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No.LC/SPPRA 20252026/ 642 Karachi dated \ X March, 2026

To,
The Secretary to Government of Sindh,

Local Government & House Town Planning Department,
KARACHI

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 decision of Review Committee meeting held on 13.03.202

Appeal submitted by M/s Naseeb Khan & Brothers on EPADS NIT/ID No.S2

against Review
10677282 dat,

07.01.2026 for information and necessary action.

AFARRUKH AZIZ)
Assistant Pirector (Legal - I1)

i S

A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action to :-

1. The Chairperson / Members of Review Committee (All).

2. The Chief Engineer, Engineering Department, Karachi Metropolitan Corporation
(KMC).

3. M/s Naseeb Khan & Brothers (The Appellant)
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Decision of the Review Committee under Rule-32 of the SPP Rules, 2010
held on 13.03.2026

M/s Naseeb Khan & Brothers
(The Appellant)

VIS

The Chairman Procurement Committee, Contract Management, Engineering Department,

Karachi Metropolitan Corporation (KMC)

(The Procuring Agency)

The Meeting of the Review Committee started with recitation of verses from the Holy Quran.

After that the Chair welcomed the participants and briefed about the case.

I. Introduction:

1.1 The Chairman Procurement Committee, Contract Management, Engineering Department,
Karachi Metropolitan Corporation (KMC) (hereinafter referred to as “the Procuring Agency”) invited
bids for “Improvement and Rehabilitation of Traffic Corridors of Karachi (ADP #1942/2025-26)
Rashid Minhas Road from Drigh Road (Shahrah-e-Faisal) to Shahrah-e-Usman 4-K Chowrangi
via Nagan Chowrangi (Package No. 1) vide Tender No. CPC/ED/KMC/2025-26/66-Karachi dated
11-12-2025, through publication in newspapers and on the SPPRA-EPADS website vide Serial No. S-
26010677282 dated 07-01-2026. The procurement procedure adopted was Single Stage — Two
Envelope. The technical and financial bids were opened on 22.01.2026 and 06.02.2026 respectively.

1.2 The appellant submitted a bid for the subject work. The Procuring Agency declared the bidder
qualified in the Technical Evaluation, however, his bid was rejected during the financial evaluation due

to high quoted rates.

1.3 Theappellant lodged a complaint before the Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) vide letter
No. NSKB/CRC/RM/KMC2026/001 dated 16.02.2026, secking redressal of his grievances
However, the CRC failed to decide the matter within the stipulated time period.
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|4 Being dissatisfied with the outcome of the CRC proceedings, the appellant filed an appeal
before the Review Committee on 03.03.2026 under Rule-31(5) of the SPP Rules, 2010.

3 Proceedings of the Meeting:

2.1 The Chairman of the Review Committee invited the Appellant and the Procuring Agency to

explain their version from one to another.

3. Appellant’s Version:

3.1 Mr. Naseeb Khan, Proprietor of M/s Naseeb Khan & Brothers, appeared before the Review
Committee and stated that the Procuring Agency announced the Technical Evaluation Result,
which was communicated to all bidders. In that report, M/s Shaikh Baz Khan & Brothers was also

declared “Responsive” vide letter dated 27.01.2026.

32 However, in the Financial Evaluation Report uploaded by the Procuring Agency on the
SPPRA website on 16.02.2026, M/s Shaikh Baz Khan & Brothers was declared “Non-
Responsive” and disqualified due to unauthenticated work orders and completion reports, and the
Procuring Agency recommended award of the work to M/s Sherjan Mosakhail & Sons, which had

otherwise been rejected on the basis of “Tie Bid”.

3.3 He further submitted that the bids of M/s Shaikh Baz Khan & Brothers and M/s Sherjan
Mosakhail & Sons were identical and should have been rejected on the basis of tie bids.
Consequently, his bid should have been declared “Most Advantageous” and recommended for
award. He alleged that due to mala fide intention, the Procuring Agency initially declared M/s
Shaikh Baz Khan & Brothers as responsive and subsequently declared the firm non-responsive,
which is contrary to the Rules. He further stated that although the Procuring Agency convened a

CRC meeting, it failed to announce any decision.

34  He requested the Review Committee to direct the Procuring Agency to declare the bids of
M/s Sherjan Mosakhail & Sons and M/s Shaikh Baz Khan & Brothers as tie bids, and to declare

his firm as the Most Advantageous Bidder for award of the contract.

4. Procuring Agency’s Version:-

4.1 Mr. Amanullah Sangi, Chairman Procurement Committee, and Mr. Zulfigar Abro,
Chairman CRC, appeared before the Review Committee and acknowledged that M/s Shaikh Baz
Khan & Brothers was initially declared “Responsive” in the technical evaluation, and accordingly
its financial bid was opened on 06.02.2026. However, during the bid evaluation process it came

to the knowledge of the Procuring Agency that the work orders submitted by M/s Shaikh Ba:
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/ Khan & Brothers were forged and fake. The Procuring Agency verified the documents from the
issuing authority and, upon verification, declared the firm “Non-Responsive.”
4.2 Regarding the non-issuance of the CRC decision, the representative informed that due to
a stay order passed by the Senior Civil Judge-XV, Karachi South on 17.02.2026 in FC Suit No.

393 0f 2026, the CRC did not announce its decision.

PS: In the meantime, the Procuring Agency after the meeting of the Review Commiltee, informed
vide letter No. CPC/KMC/2025-26/153/Karachi dated 13.03.2026 that “Letter of Acceptance” to

the successful bidder has been issued but the same was not informed to the Honorable Committee

Members during the meeting.

Findings / Observations:-

7

The Review Committee observed that:

i.  Rule-47(2)(e) of the SPP Rules, 2010 stipulates that the Procuring Agency shall evaluate
the technical proposal in a manner prescribed in advance, without reference to the price,
and reject any proposal that does not conform to the specified requirements. The Technical

Evaluation Report must be communicated to bidders at least seven days prior to the

opening of financial bids.

ii.  Rule-47(2)(g) of the SPP Rules, 2010 stipulates that financial proposals of technically
qualified bidders shall be opened publicly at the time, date, and venue announced and

communicated to the bidders in advance.

iii.  Moreover, as per Rule-47(2)(h) of the SPP Rules, 2010, financial proposals of bids found

technically non-responsive shall be returned unopened to the respective bidders.

iv.  Whereas, in the instant case, the Procuring Agency failed to observe the above-mentioned
provisions of the SPP Rules, 2010, and declared a non-responsive bidder as “Responsive”,

and subsequently opened the financial bid of that bidder, which is contrary to the Rules.

v.  The Procuring Agency has not taken any action against the bidder even after verification

of the fake documents up to the date of the Review Committee meeting.

i > vi.  Although the CRC convened its meeting, it failed to issue a decision despite the meeting

having been held, which is not appropriate under the circumstances.

vii.  The Procuring Agency has issued “Letter of Acceptance” to the successful bidder without

issuance of decision of the CRC which is against the Rule-31(6) of the SPP Rules, 2010.
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The instant procurement proceedings shall be declared as Mis-Procurement under Rule-

32(7)(g) of the SPP Rules, 2010 and matter shall be referred to the Head of the Procuring

viil.

Agency for initiating disciplinary proceedings against the officials involved.

6.  DECISION:

Keeping in view of the above findings and observation, the Review
Committee unanimously dismiss / reject the appeal under Rule-32(7)(a)

of the SPP Rules, 2010.

The meeting ended with the vote of thanks to and from the Chair.
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(Abdul Sami Kehar) @zim F. Haji) (

Member SPPRA Board Member SPPRA Boar
(Member) (Member)

/

(Engr. S.M. Shahkaib) (Farman Ali Chandio)

Independent Professional Chief of the Section, P&D Department,
(Member) Government of Sind

(Member)

D — \/QAZ/\ -B\? .
(Ghulam Qadir Khan Talpur)
Managing Director, SPPRA
(Chairman)
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