SIS (€©)

qer fomfor fasmr o8l ee2b
i 2% 8|26 @) gt aRare wify @) 353 B sriad |

U gHSe W1, ANAEIE B id U nfRadl @ IrReV 'q drdere| e
3R Sy menfRa wer anf¥adl 3rgReror wfaer (Long Term Output & Performance Based Road
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= AAfvEdn, gféor, g e fawrm, R, dem @ uAid—2844(3F0) faAid—22.08.2026 &
e ¥ gRae R fRAI6—22.082026 P ARG dH@ I8 HedidA AAfd @ HrdaEl gd
SR B SMYR WX fdawoll fraq & —
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(Long Term Output & Performance Based Road

Assets Maintenance Contract) Under Package
No.-44A/OPRMC-III for the year 2026-33
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3. fRrsifre fafier § FrafaRead 08 (31s) daes! gRT |FT feran T —

(1) S&P Infrastructure Developer Pvt.  (2) Ramiya Construction Private Limited
Ltd.

(3) Woodhill Infrastructure Limited (4) M/s Bhardwaj Construction
(5) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain (6) Mehta Construction Co.

(7) Shivalaya Construction Ltd. (8) IMDC Classic Engincon (JV)

4 SWEd @ @ e § @a o8 (@m8) ffawreRi @en—(i) S&P Infrastructure
Developer Pvt. Ltd., (ii) Ramiya Construction Private Limited, (iii) Woodhill Infrastructure
Limited, (iv) M/s Bhardwaj Construction, (v) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain, (vi) Mehta Construction Co.,
(vii) Shivalaya Construction Ltd., Td (viii) JMDC Classic Engincon (JV) &RT AT forar |
Rrei_14.082026 P THAIA dre Feaipa AT gRT 08 (3M6) MRAGGRI # o7
(@) MfdeTdR (i) M/s S&P Infrastructure Developers Pvt. Ltd. @I NIT & Bfewp—39, MBD
Section 3 Clause 1.2.3, Clause 2.2.2 Ud Clause 1.2.1 (b) & @&q (ii) Ramiya Construction Private
Limited @7 MBD Section 3 Clause 1.2.3 @ deq (iii) Woodhill Infrastructure Limited B NIT &1
#fe@—39, MBD Section 3 Clause 1.2.3 & @& (iv) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain B NIT & HHIG—28
@ T&q (v) Shivalaya Construction Ltd. @1 NIT P! Bfed—14 & Taq (vi) IMDC Classic
Engincon (JV) @1 NIT @1 ®fSei—39, MBD Section 3 Clause 1.2.3 @ d8q Ud (vii) M/s
Bhardwaj Construction @I MBD Section 4E.5 ® 8q bl drs A Fh qUT 79 01 (TD)
ffierdR Mehta Construction Co., B Tdh-d! e H Ahel HIf¥T Y= D1 fAorg ferar |
s Uiy STOie—2718 fRiP—14.082026 ENI WY fAie-14082026 B W
W%WW&W%WWM@W%W%ﬁ
ape  [AfeeR T (1) M/s  S&P  Infrastructure Developers Pvt.  Ltd. D
UHTH—S&P/Admin/2026-27/184, fe-id—14.08.2026, (2) Woodhill Infrastructure Limited T
qFie—g, faid—17.082026 (3) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain &1 Waid—VKI/OPRMC/015
feHi®—16.08.2026 (4)  Shivalaya  Construction  Ltd.  &PIT Uai—Ref.  SCL-
Bids/RCD/Bihar/2026/Pkg-44A/01, fai®—17.08.2026 UG (5) M/s Bhardwaj Construction T
Ref. No.-110 faei—17.08.2026 & ER1 URaTE / Sndes/ amafy wafda f6d o & aRied
¥ e aiftian, afeor, oo Frr R, RER, de @ wEie-2844(310) fasi—22.08.2026 ERT
qRare T RAE—22,082026 P! AET dHS e ediEd WARY B dob B HrAE! U@
arperaT FAfia &Y TS 2 |
6. TURare — SR doaa de ¥ aNwhe 05 (dfE) ffdeedR (i) M/s S&P
Infrastructure Developers Pvt. Ltd. & TATH—S&P/Admin/2026-27/184, fa=ie—14.08.2026, (ii)

v R ol
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Woodhill Infrastructure Limited T U=Th—¥[, faTTh—17.08.2026 (iii) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain

@1 gATH—VKI/OPRMC/015 fa-id—16.08.2026 (iv) Shivalaya Construction Ltd. PT UHih—Ref,

SCL-Bids/RCD/Bihar/2026/Pkg-44A/01, f&-—17.08.2026 Td (v) M/s Bhardwaj Construction
@1 Ref. No.- 110 f&Hi®—17.08.2026 gR1 fagaifa srf & qa-tan die Feaids R uRarg
Ul g3 ®, I freaq & —

ho
Yo

giRard] fAfagrer
&1 ™

uRare @ fag

gRare &1
¥l va faofg

gfarg
afafa a1

S&P Infrastructure
Developers(P) Ltd.

Alleged  declaration as  Non-

Performer

Clause 2.2.2 of Section 3, read with
Form CON-1, says that contract non-
performance during the last five years
can be considered only when the
dispute has been fully settled. It also
explains that a dispute is fully settled
only after it has been decided under the
contract and all available appeals have
been completed.

In our case, there is no such final
decision. A rectification notice,
departmental letter, internal remark, or
pending dispute cannot by itself prove
that a contractor is a Non-Performer
under Clause 2.2.2.

We have never received any show-
cause notice or final order declaring us
a Non-Performer for the Ara-Chapra via
Babura-Doriganj Road work. The
technical evaluation also does not
mention the number, date, issuing
authority, or validity of the alleged
order. We therefore request you to
provide us a copy of the order relied
upon. Until such a final order is shown,

this reason should not be used to reject
our Bid.

The Ara-Chapra via Babura-Doriganj
Road work has already been
completed. After completion, the
Executive Engineer issued a letter dated
08.06.2026 for some rectification work.
We responded and arranged the
required manpower and machinery. The
work took some time because resources
had to be arranged again and permission
was required from the District

PRITeTD
AT, IR
U UHSS, SIRT
BT UHIP—3528
fasiep—31.12.25
qHAih—1167
f&i®—30.03.26,
THH—1682
fa1i—25.05.26
g Jrefletor
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&I AM

aRard fAfagrer

uRarg & fag

qRarg a1
e vd faofa

-

Administration for traffic management.
These facts were explained in our letters
dated 13.07.2026 and 01.08.2026.

This is only a rectification matter after
completion of the work. It has not been
finally decided against us under the
contract. Therefore, it should not be
treated as poor performance or as a
ground for rejecting our Bid under
Clauses 1.2.1(b) and 2.2.2.

Declaring a contractor as a Non-
Performer has serious effects on its
business. Before taking such action, the
contractor must be issued the Show
Cause Notice of the proposed action and
given a proper chance to explain its
case. We were not given any such
notice or opportunity and even also not
been issued a formal letter declaring us
a Non-Performer. Therefore, application
of Clauses 1.2.1(b) and 2.2.2 for dis-
qualification is beyond the terms of the
tender.

Certificate for ongoing works

The second reason says that the
Engineer-in-Charge certificate for one
ongoing work was not uploaded as
required under Clause 1.2.3 of Section
3, Section 4E.10/Form FIN-4, and
Serial No. 39 of the NIT. However, the
evaluation does not mention which
work or certificate is missing. It also
does not show the amount taken for
that work or the calculation of our bid
capacity.

We had disclosed all our ongoing
works in the Bid and submitted the
certificates available with us. Copies of
the certificates are again enclosed for
easy reference. We had given the name
of each project, the employer, contract
amount, completion period, and
balance commitment. We did not hide
any work or liability.

In EPC contracts, the officer
performing the role of Engineer-in-
Charge is generally called the

T

THAIH—1234
(3730),

fe-ie—18.06.26
S f afRare 4
Hod B 9
we & & a9
afgameli  gR
P I TG
fefta
™ OB, R
Hdgd gRI H
81 fear
FHriuTeA®

Eal

RESU
99 8 W 9

fhodlo T
T PQC &
Specification &
ITwY B B
IJq: I wH
R S BRI Bl
Dismantle &%
g

Specification @
FTHY PQC
Eap| ENE
ghfma |
fAfdger @1
Iqd ®H” MBD
Section-3 @I
FRePT 1.2.1 (b)

poor
performance @1

Syoft ¥ 37T B |
IAd:
gRare &1 IRY

AT A8l B

v/

W
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wo | uRard Ffagrer uRare @t gRarg
Yo BT A wilen vd fAofa | gfafy 9
gRare & fa=g :
SR RIEI|
Authority's Engineer or Authority
Engineer under Article 18 of the EPC
Agreement. Therefore, a certificate | NIT El
issued by the competent Authority DfEhI-28 &
Engineer should be accepted even | 3 JHR Existing

though the designation is different.

We are not asking for any change in
our Bid or for adding any new
experience or qualification. We are
only asking for confirmation of the
information already submitted with the
Bid.

Under ITB Clauses 22 and 25, the
Authority may ask the bidder for
clarification or supporting documents,
provided that the Bid price and its main
contents are not changed. The required
confirmation would only verify the
details already given in Form FIN-4
and would not change our Bid in any
manner.

The issue relates to only one work out
of around 30 works disclosed by us. If
there was any doubt, the Authority
could have asked us for clarification. It
could also have taken the full balance
value of that work while calculating
our bid capacity and checked whether
we still met the requirement.

We therefore request the Evaluation
Committee to tell us which certificate
is considered missing and provide the
bid-capacity calculation. We are ready
to submit the required confirmation
from the Authority Engineer/Engineer-
in-Charge immediately.

In view of the above, the Bidder
respectfully requests that the competent
authority to declare our bid responsive/
qualified in accordance with tender
documents and open our Financial bid.
This representation is made bona fide
and without prejudice to all contractual,
statutory, and constitutional rights and
remedies available to the Bidder. The
Bidder requests a speaking decision
before the Financial Bids are opened

Commitment of
ongoing work @
T § wh
%  Supporting
document EIC
gt ffa o3
Upload foar
OATHT SICERE
=l

3d:
gRarg H
ol fawg
P mr fopar
ST 2

AL

‘=@

-
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Ho | TRard) fAfacar gRarg a1 BIECICEN
To P A Yy witen va fofg -\qﬁﬁ{. |
ST
and communicated to it at the earliest.
2. Woodhill 1. T @ AMUBIRG leX 2e W SEaicdl
Infrastructure | 19 &¥ar ¢d faazor &1 wadr - s
Limited g8 eu gwr Pfer @ W el
3 fApIR® oleX &8 (Company afafa &
Lettehead) TR IR ¢d AATfad T
fds e&mdr (Bid Capacity) @1 T’f FeHd
w1 ug Tl <& ARl (Existing
Commitments/ Ongoing Works) Gl
aiferer wafdg @ T8 8 S g
g ug Wifos emar &1 f w9 9
e B © |
2. ufearei® o (Procedural | NIT Dl
Omission): PfeHr—28 @
® HISH 42 (iii) A Commitriziiﬁnogf
“3rfIT— TR (Engineer-in- ongoing  work
Charge) &I oforeveiRd  Existing & "T'ﬁ § ol
Commitment HHI—YH Juers Frd &
B @ Refy 713 1 IS # 8 | gupporting
uffbareid Yl 81 HU ERT ©eX | document
EWWWW@TGW EIC gRi
g T4 YIS ® | . q5 Upload
N— . T F & L St
a8l woh g awh Wl ae | ST E
& Arera (Ongoing Works) RFP ara:
N awl @ agEr ffeer 7| o g
doq fed g ¥ b
fifger & wft amewas urFdar @ - fag
yreRfar  wHEel  (Bidding & WT e

Transparency Criteria) Bl T{\“f B
» IER W, AN ffawr @l
‘Responsive’ (&ﬁ) HET WY U9
gl fa<iim  diell  (Financial Bid)
Qe @1 HuT X |

4. EIC YHTUTYH / Existing Commitment
AR de" e 0 I8 W
foar oram 2 5 @ ¥ Ul
fm/emied 4 I 0 0W
‘3rfaaT— PRI (Engineer-in-
Charge)’ &IRT yfdevariRa  yHogH
o yfaurd / Syel™ A Bl UM @

W

e
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o | uRard fFfdcer uRare @1 yRare
Ho &1 A ' e vd fvfa | gfify €
uRare @ fag .
PRV UE ARICerE,/ G¥das qel
fAfder & @ o T8 far o
Pl ol Hd b Y8 Suyael/
i 8 T ©, ot g9 IHM
4 fafdeq o= v wga fear on
RET & |
3. | Vinod KumarJain | An advocate welfare stamp is not | fifdeipR gRT | ddataT
governed by the Indian Stamp Act, 1899. | f3fder & wrer e
Instead, itis mandated by specific State Uploaded .
Advocates” Welfare Fund Acts or the QTEIEJ—W 3 1eATD-
central Advocates’ Welfare Fund Act, | . afafy &Y
2001, and it is legally required to be affixed | IIfOT  Tq— |~ 3
on a Vakalatnama, not strictly on an | JF R | ST
ordinary affidavit to make the affidavit | Additional Rs. | G&ad
valid. 25/- 7l
The welfare stamp is a statutory | Advocate
requirement meant to be pasted and | Welfare stamp
cancelled on a Vakalathama (the | affix EEIRER
authorization document given to a lawyer) | Ty 4
to fund the welfare and social secutity of it
advocates. .
U=Th—3608 (E)
Whereas, the validity of an affidavit itself [h—
falls under the Code of Civil Procedure 22052020 ENI
(CPC), the Oaths Act, and the general R
stamp duty requirements for affidavits 1 MY HTqET
under the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 (or state | It is mandatory
amendments), rather than advocate welfare | to attached Rs.
legislation. 25/-  Advocate
Since the submitted Affidavit is not a | Vo ok Stamp
ince the submitte idavit is not a .
Vakalatnama mandated to be affixed under ggvgjigawt —
specific State Advocates® Welfare Fund If fund
Acts or the wizLiabe Mu]rle
central Advocates' Welfare Fund Act, 2001, | NT DI
rather it is a document falls under the Code FreH—
of Civil Procedure (CPC), the Oaths Act, 28 W
and the general stamp duty requirements for | Ila < SR
affidavits under the Indian Stamp Act, 1899 | T 3r8al &I
(or state amendments), hence Advocate SERIKE| TEl
Welfare Stamp is not required to be affixed frar mar R
on the Affidavit. :
ara:  fAfdgrer
Therefore, the Contractor's/Bidder’s Bid | &Y amgdl bl
cannot be considered as” non-responsive’ Ry 10 T
thi d.
on this groun ST )
4. Shivalaya Due to a typographical error on the part | g9 BT | T
Construction of the bank, 'Sherghati' was written | WPloaded BG q | &
To The
o a@ P —
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o | uRard ffaeradr uRare a1 qRare
Ho BT AW wfen vad Fofa | gfafy @
TRare & fag 4
Private Ltd. instead of 'Aurangabad’. This bank | Executive D
guarantee was issued in favor of "EE g?f:;if Road | wfafy o
Aurangabad". Sherghati ifdsa | T30 i
. .| & wrEfe fAfaer | &
You have already obtained direct | oprMC-III
confirmation from "Karnataka Bank | Package  44A
d
Limited". The bank has also confirmed glllra;%?ba S i
this via a letter dated 13.07.26 (a copy | 3T fpar
of the bank's confirmation is attached | STI<IT 2|
. ERE g1
herewith for your reference). Central
Government/
Any State

Government or
Any PSU @I
Registration kil
i o
srTea fAfder
P I AATS
T8l fear
2 fovmfia
qHIH—6158(S),
fesi—09.07.14
® IR
Registration

qH  WhH A
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escalation as provided under clause 10
(C), (A) and 10 (C), (c) under Vaishali
Road  Division, Hajipur, = Road
Construction Department whereas the
said clause is a non essential condition
and whereas the technical bid of some
other similarly situated bidder has been
passed and they have been declared
successful as will be apparent from the
statements made in paragraphs here in
below.

A copy of the order dated 14.08.26 is
annexed here with and marked as
Annexure-1

2. That it is relevant to mention some
relevant facts for better appreciation of
this case.

3. That it is stated that a NIT was
published for work namely OPRMC
under package no. 499A OPRMC-III for
the year 2026-33

Road Division Sherghati and the price
of the contract was Rs.

15414.06 Lacs and as the petitioner was
having all the requisite qualification he

MBDSection-3
Clause 2.2.1,
Section 4E.5 &1
I B

gRarg Eal
M farar
ST ® |

wo | aRardt ffacrar uRare a1 gRare
' Wo &1 4 wiflen vd Frofa | gfafy a5
uRare & fag ;
T
3R sl gTera
q  faerd
el 81T |
3Id:
uiRare ¥
Seoife I
B g fdHar
ST 2 |
5. | M/sBhardwaj | That this objection/representation is | fAfdgreR  M/S | dd=ta!
Construction being filed by the petitioner in | Bhardwaj dre
pursuance of order dated 14.08.2026 by | Construction @ :
which the technical bid of the petitioner | fd%g Litigation Sh
has been rejected on the ground that he | difag & Ry | dffa @&t
h_als not shown the column for pen.ding piﬂ}din.g ST A
lltlgatlon whereas a writ petltlon thlga’tlon
bearing CWJC No. 7703 of 2026 is | grgifq ) HEAd
pending before the Hon'ble High Court, | goffgr o &
Patna regarding payment of the price | g HROT

A

N7l

%

5
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gRard! Ffdger
®T A

gRare & fag

qRare &1
wifienr vad ot

afafa @1

also participated in the said bid by filing
an appropriate bid form along with all
the requisite documents and requisite
earnest money as will be apparent from
the report attached in the abovesaid
order dated 14.08.2026 from perusal of
which it will manifestly be apparent that
the petitioner mentioned in column no.
5 that he is fulfilling all the essential
condition as mentioned in notice
inviting tender and MBD and he is
having all the requisites experience
required for the said work.

4. That it is stated that altogether 6
tende-ors including MG contractor Pvt.
Ltd, Dwarika Singh and the petitioner
but “I'e technical bid of the petitioner
has been rejected on the ground that he
has 10t mentioned regarding the
pendency of above mentioned CWIC
No. 7703 of 2026 which was a non
essenital condition as this condition has
nothing to do with the nature of the
aboveésaid work but at the same time the
technical bid of Dwarika Singh (who
has Aalso not disclosed regarding the
pendency of CWIC No. 16829 of 2025
Dwarika Singh Versus The State of
Bihar' &others and have mentioned the
said ° column  regarding  pending
litigation as not applicable) has been
approved and he has been declared
successful in technical bid but the case
of the petitioner has been differently
treated as ‘will be apparent from the
present status of the abovesaid case
CWIC No. 16829 of 2025 and from the

perusal of ihe letter dated 30.06.2026 |.

showing that Dwarika Singh had
mentioned the word not applicable
regarding periiing litigation.

A copy of the present status of case of
CWIJC No. 16329 of 2025 along with
letter dated 50.06.2026 issued by
Dwarika Singh is annexed here with and
marked as Annexure-2

5.That it is also relevant to mention here

Dwarika Singh,

59
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®o | uRard) Ffagrar gRare @) gRarg
Ho &1 1 wifierr va Fofa | gfafy @
uRare & fag .
S =T

that likewise in other tenders for similar | M/s Mother

works, the technical bid of some other | India

bidder who have not disclosed Construction

regarding pendency of cases before | Pvt. Ltd.,

Hon'ble High Court, Patna in the
column of pending litigation but they
have been declared successful in
technical bid. For example M/s Mother
India Construction Pvt. Ltd has file
CWIC No. 2824 of 2025 which is
pending before the Hon'ble High Court,
Patna and he has also not disclosed the
abovesaid facts in the tender document
but he has been declared successful in
several technical bids in package no.
34(B) under Ara Division package no.
33(A) under Sheikhpura Division,
package no. 46(A) and 46(B) under
Jehanabad Division likewise one
BaijnathNirman India Pvt. Ltd. had also
filed CWJC No. 16954 of 2024 which is
also pending and despite non discloser
of the same in the tender document, he
has been declared successful in
technical bid in package no. 40(B)
under Hilsa Division and one Sristi
Developers Pvt. Ltd. has also filed
CWIC No. 10134 of 2026 which was
pending till 13.07.2026 but the same has
not been disclosed by him in the tender
form filled up/ submitted by/ before
03.07.2026 but he has also been
declared successful in technical bid in
package no. 40(B) under Hilsa Division,
package no. 48(B). under Nawada
Division, package no. 39(A) under
Biharsharif Division and package no.
22(A) under Katihar Division but the
case of the petitioner has been treated
differently all the abovesaid fact will
manifestly be apparent from the cases
status published on the high site and as
such it is manifestly evident that the
abovesaid condition of disclosing the
pending litigation is purely a non
essential condition and the technical bid
of the petitioner out not to have been
rejected on such grounds as he is
fulfilling all the essential conditions.

Baijnath Nirman
India TUd Sristi
Developers Pvit.
Ltd. gRT S99
fAfaer # W
qei forar
gl 31
faameft =&t &

o

TR
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uRard] ffacrer
B A

yRarg & fag

qRare @1 gRarg |
wien v fofa | gfafy #Y

Copies of the present case status is
annexed here with and marked as
Annexure-3 Series

6.That at this stage it is relevant to
mention here that it has been held in so
many cases by the Hon'ble High Court,
Patna that in all tender process the
requirement can be broadly categorize
as those which laid down essential
conditions of eligibility and the other
which are merely insularly or subsidiary
to the main object and in the present
case cequirement of clause 2.2.1 of the
MBD is not related with the main object
of the work and hence the rejection of
technical bid of the petitioner is bad in
law it is also relevant to mention here
that it is also settled principle that the
concerned authorities should realized
that award of contracts are sources of
livelihood and the concerned authorities
should not insist on hyper technicalies
and here splitting and they must give up
there image of specializing in finding
out all the wrong and hyper technical
reasons to defeat genuine cases but in
the present case the technical bid of the
petitioner has been rejected on the
ground relating to a very non essential
condition.

7. That in view of the abovesaid facts
and circumstances it is manifestly
apparent that the case of the petitioner
has been rejected on a very hyper
technical ground as the condition laid
down in 6

clause 2.2.1 of the MBD which is a non
essential condition as will be apparent
from the abovesaid statements that
some similarly situated other bidders
have been declared successful in the
technical bids where as they have also
not fulfilled the condition of abovesaid
clause 2.2.1 which itself clarifies that it
is a non essential condition

It is, therefore, prayed that your
lordships may graciously be pleased to

v/

=
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gRare & fag

gRare a1
wfier va faofy

afifa a1

consider this objection/representation
and after hearing the petitioner be
pleased to allow this
objection/representation  petition and
approve/pass the technical bid of the
petitioner and be pleased to declare the
petitioner successful in technical bid
and be pleased to open his financial bid.

And/OrPass such order/orders may
deem fit and proper.

7. uRdrg @1 il v asal s geared afify #) seean—

Al gRT TRId faaRIRT f3Aid—14.08.2026 BT A= TbHIa) drs TeuiHT ARy @
ot @1 Ferrad Y@ #Y sENT B S 2 |

N

P

g —

Page 13 of 14




8.  uRarg afiafa &1 fofa — ®
) fwaifea o & ffder & JaNa s & swa AfaaraerR a1 (1) M/s S&P

Infrastructure  Developers Pvt. Ltd. @& UATH—S&P/Admin/2026-27/184,

fIi5—14.08.2026, (2) Woodhill Infrastructure Limited &T UaT®—3[4, f&Td—17.08.
2026 (3) M/s Vinod Kumar Jain &I UATH—VKJ/OPRMC/015 fa-TTH—16.08.2026
(4) Shivalaya Construction Ltd. &T gaTd—Ref. SCL-Bids/RCD/Bihar/2026/Pkg-44A/01,
fai$—17.08.2026 TF (5) M/s Bhardwaj Construction &T Ref. No.-110 fa-1i$—17.08.2026
gt fau v gRare /3maRy &t p= A &1 fvia ferar

(i) SUARf STuie—2718 fRATH-14.08.2026 N WYfad fAAIH—14.08.2026 B
= aefa e qeaied whify & fvfa & gemad v@r mr wrr @ favarfed
a1 @ Pifter @ aeNe) fie d e PAficeR & Wwd 8 & awsy fFfaer & ©
@ gAfifier amifya s o1 Frdw <l g Fafor fawm, Rer, ver &t fear )
(i) T aiftwian, <fdor, ver fPmfor fawmr, fier, vear Welt aRerd dev o wfifa
& Profg @ s seEn gihfaa a3 |

81 uRare afify @ 39 srfad) & faurfiy deuge o) A sl oy |
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aftor, ooy ffor  vee, o Aot wr famfor faw, Imga—we—favy wfea
faumT, faER, gen| Td o uNieT, faerR, ge| (@1 wrEer),
ger famtor fawm, ger famtor fawmT,
fagR, e | faerR, gen|
sigie: wo—7 / fAfdg—03—119 /2026 S QY & ©) qe, femie 27 %) 2024

gfafaf— A afvgar, <fon, uy fafor furn, fRER, wear/ q@a sfddn(ergsao),

vy fafor fwrr, R, gear &1 gaamd U9 omavds dRars &g WNd/ Eocio Ao, 9
fomfor fawmr, fagR, ge @ favrfg dewEe W auelrs &R+ g Uik d |
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ST JHRI—E—AR HYF—He—(aey Afera(erd ueem),
gy fomfor fawm, fER gen|
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