KARACHI PORT TRUST

GATEWAY TO PAKISTAN

TECHNICAL EVALUATION REPORT
{As Per Rule 35 of PP Rules, 2004)

1. Name of Procuring Agency: Karachi Port Trust

2 Method of Procurement: Notice for inviting Tenders through News Papers Published in
Daily The Nation & Daily Dunya on 21-07-2024, KPT & PPRA
Websites on 25-07-2024, under PPRA Rule 36(b) from Bidders i-
e Single Stage Two Envelope.

WEST WHARF.
4. Tender Inquiry No.: B2 (tee
5. PPRA Ref. No. (TSE): S
6. Date & Time of Bid Closing: 13-08-2024 at 1100 Hrs.
t Date & Time of Bid Opening: 13-08-2024 at 1130 Hrs.
8. No of Bids Received: 04 Nos.
9. Criteria for Bid Evaluation: As per TOR
10.  Details of Bid(s) Evaluation: Given Below
S. Name of Bidder Technical Rule/Regulation/SBD/
No. Marks Policy/ Basis for Technical
(if Rejection / Acceptance as per
applicable) Rule 35 of PPRA Rules-2020
1. [M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. 83.75 Qualified
Contractor
2. |M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP 80.83 Disqualified
Company (Pvt.) Ltd. (by the Virtue of Blacklisting
firm in PPRA BLK-106
3. |M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers 80.00 Qualified
4. M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co. 75.42 Qualified
11. NIL
Signature:

Official Stamp:

Head Office. Eduljee Dinshaw Road . I. Chundrigar Road, Karachi Phone # 99214530-40 Fax # 99214329-30
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Shaukat Ali Shaikh & Associates

ta 403, Asad Chamber
| Advocates and Legal Consul nt.s ey il iy
High Courts & Supreme Court of Pakistan Near Passport Office
‘ Saddar; Karachi.

Cell: 0333-326115¢

To,
~Syed Imtiaz Hussain Shah,
Manager Legal Affairs, KPT

Background: -
It has come to our attention that MIS N Hussain Engineering & EMP Co Pvt Ltd has submitted a bid to
participate in a recent tendering process initiated by KPT This Company was previously blacklisted on the
Public Procurement Regulatory Authority (PPRA) due to the submission of forged documents. While the
company now operates under a differen{ name, all other identifying information remains the same (i.e.,
address, license number, and relevant certifications). The company has provided an undertaking
asserting that it is not blacklisted.
Legal Issues for Consideration: o
The legal issues under consideration are:

1. Whether the change of the company’s name removes the effects of its previous blacklisting.

2. Whether the company's bid can be considered valid under PPRA. Rules desp|te the pric

blacklisting. )

Relevant Provisions of Law:

1. Public Procurement Rules, 2004 (PPRA Rules):
o Rule 18,

The procuring agency shall disqualify a supplier or contractor if it finds, at any time,
that the information submiitted by him concerning his qualification as supplier or contractor
was false and materially inaccurate or incomplete.

o Rule 19(1) and (4)

Provides that procuring agencies may disqualify or exc:iude any company or

individual from participation if they are involved in fraudulent, corrupt, or collusive

practices, or any other activity that could undermine fair competition.

A bidder who has been declared blacklisted or debarred by a foreign country,

international organization or other foreign institutions shall be treated as blacklisted

and debarred from participating in any public procurement proceedings or enteri ing
N into any public contract for such period as declared by that forelgn country,
international orgamzatlons or other foreign institutions.

2. Companies Act, 2017:
Section 13(3)

o (3) The change of name shall not affect any rights or obligations of thecompany, or render
defective any legal sroceedings by or against the companyand any legal proceedings
that might have been continued or commenced against the company by its former name
may be continued by ar commenced against the company by its new name.

¥
1. Validity of the Undertaking: The Company’s undertaking stating that it is "not blacklisted” -
appears to be misleading and potentially fraudulent, as PPRA's blacklisting remains in effect

against the entity, notwithstanding the name change. Under PPRA Rules, providing mxsleadmg
information is a serious offense that could further disqualify a company from participation.
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Shaukat Ah Shaikh & Associates

403, Asad Chambe:
Advocates and Legal Consultants gt Y

High Courts & Supreme Court of Pakistan Near Passport Offic.
Saddar; Karachi.
Cell: 0333-326115%

2. Implications of Blacklistiﬁg under a Different Name: The blacklisting by PPRA is imposed on
the legal entity, not merely the name it operates under. Changing the company name does not
negate the blacklisting; rather, it continues to apply to the legal entity as a whole. The PPRA
Rules and legal precedents establish that disqualified entities cannot bypass sancticns through
rebranding. Py

Liabilities and Legal Co'ntmmty Under the Companies Act, 2017, and legal principles in
Pakistani law, a name change does not create a new entity. Thus, the company’s prior liabilities
and restrictions remain apqllc.sable Considering this, M/S N Hussain Engineering & EMP Co Pvt

Ltd remains subject 1o its t}lacklistmg status until the PPRA or an appropriate authority formally
lifts this restriction.

(93]

In light of the above analysis, it is our opinion that KPT should not accept M/S N Hussain Engineering &
EMP Co Pvt Ltd's bid on the following grounds:

1. Continued Applicability of Blacklisting: The blacklisting imposed by PPRA remains in effect
regardless of the change in the company’s name. By participating in this bidding process, the
company has attempted to circumvent the PPRA sanctions, which is legally impermissible.

2.. Misrépresentation in the Undertaking: The undertaking by M/S N Hussain Engineering & EMP

Co Pvt Ltddeclaring itself as not blacklisted is misleading and raises serious concerns regarding
compliance with PPRA Rules.

3. Risk of Legal Liability: Accepting this company’s bid may expose KPTto legal challenges from
ofher bidders and regulatory scrutiny, given the PPRA restrictions.
s
We reccmmend that KPT in case wﬂtere the firm has furnished an undertaking contrary to the fact that the
said firm is blacklisted on website daff PPRA, the procuring agency may issue show cause notice to the
firm giving out evidence of its bemg blacklisted. The show cause notice must indicate that in case the

undertaking given is found to be false, the firm will be blacklisted by KPT and security & performance
~ deposit will be forfeited

Based on the application of Pakistani law, M/S N Hussain Engineering & EMP Co Pt Ltd's change of
name does not invalidate the blacklisting imposed by PPRA. As such, its bid should be rejected on
grounds of misrepresentation and ongoing disqualification under the PPRA Rules. Should the entity seek
future eligibility, it must obtain formal relief from the PPRA, explicitly lifting the blacklisting status.
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KARACHI PORT TRUST
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

No. E/N-2(168)/
Dated:

1. ENGR. M. WAQAR AZFEEM
Executive Engineer (W)

2. ENGR. SALMAN BASHIR
Executive Engineer (PW)

3. ENGR. MUHAMMAD KHAN
Asst. Executive Engineer (W)

4. MANAGER FINANCE

Finance Division

SUB:REPAIR / RENOVATION OF VARIOUS SHEDS AT M.I. YARD WEST
WHARF.

[ am directed to convey the instructions of the worthy Chief Engineer, which are with
reference to the above subject, wherein the Technical Bids of the Participating Bidders were
opened on dated 13-08-2024 and accordingly, a Committee has been constituted by the Chief
Engineer comprising of the following Officers of the Departments for the scrutiny of Technical
Bids.

1. | Dy. Chief Engineer-III Convener
2. | Executive Engineer (N) Member
3. | Executive Engineer (PW) Member
4. | Asst. Executive Engineer (W) Member
5. | Rep. of Finance Division Member

Manager (F), KPT is requested to nominate the officer of Finance Department as a
Member of Evaluation Committee and communicate his name to this office, please.

In view of the above instructions, the said Committee is therefore directed to scrutinize
the Technical Bids of all the Bidders, as per the TOR and submit their Report within 03 days,
positively.

e

This issues with the approval of Chief Engineer.
6 AY v

DY. CHIEF ENGINEER-I1I

GENERAL MANAGER (CW) /

CHIEF ENGINEER For kind information, please.

D:E DRIVEWNorih Files\DTC NORTHIn-House Canmuitice Lelters (New).doe C-3
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bidders in pursuance of biacklistihg proceedings;

Binck Liol Flrm of Paklalan

aeklisted/Debarred Firms-Pakistan
tule 19 of the Publlc Procurement Rules, 2004 {amended vide 5.R.0. No. 834(1)/2021 dafed 281k June, 2021)

requires that

The procuring agency shall devise a comp:ohcnsivc- morhunlsm lor blackiisling and dobarment of bidders for a specified lime in
accordance with regulations made by the Authorlly, and the bldder or the bidders shall be declared as-

(a) blacklisted and henceforlh cross debarred for parficlpallon In any publle procurement or disposal proceedings for the period
of not more than ten years, il corrupl and fraudulent pracllce as deflned In lhese rules Is eslabllshed agoinst the bidder or the

(b) blackiisted and henceferth cross debaired for parliclpallon in respeclive calegory of publlc procuremenl or disposal
proceedings for a period of not more than three years; il 1he bidder fafls lo perform his conlraclual ohligations during the
execution of conlroct or breaches the conlracl dué jo his capacily and capabilily o perform or olhervise. Hovrever, procuring
agency shall initiate such blacklisling or debarment prncccdrngs oller exhausling the lorum of arbilralion, provided that such
provision exists in the conditions of conlracl, and If such fallure or breach Is covered in the respeclive dispule setllernen! clauses
of the contracl, ond b

(c) blacklisted ond henceforth cross debarred for porlicipalion in respective calegory of public procurement or disposal
proceedings for a period of not more than six months, if the bidder fails io abide with a bid securing declaralion, however withou!
being indulged in any corrupt and fraudulent praclice.

(3) The bidder may lile Ihe review petilion belore the Aulhorily wilhin thirly days of communicalion of such blacklisiing or barring
oclion afler deposiling the prescribed fee and in accordance wilh procedure issued by the Aulhorily, and the Aulhorily shall
avaluale the case and decide within ninely days of ﬁhng ol review pelilion. The decision of the Aulhorily shall be considered as

finol

In observance of the above said Rule, various procuring agencies reported the firms which they have blacklisted/debarred
permanently or temporarily to PPRA, as per details given below.

Total Current Blacklisted/Debarred Firms (192)

=%

.
Name of £ . T Type of
P Firm/Compan e Firm/Compan T g
FoRa Procurement / pany Address / A _yFrom To Reasons Blacklisting/
No. Name ‘ Owner Details
Agency ‘ Debarment
: . IShop 58, Ismail Jee _ "
BLK- Pakl;;?\/?elgis:;?m:e M/s Malik l\:flarket, 2nd Floor, 13_ 1(3)_ Failed to fulfill Ternpora
304 SeTiicas Enterprises g“”i:‘;:;df 2024 pops|contractual Obligations. R
aw I
Pakistan Institute | M/S Abaseen |House No. 1049, St 10- |o9-| . ]
HLK- of Medical General Order 56, Sector I-14/3, 10- | 04- Failed to fulfill o Temparary
303 Selpricas Supplier Islamabad 2024 bo2s Contractual Obligations.
Bl | SHANEEAZulfiUr | y/c coryicey [iB5:8 Ashlanas: 24| 23 leoad to fulfil
Ali Bhutto Medical s G Quaid Feroz purr 08- | 02- N Temporary
302 Uniersit yan Group  iqa4 Lahore 2024 boas Contractual Obligations.
; M/S Techno Link[1ouse No. P-613, = -
BLK-| Directorate of / R Street No. 08 é; ég Failed to submit any Termperaty
303 | Procurement (Ai . ! Gurunank Pura, - B
nt (Air) Faisalabad  fralsalabad. 2024 12027 reply.
Office No. 947
_ M/S Brother Gasir o 5y siness
BLK- Sui Sauthern Gas Bottling & 't 06- | 07- Rl Ratiieg to Dl
205 | Company Limited, | Distribution ~[CeNtre, 9 08- |08- | o o/ ESE RO e e porary
Karachl Company Pyt Ltd|" 100" Maln. 2024 pozg]ieterial.
(Local Agent) Boulevard,
Gulberg, Lahore
i Plot No, A-681
Sui Southern Gas ! 23- | 22-
BLK- Company Limited M/5 S.1 Raza Co. [Block 12, 03 07 Failed/Refuse to Deliver Teiistay
301 o (Pvt.)Ltd  |Gulberg F.B S L2 IMaterial
Karachi 3
R Area Karachl 2024 12026
hitps:iivewvs.ppra.org.pl/blacklist.asp ’ 124

@ CamScanner



/55 PM : Black List Firm of Pakistan
el ‘
Trading 73-
Corporation of /S Macca  [65-Inantry 02- | - Failure to Perform the P———
pakistan (Pvt) Sugar Mills  [Road, Lahore 70;? Contract Awarded. - i
Limited o
Trading - 23.
Corporation of | M/S Haq Bahu |B5-Inaitry 0- | - Failure to Perform the —
108 | Pakistan (Pvt) Sugar Mills  [Road, Lahore 2092 lthe Contract Awarded. S
Limited
C-4 Ground |
Fl 5 - - .
BLK- |Pakistan Petroleum|M/S SHEZ & WO V;c‘:\j' ES,;JOT;:M ég é;_ Indulging in Fraudulent To -
107 Limited PVT LTD g Practices. SInporsry
Gulistan-e- 2022 2026
Johar, itarachi
Bti'_'a ')'\FJ;?
No 57 C.'entraj
e G ';? [Emiployeesicar 07|
Ilt-JG’L Fﬁk"tar??et?‘o‘le,,um g,s:qnstruchon operatve; fO‘_J o)} (emporany..
£ ServiEes) l—!ousmg 207 z@j
(188 st R = e
] A
|qba|,.Karachl
Mezzamine
Floor, 2-C, 12th -
- /s ;
il Ministry of Communication Badar 13- Pogr Performance and
103 Defence & Machinery Commercial Off| 01- | - [|non-fulfill the Permanent
Production Corp (CMC) 26th Street, 2017 Contractual Obligation
Phase-V, D.H.A S
- Karachi-75000 T
Office f-[!oj; 7, |
2nd Fligor, 15- . -
st | istamahad High | tfsienr® (o R o7 | loubmission of Fake 8id | oo
102 Court {IHC) Sans Shams?‘\ibéd, 2022 Security Banker Chegue.
Rawalpindi
Plot No. 815/C, !
Pakistan Industrial M/S Gul Block-2 Central 29- | 28-
BLK- | pevelopment Construction |Commercial 12- |12- 2”3 to Fake Bank Torporary
1l Corporation Company IArea P.E.C.H.S, 20202025 URTEntEE
Karachi
/S Arch Vision, ‘
Al Pakistan Industrial Consulting  |C-89, Block-8, 29- | 28-
0 Development Engineers, |Gulshan-e- 12- | 12- |Due to Fraudulent Act Temparary
Corporation Environmentalistiigbal, Karachi 2020 2025
& Architects
M/s Sheeraz H-3 Olc'; Sheikh o8- | 07- Non-Submission of
BLK- |Pakistan Petroleum Engineering CDlonv Naar 02- |02 Performance Guarantee TSR
97 Limited Works Gate Nv 55U 2022 2026and misrepresentation of ROLgLy
Gas Fleid, SUI fact.
& J
hilps:iivvav.ppra.org.p/blackiist.asp 17724
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\ e
PA E\JSTAN fﬁ;NCENEﬁkh NI =8 OUNCIL
Licence No: 476 Catbgori'y C1l )E fahd'z-..:f ) June. h022

(Under the byc-laws of Pakistan Englineermﬂ L ow

This is to certify that M/s N. HUSSAIN ENGINEERING & EMP COMPANY
(PRIVATE) LIMITED (Old Name: HUSSAIN CONSTRUCTION SERVICES)
(Licencee), with its registered office at B-67,CENTRAL GOVT.EMPLOYEES CO- :
OPERATIVE, HOUSING SOCIET VY, BLOCK-10-4, GULSIIAJ‘\ E-IQBAL, KARACHI have o
been licenced under Construction and Operation of Bngmeclmig Works Bye-laws 1987, il .
until the validity date to construct/eperate cngineering works, the construction/capital ;
cost of which does not exceed Rs. 2500 (TWENTY,FIVE HUNDRED) million provided

the licencee fulfils all the quahﬁcatlon requirements prescribed by’(i‘hsm or Employer

for a particular encrmceunc’n worlk; and subject to the llcencce continuing to fulfill all the
requirements of the bye- laws

Field of Specialization BC01 - BC02 - CE0L - CE02 - CE03 - CE04 (lruoatmn & Flood

Control Systems) - CE04 (Water Retaining Structures) -CEQS - CEOS8 - CE09 - CE10 - EEO01 - y
BE0Z - WEO3 - EEN4 - EE06 - TEGY - EE10 - EEI1 (General Electrical \Vorl(s'On]y) MEOT - p
MEQ2 - MEO4 - ME0S - MEQG - (TWENTY FOUR ONLY) (Specialization Code Nos. for o
detail see overleaf)

Date of Issue: Mar 29, 2022
(Islamabad)

[ |

oW

i Registrar

f i l]’aklst(fﬁ 2<nueﬁi-iwg Clouncil,

= amabad.

1 IFa firm dms nol get renew; 11 of its license within a year after e“{plry of its license, the firm may
be renewed after p’lymmt of outstanding fee if entire defaulting period plus smcharﬂe at the rate
of 5% of defaulting fee amount, or as preseribed from time to time.

2. The employer must ensure emlElo}ment of engineers whose names are mentioned on backside of
the licence. The Consulting Engineer (the Engineer Incharge in case the consultant is not
appointed) shall monitor the number of engineers me}nloyud by the Construetor/Operator and
inform the Council accordingly. ;

. 3. Owner(s) of the {irm shall be held responsible, if any information, document or paper Sublmttcd i

by h1m/1hem 19 found incorrect or forged. (i

< e B e o
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MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE DEPARTMENTAL TENDER COMMITTEE HELD ON

09-10-2024 IN THE COMMITTEE ROOM OF THE ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT, KPT.

NAME OF WORK:- REPAIR / RENOVATION OF VARIOUS SHEDS AT M.I YARD
WEST WHAREF.

. West Wharf plays a critical role for global trade and commerce of our country serving as hubs for the
exchange of goods and commodities. In the circumstances it requires to update the port infrastructure
Within Port limits, in which the storage Sheds are one of the essential component for storage, protection
ol goods and logistics operations in safe and sound manner to avoid u__ntoward- incidences from extreme
weather conditions too. ' o

. Traffic Manager (W) vide letter placed at S. No.01 had requested for repair of Sheds at West Whart,
to duend “said wor ks. the concerned AXEN (MTY) visited each and every shed to ascertain the required
works. During the visit the identification of str uctural deficiency, leaks, repair of gates, platform,
drainage etc has been observed, which are required to be attended necessary to avoid any unforeseen
incidence and to improve structural integrity and functionality of sheds. Most of the gates are eroded,
stecl plates are broken some of shed gates were malfunctioning as reported by concerned DTM staff,
(Photographs attached at S No. 02) for kind reference.

. It is pertinent to mention here that there exists Total 09 Nos. of Sheds at West Wharf, which are being
used for different purposes for storage of valuable cargo The overall area of these sheds are
40,000 Sqr.Mtr (Approx).

. Keeping in view of the present situation of handing over the East wharf to AD Ports, it become essential
to rehabilitate / renovate these sheds to overcome the rush of cargo planned to moved to West Wharf.

. Keeping in view the dbOVL scenario, the repairing of sheds at West Wharf is crucial for maintain the
cfficiency and safety of Port Operations, Civil Works Division aims to address the existing repair and
maintain challenges to enhance the operational resilience and to ensure the continue success of Port

facilities in nurturing global trade.

Accordingly, the tenders were invited through Press on 21-07-2024 and KPT / PPRA & MoMA
Websites on 25-07-2024 and received on 13-08-2024 in accordance under Rule 36 (b) of PPRA,

In response, the following (04) Four Firms have submitted their sealed Technical / Financial Proposals.
[_STN 0. Name of Firms
1. | M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co.

2. M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers

3. | M/s.N Iussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd.

4. | M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor

F DRIV Narh Filea YO NORTHUOTE Tech Fualiarion N220TARY der/C-3



8. Technical Proposals for the above Four firms were opened on same day in presence of the Committee

Members or their representative.

9. After the opening of Technical Proposals, an In-house Committee comprising on the following members
was constituted by the Chief Engineer KPT vide letter at S.No.20, to examine the received Technical

Bid as per criteria and submit their Technical Evaluation Report as per the practice in vogue.

1. | Engr. Syed Jamil Akhtar Dy. Chief Engineer-111 Convener
2. | Engr. M. Waqar Azeem Executive Engineer (N) Member
3. | Engr. Salman Basheer Executive Engineer (PW) Member
| 4. Engr. Muhammad Khan Asst. Executive Engineer (W) Member
5. | Rep. of Finance Division Finance Officer Member

1. The Technical Evaluation Criteria of the bidders as mentioned in the Advertisement / Tender Documents
1s as under:

a. Duly licensed by the Pakistan Engineering Council (PEC) category C-3 and above with
specialized code CE-01, CE-10 & CE-11 above valid on the date of opening of Tender.

b. Copy of latest Valid NTN, SRB Certificates.
Online Tax verification (fresh copy of ATL).

d. Company Profile.

¢. Copy of Valid PEC Registration Certificate.

£ Affidavit, that the firm is not defaulter in Income tax department nor blacklisted by any
Organization.

Provision of Audited Financial Statement for last 03Years showing minimum turnover of

s

Rs. 60.0 Million. (As also specified in the S.No.PP-13).

h. Relevant work experience (as laid down in Bidding Documents).

i, All submission will be duly signed & stamped by the Bidder.

I1. After due diligence, the Committee submitted its detail report as (placed at S.No.28) for reference. As

per the Technical Evaluation Report of In-house Committee, The following four Bidders have been

considered qualified in accordance with the given criteria:

5. Name of Firms

1 | M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co.

M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers

‘| M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd.

"M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor

e FIRIVENArD FiledDTE NORTHAYTC Teeh Ruwaluatinn N2 ARY dneiC 3



RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE IN-HOUSE COMMITTEE:;

a,U

[t is pertinent to mention here that, repairing of sheds at West Wharf is crucial for maintain the efficiency

and safety of Port Operations, Civil Works Division aims to address the existing repair and maintain

challenges to enhance the operational resilience and to ensure the continue success of Port facilities in

nurturing global trade. Hence, the Technical Evaluation Committee after due diligence has recommended

the following Bidders who stood Technically Qualified, after the due scrutiny of the received Technical

Bids, details mentioned as under:

| 'S. [ NAME OF QUALIFIED OBTAINED REMARKS
| NO FIRMS MARKS IN
? TERMS OF
PERCENTAGE
1, M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co. 75.42 Qualified
2, M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers 80.00 Qualified
3. | M/s. N IHussain Engineering & EMP 80.83 Qualified
Company (Pvt.) Ltd.
4. | M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt, 83.75 Qualified
. Contractor

Fa 4 oy
A
N

< il
ENGR. MUHAMMAD KHAN
ASST. EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (W)
MEMBER

A

ENGR. M. WAQAR AZEEM
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (N)
(MEMBER)

(-

ENGR. SYED JAMIL AKHTAR
DY. CHIEF ENGINEER-III
(CONVENER)

13 F DRIVES smh Filea DTO NORTIRDTC Tech Fualnation N2OCTARY doedC-3
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ENGR. SALMAN BASHIR
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (PW)
(MEMBER)

(

"INANCE OFFICER
(MEMBER)




RECOMMENDATIONS OF DEPARTMENTAL TENDER COMMITTEE:

5. The in-house Technical Evaluation'COmmittee has carried out the Evaluation of the Bids and has

recommended all 04 firms Technically Qualified.

6. Accordingly, the Technical Evaluation Report was placed before the DTC members, who have
also endorsed the Report / Recommendation of In-House Technical Committee & the same is
now being placed before the Chairman KPT, so that the necessary approval for the opening of

Financial Proposals of the Technically Qualified firms may be sought.

I7. In the light of above DTC Committee’s Report, Chairman sanction is therefore solicited for the

approval of opening of Financial Bids of following Technically Qualified firms:-

Sh - Name of Firms

M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co.

1
2. M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers

3. | M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd.
4 M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor

N

o
\ . - // ’ e
\ %E \ { ( XMAA \
Pi | - 1\ \g 2

(,LNILRAL MANAGER (0) GENERALMANAG ) GENERAL MANAGER (P&D) 7 CP'M
(MEMBER) /{TV[EMBER) (MEMBER)

|
/W™ > ;fL“’ (S
GENERAL MANAGER (F) PORT INTELLEGENCE OFFICE
(MEMBER) (MEMBER)
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M-I

NAME OF WORK: REPAIR / RENOVATION OF VARIOUS SHEDS AT M.I YARD
WEST WHAREF.

1. The tenders for the subject work were invited through Press on 21-07-2024 and KPT / PPRA & MoMA
Websites on 25-07-2024 and received on 13-08-2024 in accordance under Rule 36 (b) of PPRA. In

response, the following (04) Four Firms have submitted their sealed Technical / Financial Proposals.

S.No. Name of Firms

1. M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co.

M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers :

2

3. | M/s. N Hussain Engineering & F.v} > Company (Pvt.) Ltd.
bl

4

M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt, Confractor

2. After due diligence, the In-House Committee submitted its detail report, as per the Technical Evaluation

(%)

4.

Report of In-house Committee, the following four Bidders were considered qualified,

S. - NAME OF QUALIFIED FIRMS OBTAINED |  REMARKS
NO : - ' - MARKS IN TERMS | :
o wi il | OFPERCENTAGE
1. | M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor 83.75 Qualified
2. | M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP Company 80.83 Qualified
(Pvt.) Ltd.

3. M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers 80.00 Qualified
4. | M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co. ! 75.42 Qualified

Subsequently, Technical Report was placed befor¢ t1e DTC’s Committee and the same was
agreed with the recommendations of the Technical Evaluation Committee and further it was
recommended that, Financial Bids of Technically Qualified firms for the work may please be
opened, with the approval of Competent Authority.

Accordingly the case for the approval of the Chairman KPT regarding opening of the Financial
Proposals were forwarded on 21-10-2024, and the still at-a-waited.

However, as per recent developments it has been observed/revealed the M/s. N Hussain Engineering
& EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd. has been disqualified in another Project of this department due to
reason that the said firm M/s. N. Hussain Eng. & Emp. Co. Pvt. Ltd was blacklisted with its old
Name i.e. M/s. N. Hussain Construction Services on PPRA website vide PPRA No. BLK-106 by
Pakistan petroleum limited due to submission of forged / fake letters for a period of 10 years w.e.f.
07-09-2021(ref. at F/A) to 07-09-2031. .

Furthermore, M/s. N. Hussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd. has also submitted an

Affidavit, wherein he has mentioned that his firm is not Blacklisted, in any Government
organization whereas actually the said firm is blacklisted with its old Name on PPRA website.
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7. Keeping this scenario in view this department has already acquired an opinion from Legal
Department, through his advise (Copy to Enclosed) wherein, they have also endorsed and advised
to not consider his Bids in the forthcoming tenders.

8. Hence in light of the above scenario, this department would like to request Chairman KPT’s
approval to revise the in-house committee Evaluaion Report and the Departmental Tender
Committee Recommendations pertaining to procure: 1_7' nt process of the subject work and resubmit
the same for further approval of Competent Authority. please.

Submitted, please.

% \L| 02|25
EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (N)

DY. CHIEF ENGINEE

CHIEF ENGINEER/ =

GENERAL /I\LM}ER (CW)
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1. In continuation to the minutes of the meeting of the Departmental Tender Committee meeting held on 09-
10-2024 (placed at F/A), it is submitted that as per the recent developments observed in one of the tender
evaluation of the project viz. Rehabilitation and Installation of New Fenders and Nosing at Berths No.
18.19.20 and 21 at West Wharf, it has been revealed that M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp. Co. Pvt. Ltd. has
been blacklisted with its Old Name i.e, M/s Hussain Construction Services vide PPRA No. BLK-106
by Pakistan Petroleum Limited for a period of 10 years w.e.f. 07-09-2021 due to submission of forged / fake
letters (copy of PEC license renewal certificate awarded to M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp Co. Pvt Litd bearing
old name M/s Hussain Construction Services is placed at F/B as a ready reference).

2. Accordingly, a meeting of all the members of the inhouse committee constituted by the Chief Engineer vide
PP-20 and letter placed at F/C was held on 19-02-2024 wherein it was unanimously decided that, con sidering
the aforementioned scenario, the status of M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp. Co. shall be revised / amended to
be declared as Disqualified in the report of the inhouse Technical Evaluation Report. The revisited status of
inhouse Technical Evaluation Report is as under:

| S.No. | Name of Firms Status
| 1 M/s Al Madad Construction Co. Qualified
2 M/s Al Meena Marine Engineers Qualified
3 M/s Deen Muhammad Govt Contractor Qualified
4 M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp. Co. Pvt. Ltd. Disqualified

3. This is submitted in light of the earlier request as approved by the Competent Authority for revision /

revisiting of the In House Technical Evaluation report placed at PP-27.
BE=

Engr. M. Wagar Azeem
Executive Engineer

4. Submitted, Please.

Engr. Muhammad Khan
Asst. Executive Engineer

er Member
/ ' \p ]
/ A,
"l
Engr. Salman Bashir Mr. Harris Usman
Executive Engineer f\ j Finance Officer
Member ‘\\ Member

Engr. Syed Jamil Akhter
Dy. Chief Engineer-IIT
Convener

Q

) Pan) L2, o=

General Man;ger\‘CQWOrks)
Convener—

| Departmental Tender Committee
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NAME OF WORK:  REPAIR / RENOVATION OF VARIQUS SHEDS AT M.I YARD
WEST WHAREF.

1. The tenders for the subject work were invited through Press on 21-07-2024 and KPT / PPRA & MOMA
Websites on 25-07-2024 and received on 13-08-2024 in accordance under Rule 36 (b) of PPRA. In
response, the following (04) Four Firms have submitted their sealed Technical / Financial Proposals.

['S.No. Name of Firms

1. | M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co.

M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers

2
3 M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd.
4

M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor

2. After due diligence, the In-House Committee submitted its detailed report attached at F/A and as per the
Technical Evaluation Report of In-house Committee, all the four Bidders were considered qualified.
Subsequently, Technical Report was placed before the DTC’s Committee and the same was agreed
with the recommendations of the Technical Evaluation Committee and further it was recommended
that, Financial Bids of Technically Qualified firms for the work may please be opened, with the
approval of Competent Authority. (F/ 8)

(%)

Accordingly the case for the approval of the Chairman KPT regarding opening of the Financial
Proposals were forwarded on 21-10-2024. (P p-23)

4. However, as per recent developments it has been observed/revealed the M/s. N Hussain Engineering
& EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd. has been disqualified in another Project of this department due to
reason that the said firm M/s. N. Hussain Eng. & Emp. Co. Pvt. Ltd was blacklisted with its old
Name i.e. M/s. N. Hussain Construction Services on PPRA website vide PPRA No. BLK-106 by
Pakistan petroleum limited due to submission of forged / fake letters for a period of 10 years w.e.f.
07-09-2021(ref. at F/) to 07-09-2031.

5. Furthermore, M/s. N. Hussain Engineering & EMP Company (Pvt.) Ltd. has also submitted an
Affidavit, wherein he has mentioned that his firm is not Blacklisted, in any Government
organization whereas actually the said firm is blacklisted with its old Name on PPRA website.

6. Keeping this scenario in view this department has already acquired an opinion from Legal
Department, through his advise (Copy to Enclosed) wherein, they have also endorsed and advised
to not consider his Bids in the forthcoming tenders. (F/2) .

7. Considering the scenario explained above the Chief Engineering Department requested the
Chairman KPT for revisiting / revision of the inhouse committee’ Evaluation Report and DTC
recommendations The Chairman KPT, in response has approved the request of the Chief
Engineering Department and returned back the original file without any action vide PP-27.

8. Accordingly, the meeting of the inhouse evaluation committee was held on 19-02-2025, wherein,
it was recommended to Disqualify the one blacklisted firm i.e, M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp. Co.
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Pvt. Ltd. whereas the status of all the other firms shall remain same as per the previous report. The

status of revised evaluation is tabulated as under:

S. NAME OF QUALIFIED FIRMS " REMARKS

NO : 5 o e E e

1 M/s. Deen Muhammad Govt. Contractor Qualified

2 M/s. Al-Meena Marine Engineers Qualified

3. M/s. Al-Madad Construction Co. Qualified

4 M/s. N Hussain Engineering & EMP Company Disqualified as the firm is
(Pvt.) Ltd. blacklisted by its old name M/s

Hussain Construction Services
on PPRA website vide PPRA
NO. BLK-106

9.  Accordingly, the Convener of the Departmental Tender Committee has also endorsed the revised
recommendations of the inhouse evaluation committee vide PP-29.

10.  Hence in light of the above Chairman KPT’s approval for opening of Financial Bids of the 03 Nos
Technically Qualified firms and return of the unopened financial bid of the Disqualified firm i.e,
M/s N Hussain Engg. & Emp. Co. Pvt. Ltd. for the work of “REPAIR / RENOVATION OF
VARIOUS SHEDS AT M.I YARD WEST WHAREF”.

Submitted, please.

F\\ 02 (S

E{ }V"/ = (_ EXECUTIVE ENGINEER (N)
DY. CHIEF ENGINEER-1I | [' 7 O\/l 1V
[ S \

-____—_-“—_‘
KARACHI PORT T};UST

SECRI:TARIAT

CHAIRMAN,K.P.T.

S |
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