#Lf[ %:: °‘;
Government of Sindh 3, ) ‘g
Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority :‘

’ RIOUMYORVA
No. LC/SPPRA/2025-2026/ 5 671 Karachi dated Il February, 2026
To,

The Superintendent Engineer/
Chairman Complaint Redressal Committee
Works & Services Khairpur

District Khairpur

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 28.01.2026 against
Review Appeal submitted by M/s Fageer Muhammad Mithal Mangrio PP viS-SPPRA NIT /
ID No. 00672-25-0001 dated 20.10.2025for information.

Assistant Director (Legal - II)

R

A copy is forwarded for information and necessary action 1o :-

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

2. M/s Fageer Muhammad Mithal Mangrio (The Appellant).
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REQULATORY AUTHORITY
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Government of Sindh
Sindh Public Procurement Regulatory Authority

SPARERC,
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Decision of the Review Committee under Rule-32 of

the SPP Rules, 2010 held on 28.01.2026

M/s Fageer Muhammad Mithal Mangrio
(The Appellant)

Versus

The Executive Engineer, Highways Division, Khairpur
(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 Executive Engineer, Highways Division, Khairpur "The Procuring Agency" invited
' bids vide Tender No. TC/G-55/524/ of 2025 dated 17.10.2025 through publication in
Newspapers and also hoisted on PPMS-SPPRA website vide NIT / ID No. T00672-25-0001 dated

20.10.2025. The procedure of procurement was Single Stage One Envelope. The bids were opened
on 05.11.2025.

1.2 According to the appellant submitted bid for the work viz “Rehabilitation / Repair of Road
Sfrom Railways Phattak Fakirabad Upto Faizal Mahar (Remaining Portion) Taluka Kotdiji
Khairpur” of the instant NIT but the procuring agency has not included appellant’s bid in Bid
Evaluation Report.

1.3 Subsequently, the Appellant lodged a complaint to the Complaint Redressal Committee in
terms of Rule-31 of the SPP Rules, 2010 vide reference no. 02/FMMM/2025 dated 02.01.2026 for

redressal of grievances but the CRC meeting was not convened.

1.4  Therefore, the Appellant lodged an Appeal before the Review Committee lodged an
Appeal before the Review Committee in terms of Rule -31(5) of the SPP Rules as the CRC

failed to decide the matter.
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2. Proceedings of the Meeting:

2.1 The Chair requested the appellant and representative of the Procuring Agency to explain
their respective versions one by one.

3. Appellant’s Version:-

3.1.  The Counsel of the Appellant Mr. Abdul Ghani appeared on behalf of the firm M/s Faqeer
Muhammad Mithal Mangrio before the Review Committee and informed the following-

() That the procuring agency has opened the technical bids on 05.11.2025 but the
procuring agency did not open the financial bid despite of that the Appellant firm
has sufficient experience of the relevant work.

(i)  After that the procuring agency has uploaded Bid Evaluation Report on 26.12.2025
wherein the procuring agency considers blue eyed contractor and awarded the
contract to the highest rate. However, the Appellant firm submitted bids 10% below

the Engineer’s Estimates but the procuring agency did not consider my firm’s bid.

(iii)  That the Appellant firm lodged a complaint to the Complaint Redressal Committee
for redressal of Grievances but the procuring agency did not call a Complaint

Redressal Committee and violated the procedure of procurement.

4, Procuring Agency version;-

4.1 Mr. Sheeraz, Executive Engineer, Highways Division, Khairpur, appeared before the
Review Committee and informed that the Appellant had submitted incomplete bid. The bid did not

include the required rates, and the documents were not signed by the Appellant. Therefore, the bid
was rejected.

42  The representative of the procuring agency has further informed that the the contract was
awarded on 28.12.2025 and the complaint of the appellant was received on 2.01.2026 i.e. after the

award of the contract, hence the complaint was not maintainable under the Rules.

5. FINDING /OBSERVATION OF THE REVIEW COMMITTEE:-

5.1  The Review Committee asked the procuring agency to present the bid submitted by the
Appellant. Upon verification, it was established that the Appellant had submitted incomplete bid
documents, with the rates left unfilled. Therefore, the Appellant’s claim regarding the non-opening
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of financial bids was incorrect, as the procurement procedure of single-stage one-envelope was

followed, and the opening process remained the same as specified in the Notice Inviting Tender

(NIT).

52  The Review Committee asked the procuring agency to show the contract document upon
verification it is transpired that the procuring agency has awarded the contract on 28.12.2025 and
the Review Committee informed the Appellant that your appeal is not maintainable as the Appellant
firm approached the Complaint Redressal Committee after the award of contract and as per Rule -
31(3) of the SPP Rules, 2010 which stipulates that “Any bidder being aggrieved by any act or
decision of the procuring agency after the issuance of notice inviting tender may lodge a written

complaint” prior of contract.
6. Decision:-

6.1  Inthe light of the above-mentioned findings and observations and after due deliberation,
the Review Committee unanimously decided to dismiss / reject the instant Appeal in terms of

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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(Farman Ali Chandio) (Engr. Haji Parpio S?hito)
Chief of the Section, P&D Department, Independent Professional
Government of Sind (Member)
(Member)
/\[b[; —A"erd " J - % K!‘i\\\\b\""’(.
(Nazim F. Haji) (Abdul Sami Kehar)
Member SPPRA Board Member SPPRA Board
(Member) (Member)

_—% \
\
(Ghulam Qadir Khan Talpur)

Managing Director, SPPRA
(Chairman)
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