6050 &)

ver fmfor fvmr i[‘i/%’

IERIG zq)s)/lc ..... &1 g~ gRare afifa «) dea @ sriaE! |

Uy YHEH A1, AT Ol B AT g AR D SREAV BG G bIei [Ted 3R
Suafer amemRa uer MRl oFReToT |fA&T (Long Term Output & Performance Based Road
Assets Maintenance Contract) Under Package No.-45A/OPRMC-III for the year 2026-33 &4 &1
fAfder @& dee @i d ud uRare w fawrfia u=ie—2217(E)  f@91id—01.04.2026,
gAi—2360(E) famTd—09.04.2026 Td U=d—5625(E) fasiei—17.08.2026 gRT 7fed wfAfq &1 do&

1 AT BT 9T, AT TE—He—IR IMYd—e—faey Afera (wrd veer),

£ YD g, e Wi, vy At feam, fSER, gem |
M O HAR YW, & AWyl Aar geEd, Afvd Aol U9 i O,

A ISHAR, g A, gferor, vy fmior v, R, yemn

P PrRIATE
SufRerfa:
(i)
ver famfor fawmr, faerR, ger |
(ii)
(iii)
ey faHfor fasmr, fagR, gear|
(iv)
2,

21

2.2

2.3

24

25

26

27

28

29

fesih—14.08.2026 P 3Ed dH-ild! dre Jedidd AR B HrRiaE), o Swariy
SMAi—2720 fe-ih—14.082026 ERT G 2, # fod W fvig & fowg wa uRag w®
g A, <féor, g fwfor famT, IR, 9o & umie—2843(310) fmih—22.08.2026 &
emH W uRare W fAA$—22.08.2026 B IAET ThAID € Houidd WA @ BrRiaE vd
FAYT B YR WX faawoht feraq & —

B BT A Ud Ubol Gen

AT AG

ffder mifya &= 9 wHed @1 .

mH
gt wigfa B R vd u

T R A IR T T

ECV/afeamr faus @t <fdr

SR FHI BT oafy
fAfaer &1 ufssar

fAfaer aifty @) fafr

v o

U RAT & STIRETV B ArHdIeE fAsEH
AR Suelfey SArenRa ger Rkl srRerT wfaar

(Long Term Output & Performance Based Road
Assets Maintenance Contract) Under Package
No.-45A/OPRMC-III for the year 2026-33

3054

U YHSH W—1, AT off

318329.67261 oI |
fauriia smaie—3247(T¥0) f=Th—12.05.2026

20885.19 T |
R e, <@, uy fmtor fave, fER,
qeHl BT 9T —1721(310), faTid—24.05.2026

318690.40169 Y |
84 (Eighty-four) Months.
s—<effT (MBD)

03.07.2026

%elofls
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3.  fawwifea ffder # fe=afeRaa os (o) gt grr Wit forar mar —
(1) M/s M.G Contractor Pvt. Ltd. (2) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd.
(3) M/s Raja Construction (4) Dwarika Singh & Manisha Construction (JV)
(5) M/s Bhardwaj Construction. (6) Mehta Construction Co & Choudhary (JV)

4. SR st @y Afder o @l 06 (v) MfdgrR em- (i) M/s M.G Contractor Pvt.
Ltd. (ii) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. (iii) M/s Raja Construction (iv) Dwarika Singh & Manisha
Construction (JV) (v) M/s Bhardwaj Construction. Ud (vi) Mehta Construction Co & Choudhary
(V) &RT 91T foram ar 2

femid—14.08.2026 B THIS Fs BT WA ERT 06 (B) PREHRI § ¥ 04 (@R)
fAfaeTaR ge1—(i) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. @1 MBD Section 3 : Clause 1.2.3, Section-4E.10 Td
MBD Section 3: Clause 1.2.3, @ a&d (ii) M/s Raja Construction @I MBD Section-3 Clause 123,
Section-4E.10 Td@ MBD Section-3 Clause-1.2.3 & d&q (iii) M/s Bhardwaj Construction @ MBD
Section- Clause 2.2.1, Section 4E.5 @ T&q U4 (iv) Mehta Construction Co. & Choudhary (JV) &1
MBD As per NIT, Section 3 Clause 2.1.2 Td@ MBD Section 3: Clause 2.4.2 (b) & @&, da=a
drs H armel T AW 02 (A1) AR g&—(i) MG Contractors Pvt. Ltd, U9 (i) Dwarika Singh
& Manisha Construction (JV) &I Td-ia! 91 # el 1T He= &1 frofy famr T or |

5. SRy smaid—2720 faAid—14082026 ™1 W RATE—14.082026 @ TS
el 48 euied Wl @ foly & Reg fvgifes a8 & Bk & gede de 3
Fahe Afdger 3o (1) M/s Bhardwaj Construction, @1 Ref- 109 Date- 17.08.2026, (2) M/s
Raja Construction &1 IAh—3I fa-id—17.082026 (3) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. @7 Ref No-
Representation/06 feip—14.08.2026 & gN1 uRare /anarded / Ry wEfda ey o &
aRed # qeg i, sféor, g fAmfor fam, fRER, e @ waim—2843( o) fa=ie—22.08.
2026 ENT URAE W fAiH—22082026 F IMEH TBAIB de qTBT AR B YoF B
HIYATEl TF R WAl @ TS 2|

6. URa— IWH aee e ¥ emwa PR wem-(i) Mis Bhardwaj
Construction, T Ref- 109 Date- 17.08.2026, (ii) M/s Raja Construction @7 THh— fAiH—
17.08.2026 (iii) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. &T Ref No-Representation/06 ﬁﬂ'l;ct?—14.08.2026, g
fawaifda o & Tl drs et w aRare yre gom 2, S Fierag @ —

Mo Rard} uRare & fag aRare a) gRars
Ho | ffdem@r e afafa &t
BT T wafofy SIG IR
1 | M/S That this objection/representation is being | fSfaeThR GERICIIE

Bhardwaj filed by the petitioner in pursuance of order | Mm/s Bhardwaj | weaiesy
Construction | dated 14.08.2026 by which the technical bid | Construction affy @
of the petitioner has been rejected on the | @ foee _
ground that he has not shown the column for Litigation IgEEr @
gending litigation whereas a writ petition difea & | vend
earing CWJC No. 7703 of 2026 is pendin =
before the Hon'ble High Court, Patng T Eendmg
regarding payment of the price escalation as aﬁ%?fl[onqﬁ
provided under clause 10 (C), (A) and 10 (C), i
(c) under Vaishali Road Division, Hajipur, i
Road Const/ruction Department whereas the | for

W7 r"\mnﬂ a®>”

Dun\:“ afiE




$ho

T A

gRare & fag

gRarg &1
wHiEr

wffa

wfafa 1
argerar

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.
44A OPRMC-III for the year 2026-33Road
Division Sherghati and the price of the
contract was Rs.18329.67261 Lacs and as the
petitioner wes having all the requisite
qualification he 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 tenderors
including MG contractor Pvt. Ltd, Dwarika
Singh and the petitioner but the technical bid
of the petitioner has been rejected on the
ground that he has not mentioned regarding
the pendency of above mentioned CWJC No.
7703 of 2026 which was a non essential
condition as this condition has nothing to do
with the nature of the abovesaid work but at
the same time the technical bid of Dwarika
Singh (who has also 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 CWJC No. 16829 of 2025 and
from the perusal of the letter dated 30.06.2026

DR MBD
Section-3

Clause 2.2.1,
Section 4E.5

BT Idud
= 31:
gRRarg &Y
M= fopar
ST 2

CWIC No.
16829  of
2025 UTHIOT
&t faumT
G S 1 v
2

fAafagrer

gRI

Dwarika

Singh gwrr
B qrq
CWIC No.
16829 of
2025 a<HE
¥ dfdg g

N~

L@

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

A copy of the present status of case of CWJC

No. 16829 of 2025 along with letter dated

30.06.2026 issued by Dwarika Singh is
annexed here with and marked as Annexure-2

5.That it is also relevant to mention here that
likewise in other tenders for similar works,
the technical bid of some other bidder who
have not disclosed regarding pendency of
cases before 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 CWJC 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 succ‘:essful in several technical bids
in package no. 34(B) under Ara Division
package no. 33(A) wunder Sheikhpura
Division, packsge no. 46(A) and 46(B) under
Jehanabad Division likewise one Baijnath
Nirman India Pvt. Ltd. had also filed CWJC
No. 16954 012024 which is also pending and
despite non discloser of the same in the tender
document, he has been declared successful in
technical bid ih package no. 40(B) under
Hilsa Division and one Sristi Developers Pvit.
Ltd. has also filed CWJC No. 10134 of 2026
which ‘was pending till 13.07.2026 but the
same has not been cisclosed 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 suck 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 hé is fulfilling all the
éssential conditions.

Litigation
History

CWwWIC No.
2824 of 2025 -

g fAfder &
IRICCAG IR

CwiC No.
10134 of 2026

(RIS
Pending
Litigation
# w8 gt
gl

PYLES

—

v
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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 requirement 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 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

L o7

T
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and proper.

M/S Raja
Construction

SRIE [vg & Weg ¥ [aed (@@ Sl ©
5 N g Rvwifed o & fAfder § A
form war | fRAIP-14.082026 B THS
qeiE de Heuied wffa @ deb B
Friad (e 93) 3 gR1 g9 v
Fd @ fafder & ae-ier 9IS § hA B
gy T 2| UNMG UF B BISHI—4()
¥ ug de wma ' f& —M/S. Raja
Construction @ BRI UJ UHed, ®row
ar=itad W/S of Malhipur to Darigaon Via
Baddi Road from Km 0.00 to 19.05 under
CMBD &7 @1 399 Existing Commitments
of ongoing works ¥ &I JuTAT B | ok ERCal
MBD Section-3, Clause 1.2.3 @ NIT &
FRH—39 B dEd awe HINd B B, Sl
e e B |

79 dau ¥ fIeT qde ey 9
fr @Al @ AR EN R PR
T -

(1) form el B FE I TE BE TN B
f5 W gWI Existing Commitment H 9
frfor T @& @raw yESd @ S
HRA AT IE BT B TS U TN B
weg ¥ we @dem © & wdfEd
PR UHRRATT H0—07CMBD/2017-18 &RT
SR @1 <@ o, R P o FRA Bl
fafdr 24.022018 3R @RI [ @ fafdr 23.
022020 off| Gafq ®r faie—21.03.2024
P GAwye WY W BRI gH fhar S ga
of| TH Way A PrAUS® AMNGC, U
yHed, @O gNl S UAI$—403
faHiF—22.042025 RT IgHa AIoT oo Al
frfer fpar or| (Gew wET Sad oA @
BRINf. Her ™ 2) |

AT HeM  Existing Commitment
Ongoing works B &1 &1 o Hfdh U
Fd A & gor o1 fAer orgwa g
5 wTe o7 sferd Existing Commitment (B)
¥ gwm el T A 3@ SR @
Maintenance (OM+PM) @I XIf¥ Existing
Commitment (B) # oier *ft Smar & @@
R g1 Eida fAfdgr & Bid Capacity W
PIE fiqger W@ TE US| G e
#¥ Bid Capacity @ UM &Xd 8 G
Hhel YT B BT U BN |

Mfdger &1
Bl FIN-4,
Financial
Requirment
s for current
contract
commitmen
ts # ga wd
g BT B
ISED d
gafg @l
%I counter
sign by
Engineer-in-
Charge &gKr1
fepa BT
Uploaded ®1
LA g2y
T fomor
faurr efaea
W/S of
Malhipur to
Darigaon
Via Baddi
Road from
Km 0.00 to
19.05 under
CMBD
frger &
gy @ faf
24022018 Ud
grafas &R
I Eill
fafer 290224
T qd AgRE
EAD| 24,
022029 D
fear o 2
s f& T
g1 Existing
Commitmen

t ¥ 3ifba =

B o f& NIT

B BfSHT 39
g MBD
Section-3,

CRIClEIS

wfafy @l

pes g X5

g
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(2) 39 Wey H MBD @& Fin-4: § 9%
sifva 2 fo 99 i e sl waifad &1
e wur uA fta fear Smog@r ®
Existing Commitment ® =& gi=r #|
FORM Fin-4: Financial Requirements for
Current Contract Commitments FORM FIN-4
Bidders (or each joint Venture Partner)
should provide information on their current
commitments on all contracts that have been
awarded, or for which a letter of intent or
acceptance has been received, or for contracts
approaching completion, but for which an
unqualified, full completion certificate has
yet to be 1ssued.”

(3) 39 Hau # § 39 B 4 MBD @
BIEP-22 W AHT AT agal & o
Clarification of Bids ¥ Sl & | S@d SU
PfePpr—2.1 # 2ifdd & fF— “To assist in the
examination. Evaluation, and comparison of
the bids, and qualification of the Bidders, the
Employer may, at its discretion, ask any
bidder for clarification of its bid. Any
clarification submitted by a Bidder that is not
in response to a request by the Employer shall
not be considered . The employer’s request
for clarification and the response shall be in
writing. No change in the prices or substance
of the bid shall be sought, offered, or
permitted. except to confirm the correction of
arithmetic errors discovered by the Employer
in the evaluation of the bids, in accordance

with ITB26.” Sad 99 @& el # o
Hagg B8 Ue Hier fAfdgr & dede
AGih | Yd &7 B FUT YA ol ST e
JMURT BT Y FARTHRUT BHRIAT S e o7 |

(4) 39 |4y § § auest eqr gy fofor
fewrr,  fdgR,  wewm  gn frfa
UHp—6158(T¥) fadid—09.07.2014 & AR
AMHE BT @edl g, Wil SBD/MBD/
CMBD/NH R 3menRa fAfaemei & ao-a
fsire= & Eligibility Criteria 31 dafa 2,
® e A Al Yoy & wR W ffy
amfareT & |

(5) R g1 wAfda fafder & Bid
Capacity 39cile & Ud f9 &rf # Existing
Commitment BUT &I R TAT AT & ar
o [fder & Y & gd ard v\ fsar
ST gHl 2| (@M TEuNE @ BRI
Helt)

(6) 39 Wdy # H yd § wHwey AWl H

Clause-1.2.3
BT Sooiod 2|
ara: gRarg #
Seifgd  fag
=T T8 B |

~— X0

PpN4]
g
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I BraTeld BT TAH—1822(310) / T+
fadi®—30052025 @ 3R egm  fearEm
UM SHF 99 & R N W/S of
Imamganj to Pakri via Kothi Salaiya Road
from Km 0.00 to 2400 & ffder #
qhel "HINd fhar mr oar) weg e
UNTE, AFE e ST &d ()
fbarele @ §RT Existing Commitment
weftd fed M aRae R R ok
forar wan fas— uRare @ aHtem g aaian
die qeuiea wffa & fAofy @iy der)—
AR 9 T 6 fAfasr R MUs
Raja Consturction & fafagr wify & uwama
arafed w1 @I Existing Commitment (B) #
Sies & JURIT 4l g9 Bid Capacity S
qifsd Bid Capacity @1 13 & 1fde o7 g
fAfder % wwa affa fear T or| @ &
e go g8 A P ¢ 5 Pfiwer M/S
Manisha Construction & ERT IF0T SR
fourT, & uHew, saeR 9 i Package
No. JH-P3-22- 23-DEO-03(PMGSY-III-
Batch-I) @1 W&’ ®R  Existing
Commitment & Ongoing works # 98] g2Iiar
T 2| @l OPRMC-IIT under Package
No. 45A/Gaya, OPRMC-III under Package
No. 45B/Gaya # @@+l ©9 ¥ Thel Hiffq
far 8| Tender ID
2023_CEJHR_122909 11(www.pmgsytendersjhr
.gov.in) Letter of Acceptance- Attached.

3d: IR & b Il deal wR faar wwa
gC fafer wwa fAofa oer R g wwfda
fAfder @1 e v ¥ 9wa 9T s
B PUT B G| FE =g F MBI waT
JTATRY T |

M/S Manisha
Construction
@ GRI P
Rt fawmr
PR wEed
STER I
Package No-
JH-P3-22-
23-DEO-
03(PMGSY-
IIT Batch -I)
H BT I
HITIH
upload fasar
= g, R
Actual Date
of
Completion
-03.06.2026
Adfrd B, S

JKA
Associates

M/s JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd. hereby places
on record its strong objection against the
decision to declare the firm technically

gRT Fin 4

Financial

qH-ID! 9IS

HedTp+

Y

v/

v

Page 8 of 15

qﬁam"




COREIL|

TRae @ fag

gRare &1
e
wafofa

afafa 1
argerr

Pvt. Ltd.

unsuccessful in the above-mentioned tender.

The technical disqualification of M/s JKA
Associates Pvt. Ltd. is highly unjustified,
factually erroneous and disproportionate,
particularly when the documents submitted by
the firm were duly supported by CA
certification as well as relevant departmental
records and certificates.

As per Technical Evaluation Proceedings
dated 13.08.2026, M/s JKA Associates Pvt.
Ltd. has been declared unsuccessful on the
ground that, in respect of certain Existing
Commitment works, the Agreement Value
was allegedly not reflected in the records
prepared by the concerned Engineer-in-
Charge, due to which Existing Commitment
and Bid Capacity could not be calculated.

This conclusion, however, does not take into
proper consideration the complete set of
documents submitted by the bidder.

1. FIN-4/Ongoing Works were duly supported
and certified

M/s JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd. had submitted
its FIN-4 / Existing Commitment / Ongoing
Works statement duly certified by its
Chartered Accountant.

The relevant financial/payment particulars
were also duly certified by the CA. In
addition, the supporting documents relating to
the concerned ongoing works were furnished
along with the bid and were supported by
documents/certificates  authenticated  or
Countersigned by the concerned Executive
Engineers/competent departmental
authorities.

Also, the information was supported by CA
certification as well as departmental
documentary evidence.

If the Department still had any doubt
regarding the Agreement Value, payments,
executed work, balance commitment or any
other particulars, the same could very easily
have been verified from the concerned
Engineer-in-Charge/Executive Engineer and
the original departmental records.

2. CA certification is specifically intended to

requirement
for  current
contract
commitments
q o@ma 17
BT
faa=of
Upload fdar
T gl Sl
no.-01 & #
Outstanding

contract
value

gerr
SEIC
GEIEG]
remaining
contract
value Eal
faa=or upload
el fosar

0.00
TR
xR

24.11.2025 T4
UATH—18
fesTer—
16.04.2026 Gl
CIC I T
g T
UHRNRATET TG
g B Wi
Upload fdran
T | Sad
G I
3R B F4
Outstanding
Contract
value 0.00
Grm) @
e =
fvar o e
2 SI. No. 02
= affdea
BINE Gl
Supporting
IPC
Authority
Engineer &1
AR A8

EEY

afafy @

b

Nz —

e
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establish the financial particulars of ongoing
works

In tendeis of this nature, and wherever
applicable under the prevailing
MORTH/NHAI tendering requirements and
practices, the financial details of ongoing
works forming part of FIN-4/Existing
Commitments are required to be supported by
appropriate CA certification, precisely so that
the bidder's financial position and ongoing
commitments can be established in a reliable
and verifiable manner.

The very purpose of obtaining CA
certification is to provide an authenticated
financial statement of the bidder's ongoing
works and commitments.

IN THE PRESENT CASE. M/S JKA
ASSOCIATES PVT. LTD. WENT A STEP
FURTHER AND SUBMITTED BOTH CA-
CERTIFIED DOCUMENTS AND
RELEVANT DEPARTMENTAL
BILLS/CERTIFICATES.

Therefore, there was absolutely no
Justification for treating the information as
unverifiable without first carrying out proper
verification from the concerned departments.

3. Department could have easily verified the
bills and records

The relevant bills, payment records and
supporting departmental documents were
available and were submitted along with the
bid.

Had the Department undertaken proper
verification from the concerned Executive
Engineers/Engineer-in-Charge, the particulars
relating to the concerned works and payments
could have been readily confirmed from the
original departmental records.

Instead of undertaking such simple and
necessary verification, the bidder has been
declared technically unsuccessful.

Such an approach defeats the very purpose of
technical evaluation.

Where a document is available, the
underlying _facts are verifiable from the

2l 39 UBR
MBD Ed|
Section:4

FfEF—-10 C
g ITB
Section 01
P BIEPT 09
BT Joolae
=1 3
gRare H
ELESIECR]

fagaf @
I fgr
ST & |

MBD G
Section 04
B BB
10C 4 W
sfbd & &
the  current
contract

commitments
must be duly
certified by
Engineer-in-
charge.

N
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concerned Government department, and the
bidder has additionally submitted CA
certification, outright rejection  without
verification is wholly unwarranted.

4. Enormous investment is involved in
preparation and participation in a tender

It is also necessary to appreciate the practical
and financial implications of participation in a
tender of this magnitude.

* deployment of substantial manpower;

* engagement of technical and financial
professionals;

e preparation and compilation of
extensive technical and financial
documentation;

e obtaining CA certifications and other
statutory documents;

e collection and verification of work
records, bills and certificates:;

e substantial time and effort of the
organisation; and

e considerable direct and indirect
financial investment.

A contractor does not participate in such a
tender casually. Considerable resources are
committed in preparing a technically
compliant bid.

Therefore, where the documents submitted by
a bidder are available and capable of
verification, the Department ought to adopt a
fair, reasonable and objective approach rather
than disqualifying the bidder on a ground
which could have been easily clarified or
verified from the concerned departmental
authorities.

5. Disqualification has serious adverse
consequences for the bidder

The unnecessary rejection of M/s JKA
Associates Pvt. Ltd. at the technical stage is
not merely a procedural issue.

Such an adverse finding has a serious impact
on the professional standing, market
reputation and business presence of the
company, particularly when the bidder has
submitted genuine supporting documents and
has made substantial efforts and investment in

e e
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participating in the tender.

A technically qualified and established
contractor should not suffer such adverse
consequences merely because the Department
has not undertaken proper verification of
documents which were readily verifiable.

The bidder should not be made to suffer for
any omission in verification at the
Department's end.

6. Re-verification is the proper and equitable
course

If the Technical Evaluation Committee had
any doubt regarding the Agreement Value or
Existing Commitment of the works mentioned
in FIN-4, the proper course would have been
to seek clarification/verification from the
concerned Engineer-in-Charge or Executive
Engineer. -

The Departmeri-may kindly verify directly:
1. FIN-4/Existing Commitment statement;
2. CA-certified statement of ongoing works;
3. CA-certified payment particulars,

4. relevant deparimental bills;

5. work certificates issued by the concerned
authorities;

6. certificates/documents countersigned by the
concerned Executive Engineers;

7. Agreement Values of the concerned works;
8. executed quantities and payments; and

9. balance Existing Commitment and
consequent Bid Capacity.

Upon such verification, the actual position
will become clear beyond any doubt.

7. Prayer

In view of the above, M/s JKA Associates
Pvt. Ltd. most respectfully but firmly requests
that the decision to declare the firm
technically unsuccessful may kindly be
reviewed immediately.

g3
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a. All FIN-4 / Existing Commitment
documents submitted by M/s JKA Associates
Pvt. Ltd. may kindly be re-examined;

b. The CA certification and the supporting
departmental bills/certificates may kindly be
taken into consideration in their entirety;

¢ The concerned Executive
Engineers/Engineers-in-Charge may kindly be
approached for direct verification of the
Agreement Values, payments, work status and
Existing Commitments,

d. The relevant bills and departmental records
may kindly be verified from the original
records instead of rejecting the bidder without
verification;

e. After such verification, the technical
evaluation may kindly be corrected and M/s
JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd. may be declared
technically successful, and

f. The Financial Bid of M/s JKA Associates
Pvt. Ltd. may thereafter be opened in
accordance with the tender conditions.

M/s JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd. sincerely
expects that the Department will ensure
fairness,  transparency  and objective
evaluation and will not allow a technically
eligible bidder to be deprived of participation
in the financial stage merely because
documents, which were duly certified and
readily verifiable from the concerned
authorities, were not properly verified.

The present disqualification, in the facts and
circumstances stated above, is wholly
unjustified and deserves to be withdrawn after
proper verification of the records.

8. Reservation of Rights

M/s JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd. hereby reserves
all its rights and remedies available under the
applicable law, tender conditions and other
legal provisions. In the event that the above
representation is not duly considered and the
wrongful disqualification is not appropriately
reviewed after proper verification of the
documents, the firm shall be constrained to
take such appropriate legal action and pursue
such _remedies before the competent

]
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authority/forum as may be available to it in
law, at the entire risk and responsibility of the
concerned authority.

This representation is being submitted without
prejudice to any of the rights and remedies of
M/s JKA Associates Pvt. Ltd., all of which
are expressly reserved.

7. uRare @ wfian vd ae-al s Jeaied afifa &1 rgerar—
|l gRT 9= foamr Afdgi® R Dwarika Singh & Manisha Construction (JV)

@ Lead Partner Dwarika Singh ERT Pending litigation History UM & @R MBD &
Section- Clause 2.2.1, Section-4E.5 P ded daEad! 9 ¥ rahe giftd fhar Srar ® 99

us PSR MG Contractors Pvt Ltd @ Wl 89 @ Refd # gafifaar smfa o &r
foofar foram < 21

8. g gHed, e dul Wo—10A # wrT ford fAfdgréR Vallabhneini Construciton Pyt
Ltd. g~1 fAfdgrer M/S MG Contractors Pvt. Ltd. % fawg ulRare fear T 8, forad sifda 4
f 378 Litigation History ¥ WM+ I%aa e, 93 faeell # TR Case No.-006192/2025
SLP (C) No.-021301/2024 LIT-1 Pending Litigation # &I gwifar &, Saa uRare & afreii
g Seaad wTdTerd, s ool @ Website R Case No.- 006192/2025 SLP (C) No.-
021301/2024 & Sifg @7 74 | it g T & aftfa are, S f& Arbitration & Hafd &,
P arerdd RIfd Pending 21 $9 916 ¥ [eidd SR AfdgréR gRT LIT-1 Pending Litigation
¥ 78 gofar T € W™y Section 3 Clause 2.2.1 Section-4E.5 Form LIT-1 & 3fTelies 3 M/S
MG Contractors Pvt. Ltd. @1 ffaar # ariwe &= &1 g2 far e € |
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9. yRare wfifa &1 iy —

i) favgifea af 9 fAfder & aefer fie 4 svwa FfRceR 3201 (1) M/s
Bhardwaj Construction, &1 Ref- 109 Date- 17.08.2026, (2) M/s Raja Construction &T
qATH I faT®—17.08.2026 (3) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. &1 Ref No-Representation/06
faT®—14.08.2026 & gRT fay Ty yRare /3muiky &1 a1 &3 &1 fofa fon smar
2l

(i) o6 (8:) fAfdeTdR F2AT—(1) JKA Associates Pvt Ltd. @ MBD Section 3 : Clause
1.2.3, Section-4E.10 ¥d MBD Section 3: Clause 1.2.3, & d&d (2) M/s Raja Construction &'
MBD Section-3 Clause 1.2.3, Section-4E.10 ¥d MBD Section-3 Clause-1.2.3 & ded (3) M/s
Bhardwaj Construction & MBD Section-3 Clause 2.2.1, Section 4E.5 & d8d Ud (4) Mehta
Construction Co. & Choudhary (JV) &t MBD As per NIT, Section 3 Clause 2.1.2 Y4 MBD
Section 3: Clause 2.4.2 (b) ® ded Ud (5) Dwarika Singh & Manisha Construction (JV) ERT
Pending Litigation history =€l g@iid & @Rvr MBD & Section 3 Cluase 2.2.1,
Section-4E.5 @& dgd, (6) MG Contractors Pvt. Ltd. §RT Pending Litigation § -8} g2+
@ Woledwy MBD Section-3 Clause 2.2.1 Section-4E.5 Form LIT-1 & 3Telld § adia)
dIs # srwd wiffa & &1 fofa forar

(iii) fawaifera & @1 fAfasr & e fie ¥ e AN Pfdcer & 9vd 8 &8 @
Boreawy faer @1 vw s yafifaer smfya s &1 e <, g Pfor fwm,
faerR, gear &t f&ar

(iv) Suarfla smuie—2720 fa-i®—14.08.2026 gNT EqRIa fR-id—14.08.2026 !
T ad-iel dfe Jeaiaa wfifa & fvfa @ 39 g ae e wasm war o
(v) = afgan, o g9t aRardl fiev & afift @ fofa @ s e
g a3 |

9.1 uRarg wfAfd @1 s FrRfad & fawrliy dearde w A e o

i %W’ @\ ) Wﬁ/@w

(RSIBAR) (roter gAR @) (@i A ) (S91 I I9TH)
g Jf, q& Jfagar, wfder HYgae A, AT THRI—HE—3TR
<féron, ger fofor geeE, e wmel wer Rmfor famm, Ig—we—faey wfea
faumT, faeR, e Tq olEm U, fagR, ge | (BT TraiEr),
ey famtor faum, ey fAmfor faum,
fagrR, ge | faBrR, e |
S9Td: Ho—7 / fAfdgi—03—147 /2026 6o So(E) ged, fesre o1 I DQI’L{,

ufafaf—  qen sfvdar, =feon vy fefo fum, ReR, gew/ g e (argsravT),

gt i foumr, fQeR, e @1 Eeed vd smavas @raE & G/ amgodo R, w
femior fawm, AR, wemr o1 fvrfia deerge w smee Fw Rg Oftd |

DA

(ST BT YD)
AT YHE—HE—IR AYT—8—fI9y Alra(erd waem),
gey fawfor favm, faer ges |
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