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No. L.C/SPPRA /20252026 / KO Karachi dated April , 2026

The Secretary to Government of Sindh
Public Health Engineering & Rural Development
Department

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 23.04.20264 filed by M/s Ali Hassan
Junejo on NIT-PPMS No. T00966-25-0003 dated 21.10.2025 for your information and necessary action.

(FARRUKH AZI1Z)

Assistant Direqtor(Legat=11

=

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

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

2. M/s Ali Hassan Junejo (The Appellant).
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Decision of the Review Commitee under Rule-32 of

the SPP Rules, 2010 held on 23.04.2026

M/s Ali Hassan Junejo
(The Appellant)

VIS

Public Health Engineering Division , Kamber Shahdadkot @

Kamber
(The Procuring Agency)

The Executive Engincer (Dev.),

1. INTRODUCTION:

1.1 The Executive Engineer (Dev.), Public Health Engineering Division, Kamber Shahdadikot
@ Kamber (hereinafter referred to as “the Procuring Agency”) invited bids for procurement of
civil works vide NIT No. TC/PHED/1214 of 2025Kamber dated 20.10.20256 through publication
in newspapers and SPPRA-PPMS website No. T00966-25-0003 dated 21.10.2025 The
procurement was carried out under the Single Stage — Two Envelope procedure, and the
Technical and Financial bids were opened on 13.11.2025 and 07-02-2026 respectively.

1.2 The Appellant participated for the work no. 7 “Construction of Paver Blocks and CC Bloci
Paver in various villages of Taluka Kamber (under SAP 2025-26)" of the instant NIT. Howeyer
the Appellant firm was disqualified on the account of the technical ground and the procuring agency
has informed the appellant accordingly. Subsequently, the Appellant filed a complaint b
Complaint Redressal Committee under Rule 31 of the SPP Rules, 2010 on 12-03-2026 Thereatter,
a Review Appeal was filed under Rule 31(5) of the SPP Rules, 2010.

efore the

2. PROCEEDINGS OF THE MEETING:

fore the Review
{

arsng the
AUNNE 1IN

Mr. Ali Hassan Junejo, Proprietor of M/s Ali Hassan Junejo, appeared be

s firm ¢

2.1
Committee and stated that the Procuring Agency had w rongly disqualified hi

technical evaluation despite submission of all requisite documents with the bid

2.2 Mr. Nazeer Kalhoro, Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering Divicion, appeared
before the Review Committee and submitted that the Appellant’s bid was duly recenved and
thoroughly examined. However, the following required documents were cither not attached or found

deficient, leading to disqualification by the Procurement Committee

L Closing balance of bank statement

ii. Dubious documents regarding avatlability of stafY
iii. Documentary evidence of machinery details

iv. Current year affidavit

V. Work completion certificates for completed works

Work satisfactory certificates from executing agencies for ongoing works
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y. documents were available. However,
unsigned and undated. Furthermore, the affi

/ without any reference to the instant NIT. S

le and verified that most of the required
ing non-blacklisting was found to be
d in 2024 and submitted in 2026,

The Review Committee examined the bidder’s profi
a valid affidavit is a mandatory

the affidavit regard
davit had been issue
ince submission of

atus of the NIT from the procuring

The Review Committee inquired about the ¢
cy informed the Committee that the contract had

oo 24
agency. The representative of the procuring agen
bserved that the procuring agency awarded the
plaint under Rule 31 of the SPP Rules,

/ already been awarded. The Review Committee 0
contract without addressing the grievances raised in the com

2010.

/ QU

[
2.5  The case qualifies as Mis-procuremen
should be referred to the Head of the Procuring

{ requirement.
urrent st

t under Rule 32(7)(g) of the SPP Rules, 2010, and
n under Rule 32(A)(2)-

Agency for disciplinary actio

Decision of the Review Committee

In view of the above and after due deliberation, the Review Commiittee unanimously
of the SPP Rules, 2010, due to non-

decided to reject/dismiss the appeal under Rule 32(7)(a)
submission of a valid affidavit, which is a mandatory requirement.

The meeting ended with vote of thanks to and from the Chair.

) :
/ V,(.n' M N
(Farman Ali Chandio) (Engr: Haji Parpio Sehito)
Chief of the Section, P&D Department, Chief of the Section, P&D Department,
Government of Sind

Government of Sind
(Member) (I\:Iembcr)
ETalds Nagea ) -Hos
((Nhzim F. Haji)

(Abdul Sami Kehar)
Member SPPRA Board Member SPPRA Boar
(Member) (Member)

' \\«Qx(\\m <50

(Ghulam Qadir Khan Talpur)
Managing Director, SPPRA
(Chairman)
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