engineer, Sujawal Drainage Division Sujawal, held on 22 
.02.2022, It is farther stated that Committee has rejected appeal submitted by the Appellant 

M/s Haji Habibullah Khan. 

ASSISTAN 	 (Legal-II) 

A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action to: 

1. The Secretary to Government of Sindh, Irrigation & Power Department. 
2. The Superintending Engineer, Lower Sindh Drainage Circle Hyderabad. 

3. Assistant director (I.T), SPPRA (with advice to post the decision on the Authority's 

website in terms of Rule-32(11) of SPP Rules, 2010) 
4. The Staff Officer to the Chairman / Members Review Committee. 

5. The Appellant. 

Qndh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority, Barrack # 8, Secretariat 4-A, Court Road, Saddar, Karachi. 
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cc b,a.! 	 the appellant M/S Flail Habibullah Khan ll-t'.;reinafter 
tertris 	P.hile 31(5) ap;ainst the procuring atlency 

tjhrwal," hereinafter referred as 
h.e viphliant -,xas called by the Review Committee for 

aopeLl. The appellant could not appeal.  before the 
ac The RAe.- - ..hw earirrnitJec decided adjuCicates the matte: ex-pane. 
...o:n -plaint of the apc, -.11an.t are on the record. The appellant had filed the 

I Re:tressai (..1.arrimittee on 1)1,1202.2.  and the Complaint 
call its meeting_ as one of the member of Complaint 

'IIIcc nc C r-ivid - i Is? oositive. As per the written staten:.mt bf Lie 
is the CRC to wait for 14 days till the member of 

LITit 	 the CRC was not called after the lapse of (4 
the Reir Appeal on U.2.2022 vide ILtter dated 

r1 rcI :rn he •-h, as abed by the Superintendent Enginecy that CRC 
ILdat. fltei: 14 das 

	

	he was waiting for the CRC meeting to 
Committee within time. 
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ji, •;,)roviiaied that he has not 
the Lid, securit.,,•iif any, depcsited _Lay hint. 

of 	rules mentioned supra, it is evident that there are two 
t":e 	C,Drirlittc--b-i,-  transfer or dissatisfaction from CRC 

	

( 	 trar,sfer-is to approacn the Review I: orrirniA:tzT,  
]121 	 acrive at the decision within 7 of the 
icceir:Df 	 ',11iS CELHSC, fcc appeal stands transferred to tiac Review 
Committe,: I 	ii is 	id to isnc.r al the complaint provided that the aggrieved 

w'r,Inin ten 	days of such transfer. 
Committee is after the announceir.:::Int of the 

CC,Ti cciLi:Ce. In this case also the eomDlainant is 
within ten (10) days of the ah:nouncement 
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fj. it 	 costs 'Atether failure of CRC to decide the matter or 
• PoPes I. oat CRC decision. the bidder was required to ap-...roach the 

',-.J.ccordance vitt the rules, any appe?1 rece'...ved 
sh...L dos 	 in the instant matter, the bidcf.-: was not 

riIht time. He approached the born pliant 
compiitrit R2dressal Comrhitto.-- failed tc, 

days. R.t.:.:,:ultandy., the appellant approa<....- ed to tie 
11;1.1r. 	 1):2)7).2 	 dated 09.2.2022) after the 	of about 

as -!..7.,er PP Rates. 
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In 	.1  ppelianis 
ire 	 case 

V--hthin 0 days of the The 
hccisien 	transfer of appeal filed ccipplaint on 

The CT- ci failed to 
arrive at tit 
decis:,o 
seven Ct:s(7) 

The 	appellant 
filed a r peal 23 
days of the 
transfer cf appeal. 
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,i:cited that he could approach the Review Committee because he 

CRC -(-) Weil: 
14 days. The Review Committee noted that the 

re te approach the Review Committee timely and just the letter of 
the legal p,rocedure, 

principle of law that LigiLligsskmuired foitstaim alt! 

his, Vigilance requires that those who wish to seek assistance of 
xithin time limitations to do so. 
assion is sufficient -Jo prove that the appeal is time barred under SPP 
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findings, observations and after due deliberation, in c:tercise of' 
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 the Rule 32(7)(a) of the SPP Rules, the Review CommiDte rejects she a:1-3,11 is. 	aopal bei,- tg time bared under the SPP Rules 2010(arnened up-to- date). 

dJin Asir 
(7: P 	 , 

Karachi. 

Member 
(Muni r _Ahmed Shaikh ) 

Independent Professional 

Chairman 
(Abdtil Haleem Shaikh) 

Managing Director 
Sindh Public Procurement 

Regulatory Authotity 
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