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3. fawifesa ffaer # fFeafafea 03 () Waget gwr wrT forar ar —

(1) M/s Veena Singh (2) M/s Palak Infra Pvt. Ltd.
(3) Brajendra Kumar Singh

4. feAI®—13.08.2026 BT Tdh-ild! dle Yiw AT gRT 03 (fiF) Ffagert & ¥ o1
(t®) Ffagrer gur—(1) M/s Veena Singh & MBD & Section-4 Td NIT & ®fSdr HH@ 29
& ded ffaer o |l 9ifsd =gad el gul 981 B & SR JEdl IS H She o 9
02 (a1) fAfdar®R—(1) M/s Palak Infra Pvt. Ltd U9 (2) Brajendra Kumar Singh & d&-i1&! dis
# 9hd Biffd & &1 FAvfg forar war e

5.  Syarfia sidie—2683 fRATH—13.08.2026 ERT WYfAT RA1$—13.08.2026 H TR~ ThAIa!
ds Jouiea |fafa @ ol & ee Rvaifea o @ Afer & gader 9 § s
ffdgreR  @ar (1) M/s Veena Singh &1 UHie—3, feAie—17.082026 ERI
uRare /srarde /sy et 53 o & oRbew 3§ g sifgan, <féror, ger fsfor fawm,
faeR, e & uAPG—2835(370) faid—2208.2026 ERT uRare WX fai®—22.082026 I 3MMEd
AHAID! 9IS edidd AR B d8F B HrIare! T FIT Gafdd 3 T8 £ |

6. URAE— IWE dHel drs F JFHA HfdardR M/s Veena Singh &1 96—,
femie—17.08.2026 ERT fawifha & & TH-1d! die Hedid- U= GRAIE WISl g1 ©, Wl Feaq

8~

Ho
¥Ho

gRarel
fafazr
PR BT
Rk

gRae @ fag

gRare #1 afler vq
forofa

gRare afafer
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$ PRU THAID] 98 H AAH
T B &1 Aoy foran 731 2 |

/

Enginner-in-charge

AfdgdR  M/s Veena
Singh & gNI fAfder &
1T Upload fea M
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to Banmankhi Road from
0.00 to 21.50 Km. for the
2024-25 @I

Engineer in Charge D

and
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Upload 71 faram rar g,
NEIG NIT &
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“All Bidder have to
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Ho | qfardl gRarg & fag gRare @ wilenm va | uRare wfifa
Ho | fafaar faota @1 JgEran
DN DI
ArH
$9 Wed ¥ WeY FRMYdd | Submit  their existing

YIS Bl T BT AR &
A ERT MBD & Section 1.2.3
Section 4E.10, Fin-4 § X %H #
ISGE Existing Commitments
ongoing work ¥ gdfta & oen
e faaxell (@a 17 FR)
fAfaer &\ mare fdar T
g, RrgH w9 g8, 12,14 T4
16 TR Uh—Ud BT BT AT GIERT
cfhd & T 7 Il W ENI
fafaeT Eg Ty Existing
Commitment & Faferd Bl BT
13 38 &, fTA®T FGU I
Hafa s gHed | H forar
T ' U4 weanfud ufa drdurad
AMTAr, U gHed WISAT gRT
TAffa & o g 2|

Iq B AGID H Haeg
AR RE B e fawri
qAIh—6158 (THO), fa-AiH—09.07.
2014 # MBD 3mEnRa fAfdsr &
dediel de @& fwed Bq
Eligibility criteria @ daer # g9
F¥p1—52 fady uba & aga
= fagell w fficer
Clarification & Modification T
awR e SR U9 39 A A
I BTl / fferal @l
qgar € o S fAfder a6
yiftd & fafr & @@ @ &fT| |
B gy i faurT & ey @

commitment of ongoing
works duly issued by
Engineer in Charge along
with all bidding
documents. Otherwise bid
shall be
considered/declared  as
non-responsive and

invalid.”

ara: aRare & 39 fag
I I fhar ST €

sie-qa.  (3rd,) fafdg—o3—
/2006 5196 (S) e, fa-Tie—
22.05.2009 H SeoilRad & b faef
e 71—
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aRarg @ fawg

aRare @) wifer va

R iy

Wl ¥ds®d @1 Bid Capacity 6l
AP A § g AgHE0
BN A I HIed S I Al
SUHTT H wfdd / afrdfed st @
R 9T HR I d aIER Bl
Technical Bid ©¥ fAvfg ot | g9
JhR w 1R Existing
Commitments ¥ H&fSd dad &d
TET—04 ¥ IeolRgd BT BT Bl
FR D! IV qifsd HRTGIAT BT
Engineer-in-charge gIXT ffa
el Afder & wRr sudls
foam Tar 21

Tl 8 W NI Power of
Attorney Rs. 1000.00 &T Stamp
paper & Y19 TR 500.00 — 500.00
T B Revenue Stamp Affixed
o g & WU AuR-ud
Juere fdar w8 (vEmMid
Hel =) | 3 WS | IR ©
f5 SwRiaa aftfa dedi R MBD
P BIEHI—221 D AER W WA
U G- dre Jegidhe bR gel
Ahe HId B D Rl D
Sy |

A B WaEd Bl 3fETd
HIAT e b Brajendra Kumar
Singh X1 91§ CWIJC-4459/2026
Hfaer & Litigation History, LIT-1
4 98 R w2 S g
&IRT ST $Y Litigation History
@I GurdT T 8, Sl §ig Bl a9y
AT & |

Afaeer & grT fAfdar
% WY Uploaded POA
Bid &1 YT: Ifdald
farar T,
JAAATHATIRIT YAl 7T
f& POA Z 500 - 2 500
gl Stamp
Affixed dY¥ Upload farar
AT | T uRaTE BY 39
fa=g &1 7=y b S
gl

Revenue

Brajendra Kumar Singh
Eal CWIC  No-
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Gafed B | I JrHel fad
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wRare @ fag

uf¥are &) aHIEr vd

uRare wfafa

[T B WA bl IFEA
AT Ared & M/s Palak Infra
Pvt. Ltd. gRT dIls CWIC-
14476/2025 U4 CWIC-2404/2026
fafaer @ Litigation History, LIT-1
A € fRwmm w8 S ga
g1 SITgsl X Litigation History
®I BT T 7, Sil Sirg &l faug
AT B |

SHT B IMAd H W |
HIER IRY & o IR fawgail
W HRIFEAR GHfATR Hd U
A BT GG, WF B W OGN
Sol T foge R wEfd @ur
P Y dhA@ de H HHdA
HH D HU DI S |

1. At the outset, it is respectfully
submitted that both the aforesaid
grounds are merely
technical/procedural in nature and
do not relate to the substantive
eligibility or qualification of the
bidder. The bidder had truthfully
disclosed its existing
commitments/ongoing works and
had also duly and
submitted the requisite Power of
Attorney. There has neither been
any concealment nor any attempt to
furnish

executed

incorrect or misleading

information before the Department.

2. So far as the objection relating to
Existing Commitment at Serial No.
4 is concerned, it is respectfully
submitted that the said existing
work/commitment had been duly
disclosed by the bidder. The bidder

CWIJC No.-14476/2025
uq cwic No.-
2404/2026 HHTT: M/s Jai
Bhawani Engicon Private
Limited UTd BSCPL
Infrastructure  Ltd. ¥
Hafdd 81 M/s Palak
Infra Pvt. Ltd. ¥ Gafdd
T8 2| ora: gRdare &
39 fa=g @1 sy foan
ST B

v’ (A

o
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aRare & fasg

gRare @t wiier va

had not concealed the work or its
financial commitment from the
Department. The objection raised by
the Committee is confined to the fact
that  the relevant  Existing
Commitment document was not
countersigned by the concerned
Engineer-in-Charge. This is also the
precise deficiency recorded in the
comparative statement
accompanying the Technical Bid
Evaluation decision.

3. In this regard, it is respectfully
submitted that the bidder possesses
the relevant document duly
verified/countersigned by  the
concerned Engineer-in-Charge. The
underlying existing commitment
was already disclosed in the
Technical Bid and the duly
verified/countersigned document is
available with the bidder. Thus,
there is no question of the bidder
having concealed any existing
commitment or furnished any
incorrect particulars regarding the
same.

4. The bidder is, therefore,
enclosing/submitting along with the
present representation the relevant
document relating to Existing
Commitment Serial No. 4, duly
verified/countersigned by  the
concerned Engineer-in-Charge, for
ready reference, verification and
consideration by the Department.
The document being submitted does
not create any new existing
commitment or qualification after
the last date for submission of the
bid. It merely substantiates,
authenticates and verifies the
existing commitment which had

5

v/
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already been disclosed by the bidder
in the Technical Bid.

5. Therefore, the omission, at the
highest, is a minor and curable
documentary/technic the deficiency.
Taking the Engineer-in-Charge
verified/countersigned document on
record would neither alter the
financial bid nor change the
eligibility or qualification of the
bidder as it stood on the cut-off date.
It would merely enable the
Department to verify the particulars
which had already been disclosed in
the bid. No undue advantage would
accrue to the bidder and no prejudice
whatsoever would be caused to any
other participant.

6. It is respectfully submitted that
there is a clear distinction between
non-disclosure or concealment of an
existing commitment and an
omission relating merely to the
countersignature/verification of the
supporting document concerning an
existing commitment which has
already been disclosed. The present
case clearly falls in the latter
category. Thus, there was no
suppression or misrepresentation of
any material fact by the bidder, and
the alleged deficiency was capable
of immediate verification and
rectification.

7. So far as the second objection
regarding the Power of Attorney not
being uploaded on stamp paper of
Rs.1.000/- is concerned, it is
respectfully submitted that the
requisite Power of Attorney was
duly executed by the partners of M/s
Veena Singh in favour of Mr.

e 2

P
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B T

Rakesh Kumar Singh, Partner &
Authorized Signatory, specifically
authorising him to sign and submit
the bid and to undertake all acts in
connection with Package No.
42B/OPRMC-III, Patna City. The
Power of Attorney was duly
executed on 17.06.2026, signed by
the concerned partners, accepted by
the Power of Attorney holder,
witnessed and duly notarized. Thus,
the authority of the authorized
signatory to represent and bind the
bidder was duly created and was in
existence prior to submission of the
bid.

8. It is respectfully submitted that at
the relevant time, stamp paper of a
single denomination of Rs.1,000/-
was not available. Therefore, in
order to comply with the requisite
stamp value of Rs.1,000/-, the
bidder used/affixed two judicial
stamps/stamp papers of Rs. 500/-
each, thereby making up the entire
requisite stamp value of Rs.1,000/-.
Thus, the total requisite stamp value
stood duly satisfied and there was
neither any shortfall in the requisite
stamp value nor any loss of revenue
whatsoever to the State.

9. The objection, therefore, relates
only to the form/denomination in
which the requisite stamp value of
Rs.1,000/- was furnished, and not to
any deficiency in the aggregate
stamp value. The bidder neither
avoided nor short-paid the requisite
amount. Two judicial stamps/stamp
papers of Rs.500/- each together
constitute the same aggregate stamp
value of Rs.1,000/-. Therefore, the
substantive requirement concerning

/

\%

=
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@ e ud

the requisite stamp value stood duly
complied with.

10. It is further submitted that there
has been no revenue loss whatsoever
to the State Government, since the
entire requisite stamp value of
Rs.1,000/- stood duly furnished.
Merely because the requisite value
was made up through two
stamps/stamp papers of Rs.500/-
each instead of a single stamp paper
of Rs.1,000/-the same ought not to
invalidate the Power of Attorney or
the authority duly conferred
thereunder. Such an objection, at the
highest, is purely technical and
procedural in nature and does not
affect the substance, genuineness or
purpose of the Power of Attorney.

1. The very purpose of requiring a
Power of Attorney is to establish
that the person signing and
submitting the bid is duly authorized
to act for and bind the bidder. That
substantive requirement stood fully
satisfied in the present case. The
Power of Attorney was already in
existence on the relevant date and
had been duly executed, accepted,
witnessed and notarized. Therefore,
accepting the clarification regarding
the manner in which the requisite
stamp value was furnished would
neither permit the bidder to acquire
any fresh qualification after the cut-
off date nor alter the substance of the
Technical Bid.

12. 1t is respectfully submitted that
the alleged deficiencies in the
present case are therefore minor,
procedural and curable in nature. In
respect of Existing Commitment

9{@

g
Page 9 of 13




BN BT

uRarg & famg

gRarg &1 wHhier vg
faofy

Serial No. 4, the work itself was
duly disclosed and the Engineer-in-
Charge verified/countersigned
document is being submitted along
with the present representation.
Similarly, in respect of the Power of
Attorney, the instrument itself was
duly executed and the requisite
aggregate stamp value of Rs. 1,000/-
was furnished, albeit through two
stamps/stamp papers of Rs. 500/-
each. Neither deficiency goes to the
substantive eligibility or
qualification of the bidder.

13. The earlier departmental
practice also recognises the concept
of seeking clarification in respect of
technical bid documents,
particularly where such clarification
or supporting document does not
create a fresh eligibility condition
but merely verifies, substantiates or
clarifies information/documents
already forming part of the bid. The
present case is therefore a fit case
where the bidder may be permitted
to rectify/clarify the aforesaid
technical deficiencies instead of
being excluded from further
participation in the tender process.

14. It is also respectfully submitted
that, as reflected in Departmental
Letter No. 6158 (S.0.), dated
09.07.2014, in the context of
execution of the Technical Bid
under MBD-based tendering and the
instructions relating to Eligibility
Criteria under Clause 5.2, Second
Stage, there is a departmental
precedent/approach of providing an
opportunity to the bidder for
Clarification & Modification in
respect of the relevant points, with

w/

O~
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recognition being accorded to such
documents/records as were in
existence prior to the date of receipt
of the tender. In the light of the
aforesaid departmental
instruction/precedent, the
documents being submitted in the
present case, duly
verified/authenticated by the
concerned Engineer-in-Charge in
support of the Existing
Commitments already disclosed by
the bidder, may also kindly be
considered, particularly since such
documents were already in existence
and do not create any new
eligibility, experience, financial
capacity or Existing Commitment
after the last date of submission of
the bid. The documents merely
substantiate  and  verify  the
particulars which had already been
disclosed in the Technical Bid.

15. In these circumstances, rejection
of the Technical Bid on the aforesaid
grounds, despite the underlying
Existing Commitment at Serial No.
4 having already been disclosed and
the  duly Engineer-in-Charge
verified/countersigned  document
being available, and despite the
Power of Attorney having been duly
executed with the entire requisite
aggregate stamp value of Rs.1,000/-
is highly technical and
disproportionate. Once the aforesaid
facts and documents are taken into
consideration, the grounds for
treating the bidder as technically
unsuccessful are rendered
misconceived, unsustainable and
non est, particularly when the

- K06
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alleged deficiencies are capable of
immediate verification and
rectification without altering the
substance of the bid, conferring any
undue advantage upon the bidder or
causing any prejudice to any other
participant.

16. It is, therefore, most respectfully
requested that the decision dated
13.08.2026 bearing Memo No.
2683, insofar as it declares the
Technical Bid of M/s Veena Singh
unsuccessful in connection with
Package No. 42B/OPRMC-III,
Patna City, may kindly be
reviewed/reconsidered; the duly
verified/countersigned  document
relating to Existing Commitment
Serial No. 4 being submitted along
with the present representation may
kindly be taken on record for the
limited purpose of
verification/clarification; the
explanation regarding the Power of
Attorney and the aggregate stamp
value of Rs. 1,000/- may kindly be
accepted; and thereafter the
Technical Bid of the bidder may
kindly be declared technically
responsive/successful and the bidder
be permitted to participate in the
further tender process.

y gRare @) gfler vd aaNal die goarea afafa &) aerar —

aftfy grr e faRaR fA9i$—13.08.2026 &1 W~ TH-Id! d18 Fodih+

afify @ fofa &1 guEd @ @ I F S B |
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8. gRare wfifa & foig —

() fwaifea o @ Ffder @ asfal fis d savd Ffacer g1 (1) M/s Veena
Singh @ UATH—3, A TiH—17.082026 @ grT Ay ¢ uRare /amafy &1 s &
&1 favfa foram smar €

Gi) 03 (=) FrfemeRT & @ 01 (va) ffagrdR M/s Veena Singh &1 MBD @ Section
47d NIT @ &fe®T 20 @ aea fafder & aifa =gaw sreal gof a8 & & SR
aeial s A spd gfa & &1 fofa o mar)

(iii) 02 (&) Ffagredr 32T (1) M/s Palak Infra Pvt. Ltd U9 (2) Brajendra Kumar Singh
& frfaer @ aifsa sidar gof & & sRoT aeNd) s ¥ aha Gifta s @1 Fofa

foram mar | aeNa dis ¥ ava PficeRt &1 o fis @tad &1 Few ge afrra,
<feror, wer fprfor fawmr, fagw, wesm &1 fear war)

(iv) Sunmfia siuie—2683 fa-Td—13.08.2026 g1 Wyfud fa-Td—13.08.2026 I aw~
aa-a de Jeaiea afiifa @ Fofg &1 gemEa var s |

v) e afygar, <fgror weta uRardt few & wfifa @ fivfa @ s@ma o
gff=aa a3 |
8.1 uRarg afifa & s ardard) ) faurfia deage w H srell o

(] W) (roier AR (Sar ®Ia Wrcﬁ)
e S, Tm) '\'Tﬂ'dﬁ wferg, IAGAT YHE—HE—3U
afeor, gor fomfor e stfgan, wfder wer femior o, Y aT—aE—faey e
fawr, f9ER, yen| gaer, HIferTd fAER, ge| (@i wee),
A ger fosfor fasm,
g ogr g, fdgrR, gen|
ger famfer fawm,
fagR, g |
said: 907 / FAfder—03—121/2026 — g o 9 HE) geAr, f&id 5\, 8| 1ot

yfafaf:— e sfydan, cfaon, oo fefo oo, R, ger/ g aiffgar(ergseo),
ey famfor fawmT, f9eR, gear &1 gaeref vd sravad drars &g Jfd / amgodio HAeR, g fEior
favmr, R, e &1 fvrfiy d9drEde ) Jvdie wvA &g uftd |

m/f*«w

(41 HId ¥oTd)
PRI WHE—TE—ITIR ST a—Ae— a9y afera(ewrd waer),
gey famfor fgum, f9eR gear|
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