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1, Member (Teo

2, LA i/Mﬁmbt\rt?) !
3, D.G.W,

4, Secretary,

5 Director (Wes)
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trregular Allotment of Works

1s
1 5.56,73,T16/= 0 W/a, Andul Shaguiiiné to

B¥ - .pilawar Khan
[ piienar R n Denoedt Vorks Divieyon,

The Board considered the Drass

5 pajor 8nd 6 subsidia
,ggdul Shakoor Khan Contr Ty works du
jnviting tenders,

rfara1rggard1ng the award
ng 1963-64 to one
actor on negotiation basie without

The D.G.W. and

¢ the caee. The necegéig;tgg Wprgs explained the background

gig arose because th giving the works on negotiation
pasi il € contractors Messrs, High & Deep, Who
were 3W%€ ge cgntract of construction of 3.CDA Blocks gﬁ the
jowest ,2 Ee rates, failed to execute the work according %o
yime 110l " espite extra time allowed to them they could not
geke 8ny substantial progress towards the execution of the
works . Ondthe other hand, the Central Government had given
gefinite ages for thg move of the Central Government offices
40 Ielemabad. The entire progress of the works was, therefore,
giscussed from time to time by the DGW with the then Cheirman
and the then F.A./Member. The contract with M/s. High & Deep
gag cencelled. It was decided to award the work on two blocks
out of three to an-other party on negotiation basis. D.G.W.,
gwarded/to M/s. Abdul Shekoor.& Co, on the basis of lowess
tendered rates of M/s. High & Deep. It was later found by the
DGW that M/s. High & Deep were not showing any progress
towards the execution of the third block either and the matter
wes brought up by the D.G.W, to the notice of the Chairmen
end the F.A./Member who agreed that this block may also be

taken awey from M/S High and Deep.

Subsequent to the above decision, various other works were
0 be taken up urgently and in close proximity of the on going
works, therefore, the DeW awarded the contract to the same firm
on the basis of lowest tendered rates of the past.

! The Board after considering the above background arrived
af the following conclusion i-

. 8 a) The Board found that M/e. High & Deep failed to
eXecute the works end to complete 1% acoording to the target
dates given by the construction wing 8t that time. Their
ontrect was termineted justly and with the approval of the

. Board

§ D.G.W, to M/S

' b) The contrect was then swarded by the D.G.W. ‘
ahdul S%akoor & Co, by negotiation at the same rate &8 quoted

| by M/S High and Deep.
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iﬁiu‘?q f; ey 30pears te have been ceused to the
lowest tender CBuSe the works were awarded on the

BEs *“&‘e:t‘e:.: TEtes. The tendecy of rising rates
Such r ;-’I V{}_GE the works swarded after tenders.
cost, €ndering may poSsibly heve increased the

or ster Gfd‘ewi:e sction taken by the
of tiae*m' ' to have been in the best interests

Irregularily bty the Foard
onmeciion with Drsft ?&I‘a Xo.65

Summery or the capticned item was presented by the
ho explained thst the terms of tender provided

weuld ke paid for the cartage from the
of work. In faet the contrsct was only
-‘age, &za 1 2ying etc. of pipes the property of the
supplied at tke stores. The comtract was not for the
cf Tipes. ﬁerefcre, there was no irregularity. The

i t siticn &nd was selisfied with the expla-

tioe of ..m\.tcr ¥&S). Since no 1rregul&r1ty was committed,
kere ®Es no guestion of corndomatiom.
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