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No. LC/SPPRA 20252026/ /©/<) Karachi dated Kt June 2026

The Secretary to Government of Sindh,
Works & Services 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 18.05.2026 against
Review Appeal submitted by M/s Din Muhammad Enterprises Builders on NIT EPADS
N0.26020729092 dated 26.02.2026 for information and necessary actior
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A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action to :-

» The Members of the Review Committee (ALL)
» M/s Din Muhammad Enterprises Builders, (The Appellant)
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Decision of the Review Committee under Rule-32 of the SPP Rules, 2010

held on 18.05.2026

M/s Din Muhammad Enterprises Builders,
(The Appellant)
Versus
The Executive Engineer, Highways Division, Jacobabad
(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.
1. Introduction:

1.1 The Executive Engineer, Highways Division Jacobabad (hereinafter referred to as “the
Procuring Agency”) invited bids for civil works vide NIT No. TC/G-55/67/2026 Jacobabad
dated 18.02.2026. The invitation was published in newspapers and on the EPADS-SPPRA
website vide NIT/ID No. S-26020729092 dated 26.02.2026. The procurement was carried out
under the Single Stage — Two Envelope procedure, and the Technical and Financial bids were
opened on 16.03.2026 and 5™ and 12" May, 2026 respectively.

1.2 The Appellant participated in three works under the NIT Work Nos.
2,5,7,8,10,16,19,20,21,25,27&29 (total no of work 12). However, the Procuring Agency
disqualified the Appellant’s firm during the technical evaluation of bid.

1.3 Subsequently, the Appellant filed a complaint before the Complaint Redressal
Committee under Rule 31 of the SPP Rules, 2010. Thereafter, a Review Appeal was filed under
Rule 31(5) of the SPP Rules, 2010, vide letter dated 27.04.2026.

2. Proceedings of the Mceting

2.1  Itwas brought to the attention of the members of the Review Committee that the present

case had been scheduled for hearing for the second time. However, the procuring agency failed

- Cp

to appear on both occasions.
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3. Appellant Version:-

3.1 Mr. Gul Hassan Proprietor of M/s Din Muhammad Enterprises Builders appeared
before the Review Committee and stated that he had epplied for Work No.
2,5,7,8,10,16,19,20,21,25,27&29 (total no of work 12) in the instant NIT through EPADS and
uploaded all requisite documents. However, the procurement committee disqualified my firm
due to non-production of the evidence of machinery. He added that the instant works pertains
to fixing of paver blocks for which no machinery is required hence requirement for machinery

was irrelevant and disqualification is unjustified.

3.2 He further submitted that the Procuring Agency failed to convene a meeting of the
Complaint Redressal Committee (CRC) despite submission of his complaint within the

stipulated time. f.

4. Findings and Observations of the Review Committee: -

4.1  The Review Committee observed that the Procuring Agency had not dealt with the
complaint with due seriousness, as it failed to decide the matter in terms of Rule-31 (5) of the
SPP Rule, 2010 and also failed to attend the hearing twice. Initially the meeting was fixed on
07.05.2026, however, upon the Procuring Agency’s request, the meeting was rescheduled for
18.05.2026 on the ground that it had to attend proceedings before the Honorable High Court of
Sindh. Névertheless, despite having been dulyv notified in accordancé with Rule 32(8) of the
Siﬁdh Public Procurement Rules, 2010, the Procuring-Agency again failed to appear as the
concern Executive Engineer," Mr. Bhutto. is habitual.for not attending the Review Committee
in multiple cases. The Committee were of the opinion that the attitude of ghe Procuring Agency

towards application of Law and Rule seems non serious.

42  The Committee further opined that the report to the Secretary, Works & Services be
submitted regarding non serious behavior of the concerned officers of the Procuring Agency
with a request to take strict action. The Committee also agreed that the concerned Executive
Engineer, Highways Division Jacobabad shall pay an amount of Rs. 200,000/- from his pocket
to the appellant for the expenditures incurred on travelling and others bear the expenditure
Accordingly; the Review Committee decided to resolved ex-parte and adjudicate the matter in

the absence of the Procuring Agency.:

43  The Committee observed that the Pi‘ocuring Agency did not evaluate the bids

appropriately and disqualification of the bidder on irrelevant requirement was not justified.

Scanned with

CamScanner“é


https://v3.camscanner.com/user/download

44  The committee observed that the procuring agency awarded the contract ignoring the
letter of the Authority’s vide letter of even no. dated 07" May, 2026 wherein the Authority
restrict the procuring agency to not to award the contract till the :inal adjudication of the

Review Committee decision. However, the procuring agency did not comply the said letter and

awarded the contract.

5. Decision of the Review Committee:-

In the Light of the above-mentioned finding and observation and after due
deliberation, the Review committee unanimously decided to mis procurement the instant NIT
in terms of Rule -32 (7)(g) of the SPP Rule, 2010 read with 32 (A)(2) of the SPP Rules, 2010.

The meeting ended with the vote of thanks to and from the Chair.
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(Farman Ali Chandio) (Mr. Aqib Hussain)
Chief of the Section, P&D Department, Advocate
Government of Sind Independent Professional
(Member) oo (Membecr) -
/ Zéﬁa @P Qo N\
ﬁ\(Df.lzlm F. Haji) U (Abdul Sami Kehar)
Member SPPRA Board Member SPPRA Board
(Member) (Member)

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