32322(C)
—19J0S[202.6

o1 famfor fawmT
IERIGD iYSlDSl'LO?_aG & 79 yRare il @1 356 a1 sriarEl |

Y YHSE, ST B Iiid Widening and Strengthening work of Ashok Paper Mill to
Bideshwarasthan Road (NH-57) via Fekla, Chikni from CH 0+00 to 114335 Km. (Total Length-
11.335 Km.) for the year 2025-26 & @ gafifaer & a@a die # w uRae w faurfa
THFH—2217(E) fRA1$—01.04.2026 Td U=ib—2360(E) fa-ih—09.04.2026 ERT T3 WA &1 dob
P! BRIATE! |
ERIEIGE

(i) S TAT BT IoTh, AT THEI—WE—INR JYac—Ae—faey A (bl yaer),
gy fmfor favmr, R, gesm)
i)y N afre R Rig, v v (qeare), g e A, faerR, ge |

(i) & IO AR Y@, e Afgar, dfder yEyd, A AMel Td oar e,

v femfor fammr, fagR, wes|
(iv) 0 e AR GAA, e Afgan, SR, gt fEior famm, faeR, ues)

2. feA®-17.032026 & Mg THAG diT YRIET WA D BRIAE), S SUHRE
TMUih—943 faAid—17.03.2026 ERT Wyl 2, # ford M foly & fawg o aRae w® g1
Jfvrar, STR, g foEfor fa9rT, fAER, e @ usie—1340(3T0) fRAiE—30.04.2026 & ARIH
Rarg W fRAi$—30.04.2026 BT G ThID! e Hediwd AR B BRI T AT D

IR TR faaxof fFaq @ —

21 B PT AW , : Widening and Strengthening work of Ashok
Paper Mill to Bideshwarasthan Road (NH-57)
via Fekla, Chikni from CH 0+00 to 11+335 Km.
(Total Length-11.335 Km.) for the year 2025-26

22 ol Ag . 5054

23 e omfa &1 o wHed &1 ;U gHSd, S|

M

24 IS Wi &1 IR va wH T : T547226 T |
ferfra sTaTe—5068(TH0) faTd—22.08.2023

25 Ad-e! WP DI AR TG T=AT : 514825 TG |
: & afygar, s v |@ied, v fmior
faur, fa8R, Yedr &1 w=id—511 (o) faia—

02.12.2024
26 aRHT faum @ . 3481133 AT |
27 BRI GHEIG @) Irafey . 18 (Eighteen) Months (Including Monsoon

Period)
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28 fafaer o ufhar . 32T (SBD)
29 fAfeer wiftg &Y fafer :  30.01.2026

210yt fAfder ooy g @ afe gt @ ;. gafifder @) vem aR omifa Pfder § e @
il ffieeR wwa 7 gu |

gAfifaer § wod gEan  fAfdeer gr

U THSH, TRHT $ PRfe IMev-He—ufdd

Saie—51 feA@—07.01.2026 gRT QAT &7

RS R @ UREKR| g YAfaeT iy @

|
3 gt iR § BrfiRed o7 (A1) SE@T ERT AR R W —
(1) Raj Kishor Singh (2) Narsingh Singh
(3) M/s Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. (4) M/s Kailash Prasad Yadav Construction Pvt.
(5) Maa Rajeshwari Construction Pvt.  (6) Ilit:r'nac Engineers Pvt. Ltd.

Ltd.

4. SydRf STUie-943 fAAIH—17.03.2026 ERT WfR fRAi6—17.03.2026 &1 A= de
qiced AfAfd @ doa o driaEl # Iq gt § 8 AfieeR § 9 ar [Afiger g
(1) Raj Kishor Singh (2) M/S Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. (3) M/S Kailash Prasad Yadav
Constructions Pvt. Ltd. Ud (4) Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. g1 fAfaeT ot qifdd srdam &1 gof &
P PR ThD! die ¥ he U9 A9 T ARIISR J27 (1) Narsingh Singh & NIT & sHHid—
29 UG (2) Maa Rajeshwari Construction Pvt. Ltd. @ SBD & ITB Cl.- 4.8 (Misleading and False
representation) @ TeId H AHAIDI drs H AAH Wfvd fHar a7

frfa fw @ R 1 1 Rew # s fAfie 4 wfte 5 PlRger @
uRare /3Ry e B9 R FeW wWR ¥ uRarg fwea @ swria € faxi fie @iem 8g My
fear |
5.  SydTir SIdie—943 fRih—17.03.2026 FRT WHfe famid—17.03.2026 BT FH~ Th-iteb!
dis qeaiea afafy @ fofa @& wedf # Rvgifed ard o1 gFffaer & qaer 9 4 wwd
fafderR Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. @ Uai®—PAT/03/202, PAT/03/204 U4 PAT/03/211
fei—19.03.2026 ERT YARfAGT & da-iar de ¥ Whe fAfdgr@R F2m (1) Raj Kishor Singh
(2) Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. U@ (3) M/s Kailash Prasad Yadav Constructions Pvt. Ltd. & fd%g
uRarg /anamaes /ety aaffa f5d oM @ uRve # g fvgar, Sr, o fmfor
fIgR, 9e & gAd—1340(310) fa7TTH—30.04.2026 FRT UREE W faAATH—30.04.2026 BT 3MTE
dhId! 9 Heuidd wfafr & doF ) Hrdard) vd g waffa @ 7 2
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6. dod@ d Youied WA @ Sa it @ feg e de § A fAfder
Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. & Uai®—PAT/03/202, PAT/03/204 Td PAT/03/211 femT—19.03.2026

gRT uRare |t faar mar 2|
gRarq &1 whar —
gRare TEa) dis Yediea amta | uRarg wffa
g1 uRarg &) wiher ¢d DY AT
foofa / argeran
Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. §RT 9T« yqy e, BRPNNL, | dd-ial dre
gRarg Pathna @ UFid—947 (3o) | g wfAfd
(A) Rajkishor Singh & fawg faur|fReie—06042026 ¥ wWe 2 f& | orgEmr «
a7 yRarg — Rard) grT sifdha favas o & | w8Hd |

I would like to bring to your
attention some observations regarding the
tender. There are some shortcomings that
tenderer has withheld that should make
the tenderer Non-Responsive.

1. The tenderer was awarded the
contract with BRPNNL-Construction of
HL RCC Bridge (8 x 24.00M) in
Chandani  Chowk-Ajmatpur  Mainpur
Road in the district of Araria. However at
45.78% below, the agreement was never
done.

2, The tenderer has gone to court
against BRPNNL, Bihar against the work
that it had bid. The court case is still
pending. It needs to be checked whether
the tender has shown these details in the
tender document and whether the
litigation history has been shown in the
tender document.

Please check above facts before
proceeding to the financial evaluation

process.

"y # PR grR1 A
AT H Writ  Petition SRR
far mar &, fd=g Mfdeer gr
Saq T Litigation History #
sifee =7El faar T 2|

I uRare &1 ¥' fag
A 2 |
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(B) Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. &
fawg fear a1 aRarg -

I would like to bring to Bring to

your attention some  observations
regarding the tenderer. There are some
shortcomings that tenderer has withheld
that should make the tenderer Non-
Responsive.
1. The company has been
debarred/blacklisted many times however
this has not been declared in the tender
document.

a. Debarred

department, Bihar Bid was rejected in

in Water resources
RWD previously-

2. Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. (Bid ID-
586564) &=u IRl gRT - SuTEr

Y T ARG D AR TR ABATDI

f6 g2 fAfaeT # 9rT o1 | S gEEE
o @ Ry fe=tia—
13102022 ¥ DEBAR & @9 @& &Rol
SBD PMGSY-lIl @ ®fe®w-47 (i) &
AR ~gAdH g [ e gs | 31
T deae de ¥ ey ufa
T 21

Ho—4245

iR & fivg STa HErM
T & oy, sdie—4245,
fai®—13.102022 | fFY M
ffar o1 S fawmr & i
IR 3330  feAiH—
23082024 9§ Wffra fHar o0
T 2 |

3rct: gkare &1 g8 fag =
g

el de
qie  wfafd
PR W
e |

b. Blacklisted in RCD, Bihar.

M/S Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd.

(a) fAfag@R M/s Kamac Engineers
Pvt. Ltd. @1 vy fomfor fawmr &
UFie—6279(E) faid
UFih—4983(E) f&A1H—07.10.2024 & ERI
10 g8t & forg wrefigpa favar wwar, fowaeT
FIAGT W HRT DIg DI Herd
T8 fFw T 2, R SR &

16.12.2024  T=IT

fAficer @1 g fmor
foyrr gt ffa g=id—6279(E)
feqid  16.12.2024 T UHID—
4983(E) famid—07.102024 @
foyrfa amewr @1 wEE 9
famfor v @ fawrfg MRy,
FUTd—7000(E) fa=ih—13.10.2025
vd fearfl omcer, Said—6999
(E) feid—13.102025 & =

o

Ad

R

=

o
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A BT GHIT AHIAT ST D |

fdar o1 ga1 T TS Soor™
Iy 93 # fAfdger grr @t
forar Tar 2|

s uRare &1 I8 fag
M 2 |

(b) T gNT FfRer ¥ o R NIT @ ®HHD 25 @ | ad-idl e
T e @ a9y o Keymﬁﬁﬁawml(eyw |
Personnel Engineer & Wi e ga 20| Personnel Engineer List W |@ oz W
TR B Stamp W &, S 5 T 7 100| T Uploaded  AHI-TF | HEHT |
SR @ Stamp W B AR qAT T wqfad Stamp Paper (Rs. 100/-
99T U5 § Welfare Ticket it 78 wma| Stamp+Rs.25/- Advocate welfare
T & o e v BT stamp) WX f&ar mar B

. uRare &1 g8 fag

3 B | '

(c) Debarred in NHIDCL- NHIDCL & UHi®—2430 | ddb-id! EIS
Sub:  Four Laning of Jhanji to Demnow | feqi5—19.052023 ¥ ffdqeR | qeie=  @fafd
from Km, 491.050 to Km. 535.250 of NH-| &Y t&p &1l @ foTg Debar foram | @t orfer &
37 in the state of Assam under SARD on| 1y @ &y 5 5T &) qHT 8| | WEAd |
Engineering Procurement and o gRae @1 I8 g
Construction (EPC) Mode ORDER of a2
DEBARMENT for a period of ONE
YEAR from participating in the future
projects of NHIDCL - Reg.
2. Existing commitment and Bid West Bengal Tenders | ddblel e |
already submitted details have been | Portal & W & f& fAfager qeaidd  |fAfy
withheld. Please find details of the |gmr  fadl@—13.01.2026 &7 | @ gz @
company participating in West Bengal | Tender ID:-2025_PRD_ 975201 _ | \g#d |
this details can be found on||  Tender Ref No.- 66/
https://wbtenders.gov.in/nicgep/app RIDEXXXI/ID/SE/RRNMU/

MALDA/2025-26 Its call ® 7T
foR € U@ Sad o @1 i
dre e fid— 02022026 BT Gl
R o fAfEeR fRAfe—02.02.
2026 b T fAfder &1
ot # 9, fag @ gWT
Bid already Submitted # &I

s

e

éﬁBﬁgeSOHS




T T | o uRae @1 48
fog 7rg 2|

3. The contractor participated in | Ya&% fQ¥®, BRPNNL @ | dd=ian CIS]
BRPNNL however I'm not sure if this has | gxi—946 (37j0) faid—06.04. | Feaipa  wfAfa
been declared in the tender document. 2026 U4 IO gRAISHT AfEar | @ egmer @
° Construction and improvement | BRPNNL, * &fe8R &7 Email | 9894 |
Bypass Road with 01 No ROB from | foqig—11.042026 ¥ W< 2 f&h
Bhutaha More (NH-107 in Km-171) to | fais—12.01.2026 @R @
Millia Polytechnic College (SH-60 in Km | &ty 39012006 & ) @
4 Via Purnea-Srinagar Road from Ch.- qRafeq @™ @1 Financial Bid
0+000 to 9+176. km Engineeri A 2
. on ENEINCENNg | hoen gam v T@Y WATH, Shree
(Total Length-9.176 Km. on
Khatu Shyam Developers @1
Engineering Procurement & {
: arafed gar |
Construction (EPC) Mode futur fAfor
3t gRkare &1 I8 fawg M
a1 | ‘
2
Please check above facts before
proceeding to the financial evaluation
process.
(C) M/S Kailash Prasad Yadav|ITB Cl 4.2 (iv) # 3fda 8 f& | SBD & ITB-
Constructions Pvt. Ltd. @ faeg faam| fAfiear &1 "Power  of | Cl4.2(iv)  #
T gRErg - Attorney, if any" @ Wy # Dok of
Respectfully, I would like to point | Information 3T &, & 3felId | A4 S9N
ome
that the tenderer M/s Kailash Prasad | f4fdereéR gRT Board Resolution - }’ﬁ :
Yadav Constructions Pvt. Ltd. has | & fyygs Afaer @ o o= e :
shortcoming in their tender submission | oo @y e fpar TaT ® L x
that will make the tenderer non- S AT 2 = W ,%
responsive. SRl fae 4
g uRae &1 FE fog
1. M/s Kailash Prasad Yadav Power of
: . T B |
Constructions Pvt. Ltd. has not submitted Attorney e P
Power of Attorney (POA) on a valid eI T8 2
stamp paper of Rs. 1000/- which should M/s  Kailash
be publicly notarized (le. signed and Phkedis b
ras
witnessed by a state-appointed official
who serves as an impartial witness). This Construction
is mandatory as per clause #26 of the NIT Pvt. Ltd. &N
which states that 26. As per Prohibition, fafaer ¥ Board

Excise & Registration Department, Bri\har

¥

O
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.| Notification No.- 1026 Dt. 15.02.2013, it
is mandatory that power of attorney, if
applicable, should be on Rs. 1000/-
stamp.

The department has taken the decision of
accept a Resolution instead of a POA
based on "if applicable" phrase in the
above mentioned clause #26 of NIT
however this "if applicable" clause only
applies to Proprietorship and not
Partnership or private limited firms where
there are more than one partners/directors
and not at one's discretion, whether it is
needed or not.

A board resolution cannot replace the
need of a POA due to following statutory
acts -

a. Failure to create legal agency
[Indian Contract Act, 1872] (Law of
Agency:- Under Section 182 and 186 of
the Indian Contract Act. A Board
Resolution is merely an "Inreation to
Authorize" (Internal) whereas a Power of
Attorney is the "Actual Authorization"
(external). For a Private Limited
Company, which is a distinct legal entity,
the Indian Contract Act requires a formal
creation of Agency . By failing to provide
a 1000 stamped POA, the tenderer has
failed to create a legally binding 'Agency,’
making their bid a legal nullity.

b. Indian Partnership Act, 1932 [for
partnership firms] if the tenderer is a
partnership firm, they cannot rely on
"Implied Authority" Under section 19 (2)
and 22 a single partner cannot bind the

firm to contracts involving arbitration or

Resolution
dore fdar
2, Res agar
U B TP
Director Gl
fffeer & fo@
mierpa foar
2| uRa &1 I8
g oMM B
uRRare wfafa grr
LEEIC EIS]
q&ied  |fd
P AT W
|EAfa uaE @l
A T

s

gie—
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relinquishments of claims without express
authority. In a firm with multiple partners,
a "resolution" or "letter" is not a legal
instrument. A board resolution is a
promise made by directors to themselves,
whereas a POA is a promise and a formal
instrument signed by the company to the
world.

c. Companies Act,2013 [Internal
minutes vs Statutory instrument]- under
the section 179 of the companies Act, it
defines powers of board and 179(3) states
that board of directors of company shall
exercise the powers on behalf of the
company by means of resolution passed at
the meetings of the Board, provided that
"the Board may, by a resolution passed at
a meeting, delegate to any committee of
directors, the managing director, the
manager or any other principal officer of
the company or in the case of a branch
office of the company" it does not say that
board resolution is legal instrument or it
can act as a legal instrument substituting
power of attorney. Board resolution mere
internal permissions for the company not
to the third party

d. Bhartiya Sakshya Adhiniyam
2023, section 84, presumption as to power
of attorney which states "The court shall
presume that every document purporting
to be a power of attorney and to have
been executed before and authenticated
by a Notary Public or any Court, Judge,
Magistrate, Indian Counsel or Vice
Counsel, or vice Counsel or representative

of the central government was so

o

gt /.
>
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executed and authenticated" Since the
tenderer has not provided any such
authenticated instrument the department
has no legal basis to presume that the
person signing the tender documents has
the authority to do so.

e. Indian Stamps Act 1899 Section
35, is the foundational "Tax Law" for
legal documents in India. Under the Act,
the "Stamp" isn't just a fee; it is a
certificate of wvalidity. Without it, a
document is "destitute of legal effect" in a
courtroom. The biggest reason litigation
often requires a POA instead of just a
Board Resolution comes down to Article
48 of the Indian Stamp Act.

f. Power of Attorney (POA):
Specifically listed in the Schedule of the
Stamp Act. It must be stamped to be "duly
executed." If it isn't, Section 35 kicks in,
making the document inadmissible in
evidence.

g. Board Resolution:  Generally
considered an "internal minute" of a
company. It is typically not listed as a
chargeable "instrument" under the Stamp
Act.

h. The Conflict: If you try to use a
Board Resolution to do the work of a
POA, the court will view it as an
unstamped POA in disguise.

i. Section 35: The "Death Blow" to
Litigants This is the most feared section
for anyone in court. It states: "No
instrument chargeable with duty shall be
admitted - in evidence, unless such

instrument is duly stumped."

(G

>
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i If the department's authority to sue
is based on an unstamped document: The
judge cannot legally "see" the document
and it will be impounded. Section 35 of
the Indian Stamp Act, 1899, is the
"gatekeeper" of the courtroom.

k. It is a mandatory provision that
prohibits any authority (like a judge or a
registrar) from looking at, acting upon, or
registering a document unless it is "duly
stamped".

L Under Notification No. 1026
(2013) and the Indian Stamp Act, 1899,
specifically set the 1,000 rate to ensure
that POAs contribute to the state's
revenue. Without this payment, the
Registrar will simply reject the filing. A
stamped document has a unique serial
number and date, making it much harder
for someone to backdate a fake
authorization or ‘"invent" a board
resolution after a dispute has started or
simply deny the commitment made on
back of a board resolution.

m. Paying stamp duty on a Power of
Attorney (POA) in Bihar is not just about
paying a fee - it is a mandatory legal
requirement that transforms a private
agreement into an officially recognized
legal instrument. At its core, stamp duty is
a tax levied by the state government. It is
one of the primary ways states generate
revenue from legal and commercial
transactions  occurring  within  their
borders. Substituting a board resolution
for a formal Power of Attorney results in

a significant loss of statutory stamp duty

O

o
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and registration fees for the public
treasury; making the department an
accomplice ~ to  undermining  tax
compliances.

n. Memorandum of  Association
(MOA)/Article of Association (AOA)
forms the basis of engaging and defines
the rules in the manner a private limited
firm will engage beyond its boundaries;
and it clearly mentions

THE SEAL

32 The Company shall have common
Seal and the Directors shall provide for
the safe custody thereof. The seal shall
not be applied to any instrument except
by the authority of a resolution of the
Board of Directors and in the presence of
the Managing Director with one other
Director authorized by the Managing
Director and signing every instrument to
which the seal has been affixed shall be
conclusive evidence of the fact that the
seal has been properly affixed.

The bidder has violated its own Articles
of Association (Clause 32), which
mandates that an instrument has to be
signed for it to be conclusive evidence
and a resolution executed under the
Common Seal in the presence of the
Managing Director and one other
Director, is a prerequisite. By submitting
only a Resolution and not a formal Power
of Attorney on a 1,000/- stamp (an
instrument), the bidder has failed to
provide 'conclusive evidence' of authority,

rendering the bid Non-Responsive under

RCD SBD Clause 4.2.

1=
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Here is how this specific clause makes a
Board Resolution alone insufficient and
why the contractor's bid should be
declared Non-Responsive:

The "Instrument Rule (Legal Proof) - The
clause states: "The seal shall not be
applied to any instrument except by the
authority of a resolution... and in the
presence of the Managing Director with
one other Director."

o The Board Resolution is the

"authority," but it is not the "instrument."

° The Power of Attorney is the
"instrument."
° The Problem: If the contractor

only submitted a Board Resolution, they
have provided the permission to create an
instrument but have not provided the
instrument itself.

The copy of Resolution dated 17th Day of
January 2026 is vague, unspecific and
without showing total strength of its
directors and issuance of proper notices to
all the directors prior to holding such
meeting for business assigned under it
ipso-facto will not entitle Sri Prakash
Kumar to participate in the above referred
NIT on behalf of M/s Kailash Prasad
Yadav Constructions Pvt. Ltd. Patna.

The department in the past has rejected
bid if the bidder has only submitted. board
resolution and not POA on Rs. 1000 /-
stamp paper. The department has also
rejected bid if bidder has submitted on
Rs.100/- stamp paper, the content of the
POA on 100/- being same as a board

resolution. The Department's application

0

>
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of Clause 26 of the NIT has been
manifestly arbitrary and lacks uniformity‘.
The Department is engaging in 'pick-and-
choose' tactics that violate the principles
of natural justice and fair play in public

procurement.

ii. The tenderer is seen to be working
on multiple projects in North Bihar Power
Distribution Corporation Limited and
payment has been made in December
2025 by the Electrical Superintending
Engineer, Electric =~ Supply Circle
Saharsha. The audited balance sheet of
2023-24, which is a publically available
document for private limited company,
we can see that the company received a
payment of 1.89 Crores from NBPDCL.
For FY 24-25, the payment received has
been shown as 1.09 Crore. However this
has been withheld from the tender
document. Kindly verify from the
department about the existing and
ongoing project.

The tender papers submitted by M/s
Kailash Prasad Yadav Constructions Pvt.
Ltd. are non- responsive under RCD SBD
Clause 4.2. I earnestly request that their
bid be declared unfit and disqualified
before the opening of financial bids.

Kind regards.

arefieor I, Electric Supply
Circle, Saharsa @ U3ld—444
fi#—30.03.2026 Td UHH—570
famid—22.042026 gRT whafed
o T 2 & wEm H
fAficer @ M ST SRl
it ft yied ¥ @18 I dfaa
T8 81 o uRae &1 38 fag
I B |

RERICH] EIST
qogie affea &
JRIET | e |

o8

B
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7. uRae @ wher 1@ e e qerieT afift # s

S aftfa @eal @ onelle A dadiel s qouie Wiy gRT fR1$—17.03.2026 @1 o
T iy @1 iR v | FOa B gU B FfaeeRT § @ < AfTeR (1) M/S Barhonia
Engicon Pvt. Ltd. U@ (2) Kailash Prasad Yadav Construction Pvt. Ltd. @Y da-i1a! die ¥ ¥Hel
T 9y IR <R gem (1) Narsingh Singh @1 NIT & HHI{G—29 @ 3ol ¥ (2) Maa
Rajeshwari Construction Pvt. Ltd. BT SBD & ITB Cl.- 4.1 Section-2 (Qualification information)
B PFEBI—1.4 (A) D ATA® H (3) Raj Kishor Singh &I SBD & ITB Cl.- 4.1 Section-2
(Qualification information) &1 PIEHI-1.11 B 3A® A TG (4) Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. B
SBD @ ITB Cl.- 4.1 Section-2 (Qualification information) @' HfSHI—14 (B) & ameled
TP dre # AHel BT B DI AFIET BT 2 |

9@1/ -
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8. gRare wfifa &1 ffofa —

() fwaifea od @ gafifaer @ geel 9 ¥ 9o fAfagr®d Barhonia Engicon
Pvt. Ltd. @ UaT&—PAT/03/202, PAT/03/204 Td PAT/03/211 feT®—19.03.2026 BRI
yafffagr @ aafiel i 4 awa ffagr@r Fem (1) Raj Kishor Singh (2) Kamac
Engineers Pvt. Ltd. @ fawg Ry v uRare /amafy &1 @ fear smar 2 Ud (3) M/s
Kailash Prasad Yadav Constructions Pvt. Ltd. @ faeg fay w¢ uRare /smufy &t smr=a
fopaT ST 24

(i) @R FfE@R aer (1) Narsingh Singh & NIT & HAIH—29 3 s A
(2) Maa Rajeshwari Construction Pvt. Ltd. @] SBD @ ITB Cl.- 4.1 Section-2 (Qualification
information) #) HEHT—1.4 (A) D 3Teltd ¥ (3) Raj Kishor Singh H1 SBD & ITB
Cl.-4.1 Section-2 (Qualification information) P SRBT—1.11 & JAld H TG
(4) Kamac Engineers Pvt. Ltd. &1 SBD @ ITB Cl- 4.1 Section-2 (Qualification
information) @ BREBT—1.4 (B) & Ieltd ¥ ab-Nar s ¥ swa wfya fear smar
2 I ‘

(iii) T fAfaere a=2r (1) M/S Barhonia Engicon Pvt. Ltd. U4q (2) Kailash Prasad Yadav
Construction Pvt. Ltd. & aaNa) fic & woa uifta fear oar 2| aehar dis 4
5d et &1 faxha s @las &1 Ry g aftwan sor, e Feafor faarr,
faerR, gesm & fear smar 2 ‘

(iv) SUAT SUi$®—943 fA-Td—17.03.2026 gRT WYfIa faT®$—17.03.2026 & WA~
daa €is geaie afify @ fofa & 3w gg 9o daifEa wwsn s

(v) gea sftgar, St Aefta oRard dfer @t wfifa @ fvfa @ @@ see
gffR=a a3 |

8.2 uRare wfify & 39 srfard) & faurfa dsaEge w H sl o |

boins o]
e I 7

@GN FIR guE) (Y FAR gwn) (@ gar RiE) (|91 BT WD)
q& AT, gy e, wfaer AT THE AT YHE—HE—IHIR
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