
GOVERNMENT OF SINDH 
INDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

NO.AD (L-II)/SPPRA/CMS-2961/2021-22/ C(c)  

To, 

SINDH PUBLIC PROCUREMENT 
REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

Karachi, dated the 04th  March, 2022 

The Executive Engineer, 

Irrigation West Division, 

KHAIRPUR MIR'S  

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 Ghulam 

Murtaza Enterprises, v/s Executive Engineer, Irrigation West Division Khairpur Mir's, held 
on 16.02.2022, for information & necessary action. 

A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action to: 

1. The Secretary to Government of Sindh, Irrigation & Power Department. 
2. The Superintending Engineer, Khairpur Irrigation Circle Sukkur. 
3. Assistant director (1.1), 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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GOVERNMENT 317  SINDH 
StNDF PUBLIC PROCUREMENT REGULATORY AUTHORITY 

 

SiNDF NjEILIC. PROCUREMEN':' 
RGJLATORY AUTHOR,TY 

No.AD(L-II)SPPRAA 	/7020-71 
	

Karachi, dated 3rd  March ,2022 

DeeEiocC the Review Committee held on  16th Februa ...21 

Name of Appellant 

__) -coeuring Agency 

PPMS ;14 

ii-,Z.eference 

INS Ghularn Murtaza Enterprises 

Executive Engineer IRRIGATION WE ST 

DIVISION KFIAIR_PUR (23-Irrigation P Power 

Deartment) 

T00895-21-0001 

TC/G-55/6487 OF 2021, KHAIRPUR DATED: 

15.12.2021 

Appeal Rece-.Nec AuTnoritlT Dated 	 27.1.2027 

Cornpian-o-  ciAha rrce1iar.: Addressed to the 

Superintlt.,rri Eriaia  r- I ration Khairpur Circle 	Dared:10-01-2022 
Sukkur 	 Redressal Committee) 
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e AREellanieq 

1. The appellant ,ii...bri.Jtted that the Executive Engineer irrigation West Division invited the 
bids on Single 	One Envelope Bidding Procedure vide its advertisement NO.TC/G-- 
55/6487 dated J-1..2-2021 and bids were opened on 06.01.2022. 

L. The appellar',-  I 	r submi-J. --d that he downloaded bidding documents and attached 
Ii: :1N.-.-L,j.t for Bid Security and Pay Orders for D.R/ Tenders feesit was also 

informed that 	sent his bid via courier service and the same was received by Imran 
Traeldfig 	I:2(.(t.:70317"9), 

3. Me 	 on 06.1 „202 ' he had visited the Office of the Executive 
Engineer 	 Khaimur Out the offices were locked and the :Procurement 

Hence, bids were not .3pmeci in a transparent manner which the 
appellant GGEsi.!'::Tfc-i the clear 	 SOP 

4. The appellaint 	Lryci,4•Aained that the iproc,..-Lirrip agency intends to award -this -,,vorks 
h-112fier 	to reed coriwectors 

5. The anirlhAnt 	that, the .procuring, agency had uploaded Bid Evaluation Report hit 
was 	in Bid Evaluation Report by the procuring agency. 

6. The :147.1.),A,-',= 	 about the Call Deposit for Bid Security whether the Cafl. deposits 
been 	 him or not„ The ar:Tellant .submitted that he had sent the Edo Depos'ts 

2560„000,.00 Tong with bidding documents afK:i the same 

I, The 	 ,vary subtriitted 	the api--::-ellant had sent his hid via Co.Liricr Service 
arid 	 aq,ericy. 

2 7711.e.:en 	e 	sdm cc that t'lo appellant had sent incomplete doc-inients. 
sore re:ee is roe where:: re -fri eunscije. '(),Jere attached with nor bid si,-::iourity was 

3. It 'WaS 

	

	 the 	• agency that the bids were opened pub. .d before 
Leif repr,:f.s,firitativs who vy:- L',:f.Tt.--,c1 to be present there. 

4. The 	 2.1--Jericy also infornil that the work was awarded to the successful. 
b 	0. -!H- :.i.c, m-rn.ei- ctati.o.ri cif ProcTirE.'d-rient Committee. 
It was 0li50 	 that the appellant was not interested bidder as he had neither 

▪ i11. itted required documents. 
6,. The 	 as.: cia-irt-Hd 	the appellant was using otP.;;tructivc-„ 

practices in order to influence the normal woring of the 

7. The 	 cor.-ItendH- 	the appellant is a habitual compinant and. 
tries to 	procurernen-:- --.. 

8. It 	Oi 	 by -the 	riag-i-,enf-y that the appellant's bid st-----Turity ci 
depaSil:S 	 the possesi---. f the . r_--,, rocuring agency. 
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Observations 	he ftc 	ç7 Off 1. 

1., 	 obstEff\ -/e.c. -ft:Lae he main contention between the procu:Ang 
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