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3. fifea fAfder & Fafafed 04 (@R) Haga! grr wnT forr ar —

(1) S&P Infrastructure Developers (2) Ujjain Engicon India Private Limited
Private Limited
(3) RKS Engicon Private Limited (4) SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
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gRare /amafky & afeEr —

gfRarg /amufy

as-a! fis qeare
afafa grr uRare a1
e ud
forofa / srgera

gRare afafa @)

S&P Infrastructure Developers (P) Ltd.
gR1 & A amafRy -

We, M/s S&P
Developers Private Limited (the "Bidder"),

Infrastructure

submitted our Bid for the above work by the
extended deadline of 30.07.2026. By the
proceedings  dated
13.08.2026, the Bid has been declared non-

technical  evaluation
responsive on two grounds: (i) an alleged
declaration of the Bidder as a 'Non-Performer’
in relation to the work of strengthening Km
0.00 to Km 21.00 of ara (NH-30) to Chapra
(NH-19) via Babura-Doriganj Road for 2022-
23; and (ii) alleged non-submission of an
Engineer-in-Charge certificate for one existing
commitment the Bidder respectfully seeks an
immediate, reasoned reconsideration before
Bids

irreversible step is taken.

the Financial are opened or any

1. Alleged declaration as Non-Performer

2. 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 the a dispute is fully settled only
after it has been decided under the contract and

all available appeals have been completed.

3. 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-

“gferr fAER
IUNRT H U gHEd,
=t
IRT-VURT HAT dX,
SRR - © S
FogeipRer B ay

2022—23 H S&P Infra

ST

Structure  Developers

e o M| S I G|
afafy @t orEEr W
HEHd |
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performer under Clause 2.2.2.

4. 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.

5. The ara-Chapra via Babura-Doriganj
Road work has already been completed.
After Completion, the Executive Engineer
issued a letter date 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 Administration for traffic
management. These facts were explained in

our letters dated 13.07.2026 01.08.2026

6. This is only a rectification matter after
completion of the work. It has not been finally
decided against us under the contract.
Therefore, is 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.

7. 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

Pvt. Ltd. @I Non-
Performer B9 frar
T g, Red R
U MBD & Section 3:

Clause 1.2.1 (b) &
Clause 2.22 & 3ATAID

4 g <o fREr
SywEr,  uer  famfor
fmr arfa wesn
g U9y yHsd,

Yedr  =ria Y
AT & FRET
S| SrefaTet=

frares iR Suefer
menRa g sl
SRET wfd=T (Long
Term Output &
Performance Based

Road Asset

Maintenance Contract)

YUTell & ded N
3=<ifd  Package No.-

43B / OPRMC-III for
the year 2026-33 @14

% Ffaer & a@ e
die # owma wf¥T
¥ TBEC §NT MBD
& Section 3: Clause
12.1 (b) & ameild A
fAfager &1 dd-ie!
fe ¥ sawe GG
farar T |
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waffa smufyy smdes @

Lo
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of the tender.

[T o\ U H 3ifdd
HRIUTTS rfeeT,
yEEE 9 yHSd,
3IRT T UAldh— 3528,
fe=i— 31.12.2025,
g 1167, feATH—
30.03.20286, qFih—
1682,  faTid— 25.05.
2026 U9 UFIh— 1884,
fai— 16.06.2026 AT

UFH— 1234 (3190),
f-i— 18062026 ¥
e 2 5 &n
ARl gRT IR
@ dEAgE D NI

orgef erRf T8
forar T 21
fAfeger  gw1

Had A we ¢ &
Strengthening work in
Km 0.00 to 21.00 Km of
Ara (NH-30) to Chapra
(NH-19) Via Babura,
Doriganj Road for the
year 202223 &AW
T 2,00 fdorto (8d
Uqd 99 fHoHo) # PQC
&1 @ St TTRI gRT
faran T il
Specification @ TR
&l 9/ AT (TTRI &7
gFEH— 114 (TM0) 370,
fesi—  30.10.2024) |
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IF PQC B P
Ciid g
Specification @ ITHY
PQC B H =g
FRes AfTar gro
fFfieer =1 ARy
fem

Dismantle

fAfagrer @1
S9 @A MBD B
Section 3: Clause 1.2.1
(b) & Telld H Poor
Performance @1 #off #
T 2 |

e Rkl
amufy s fhar
gopar 2 |

2. Certificate for ongoing works

8. 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.

9. 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.

10. In EPC contracts, the officer performing

Ffeeer  gw
MBD @ Section 4E.10
(c) W@ NIT & sHHid—
39 @ el A
Uploaded Existing
Commitment 1 ! D
HHIG — 28 U 3fbd
Gap|

road from Km 0.00 to Km
17.812 (Package-3) of
Bile-Migging
(Km 0.00

end) of NH- 913 (Frontier

Highway) to Intermediate

"Construction of

section

to Migging

Lane on EPC mode in the

State of  Arunachal

Pradesh” W&  Hafdd

Engineer-in-Charge

forfa / ewamalRa

Tt die  JeThA
afafa & arger |
Hewd |
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the role of Engineer-in-Charge is generally
called the Authority's Engineer or Authority
Engineer under Article 18 of the EPC
Agreement. Therefore, a certificate issued by
the competent Authority Engineer should be
accepted even though the designation is

different.

11. 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.

12. 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.

13. 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.

14. 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 require confirmation from the Authority

Engineer/Engineer-in-Charge immediately.

15. In view of the above, the Bidder

respectfully requests that the competent

YHATU—Y9A  Upload a1
T T 8

ara: amufky &7
g fag amy faar
ST HehelT 2 |

authority to declare our bid
responsive/qualified in accordance with tender
2
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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

and communicated to it at the earliest.

(A)

2. S&P Infrastructure Developers (P)
Ltd. g1 faar 1 aRae —

We respectfully submit that, with
regard to the technical evaluation of the above-
mentioned tender, our attention has been
drawn to certain significant deficiencies,
discrepancies and verifiable facts in the
technical bid documents submitted by M/s
SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd., M/s RKS
Engicon Pvt. Ltd. and M/s Ujjain Engicon
India Pvt. Ltd. Despite the same, the said
bidders have been declared technically
Responsive.

Whereas our bid has been declared Non-
Responsive on certain grounds, it is therefore
essential, in the interest of equality,
transparency and fairness in the tender
process, that the documents submitted by all
bidders be examined and evaluated by
applying the same criteria and the same level
of scrutiny. We have observed the following
important deficiencies/discrepancies:

fafaered ™ M/s SCC Infrastructure Pvt.
Ltd. ® faeg aRae —

(i) Power of Attorney: The prescribed ¥25/-
Welfare Ticket has not been affixed to the
Power of Attorney.

(ii) Bidder Information Affidavit: The
prescribed 25/- Welfare Ticket has also not
been affixed to the Bidder Information
Affidavit.

(iii) Conflict of Interest: In place of the
required Affidavit relating to Conflict of
Interest, a Technical Bid Sheet has been
submitted. Therefore, it requires verification
whether the document submitted actually

Power of Attorney
O Rs. 25/- &1 Advocate
Welfare gifed
T8 2|

Bidders
Information Sheet X Rs.
25/- Gl Advocate
Welfare Stamp difoyd
a8 T

Stamp

GERICIMCICE oI |
afafey @ o @
HEH |

complies with the ‘?oﬁbed tender
e
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requirement.
(iv) Form LIT-I - Pending Litigation:

The required Affidavit in respect of Form LIT-
I — Pending Litigation has also not been
submitted.

(v) Litigation History declared as "NIL"”
despite information regarding two pending
cases:

It is a matter of serious concern that M/s SCC
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. has declared its
Litigation History as "NIL", whereas, as per
the information/records available to us, the
following two cases are pending in respect of
the said company:

1. Case No. MCA/293/2026--pending before
the Hon'ble Bombay High Court, Nagpur
Bench.

2. Case No. 25664/2025 - pending before the
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India.

Despite the pendency of the above two cases,
if the bidder has declared its Litigation History
as "NIL", the matter requires detailed and
independent verification in accordance with
the tender conditions.

In particular, in the light of the provisions of
the Model Bidding Document (MBD),
Section-3, Clause 2.2.1 and Section 4E.5, it is
necessary to verify whether all information
required to be disclosed by the bidder in
respect of its litigation history has been
furnished completely, correctly and truthfully.

If disclosure of the above pending cases was
required under the prescribed
format/declaration of the tender documents,
and the bidder has nevertheless declared
"Litigation History - NIL", the same becomes
a serious matter for consideration while
determining the Responsiveness of the bid.

It is therefore requested that the current status,
parties and nature of the above cases be
verified from the concerned judicial records
and that it also be examined whether
disclosure of these cases was mandatory under
MBD Section-3, Clause 2.2.1 and Section

7 fag ag 98 &
ST g & |

S&P
Infrastructure Developers

(P) Ltd. gRT 3u+ uRarg
¥ = @1 g oifda
farar T &)

(i) Case No.
MCA/293/2026 &

(ii) Case No. 25664/2025

(i) AT ST
e, gEE @
Website U¥ GFdd  dig
Case No. MCA/293/2026
PY WG DT TS TG g7
T & g @ A
fReIftt Pending 81 18

Neha Construction Pvt.

Ltd. § HafSd 2 |

(ii) Supreme Court
of India @ Website UX
gRardl gRT 3ifdha are
@Y Sitg @ T T g
T & 9| w=n
(SLP-25664/2025)
RITES ¥ wafd 2,
raat  eems Refa
Pending & |

Iad SHEl 91 Bl
MBD @&
Clause 2.2.1, Section
4E.5 © ©&q Form-LIT-
1 # offa =& fdan
T 8| Form-LIT-1 ®
§® ERT NIL 3ffda
forar T 8|

. uRarg &1

Section-3:
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In view of the above, the deficiencies in the
prescribed documents submitted by M/s SCC
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd., as well as the issue
relating to its Litigation History, require re-
examination in accordance with the tender
conditions.

ug fag w=g fbar w0
| 8|

(B)

fafaer® R, M/s RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd.
@ faeg aRare—

There also appear to be serious and significant
discrepancies in the Turnover Certificate
submitted by M/s RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd.,
which require detailed and document-based
verification.

(i) Significant in Turnover

Figures:

discrepancy

In the Turnover Certificate for the financial
year 2022-23, the turnover of RKS-SKBPL JV
has been stated to be approximately 25 Crore.

However, in the certificate relating to the work
"Baijnathpur to Gamhariya via Litiyahi Road"
under Road Division, Madhepura, available at
Page No. 10 of the file named
"1783058468567 19 EXP CERT", the
turnover of the JV for the same year has been
shown as ¥44,69,65,759/-.

Thus, there is a clear and significant
discrepancy between the two documents
regarding the turnover of the same JV for FY
2022-23.

It is particularly important that the above
Baijnathpur to Gamhariya via Litiyahi Road
work has been submitted by the company as
Similar Nature of Work / Qualifying Similar
Nature of Work. Therefore, the authenticity
and correctness of the Turnover and
Experience Certificate relating to this work
require strict verification from the original
records and the concerned competent
authority.

Similarly, if different figures are found in the
certificates submitted for other financial years,
all such figures should also he cross-verified
with the original records and certificates
issued by the competent authority.

(ii) Mention of "Turnover inclusive of GST" in

AR, Mis
RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd.
% §RT MBD & Section
4: FORM FIN-2 # 3ifdset
Financial year 2022-23
T Annual Turn Over Td
Audited Balance Sheet
fafeer # Upload far

TgT & ST UDIN &

T &8 TET 2 |
g fAfaer #
IRICEACTE BRI

Uploaded Financial year
2025-26 ¥ gD WI
gRT & I | u
Y | HEed ATO Res.
1,14,60,43,339/- &1 Bid
Capacity @ ToET H
Consider fdar war 2
' Audited Yd UDIN
ERT | 2 |

ara: gRare @1
e fag o foan
ST Fepal B |

SEEICIE Sl G
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the Turnover Certificate:

The Turnover Certificate submitted by M/s
RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd. states that "The above
turnover is inclusive of GST."

This is also an important matter requiring
specific examination in accordance with the
conditions of the tender.

Generally, turnover reported in audited
financial statements is stated exclusive of
GST, since GST collected from customers
does not constitute the income/revenue of the
company. Therefore, unless the tender
specifically permits calculation of turnover
inclusive of GST, the basis and calculation
adopted for showing turnover inclusive of
GST in the Turnover Certificate require clear
verification.

Further, Form 26AS cannot, by itself, be
treated as conclusive evidence of accounting
turnover, as Form 26AS primarily reflects
information reported/deducted/collected under
the Income Tax system, and the amount
reflected therein may not necessarily be
identical to the actual turnover recorded in the
books of accounts or audited financial
statements of the company.

Accordingly, if the tender conditions
specifically permit Turnover inclusive of GST,
the certificate should clearly establish the basis
of calculation, the GST component considered
and the methodology adopted for arriving at
the stated turnover.

Otherwise, the turnover should be verified
with reference to the audited financial
statements, excluding GST, as applicable.

Therefore, the statement "Turnover inclusive
of GST" appearing in the Turnover Certificate
of M/s RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd. should be
independently examined with reference to the
relevant tender provisions, audited financial
statements, GST returns and other original
financial records.

fAfdeer g™r
ATO Uploaded
Document ¥  Turnover

inclusive of GST fawgran
TgT € U4 UDIN | Y
Verified 2 |

arg: uRarg &1
g fag o=y fapam
ST FehdT & |

(©€)

ffag®dr, M/s Ujjain Engicon India
Pvt. Ltd. & fawg aRarg —

Further, an important pending litigation and a
significant discrepancy in the Existing

gRa  gWT
fAfieer & foeg

qHAe e qeuied
afafy @ e |
|EHd |

~ b

7
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Commitment documents of M/s Ujjain
Engicon India Pvt. Ltd. have also come to our
notice, which require detailed verification.

(i) Pending Litigation:

The Litigation between M/s Ujjain Engicon
India Pvt. Ltd. & NHIDCL (National
Highways & Infrastructure Development
Corporation Limited), which is pending before
the Hon'ble High Court of Delhi as Case No.
13910/2024. The said case relates to the work
"Construction and Upgradation of Existing
Road to 02 Lane with Paved Shoulder from
Km 37+600 to Km 52+000 of Rhenok-Menla
Spur (NH-717B), Package-lIC, State of
Sikkim."

The Hon'ble Delhi High Court vide order
dated 03/10/2024 vide para 3 given stay order
with the condition that "Having regard to the
aforenoted circumstances, till the next date of
hearing, the Petitioners are permitted to
participate in any tender issued by MORTH or
its executing agencies. However, any such
participation shall be subject to the outcome
ofthe present petition"

During the proceedings dated 17.03.2026, the
company undertook before the Court to
complete the remaining work by 1 July 2026.
On the basis of this undertaking, the Hon'ble
Court granted the stay. But as per balance
value of works certified by the Authority as on
30.06.2026, the work is only 79% complete.
Therefore, M/s Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd.
Is the real Non-Performer and will be declared
by Hon'ble Delhi High Court in next date of
hearing.

However, the company has still not completed
the work as on date. The next date of hearing
before the Hon'ble Delhi High Court has been
fixed for 28 August 2026.

Therefore, the nature and current status of the
pending litigation, as well as the actual status
of the concerned work, require verification
from NHIDCL and the relevant judicial
records.

(ii) Significant discrepancy in Remaining
Work Value in Existing Commitment:

In the Existing Commitment Letter

NHIDCL E§WRl  Non
Performance ¥ WHdferd
A & Hay F qdrm
T4 ®| NHIDCL ERT
AfdeeR, M/s  Ujjain

Engicon India Pvt. Ltd.
&Y Non Performer €1

B fieg
TR g’ A=
High Court of Delhi ®
a1 Ho— WP
(C)/13910/2024 SRR
fear mar 8 forad
v faofa € gen
2 a8 Pending
Litigation T  HMHT
g9a1 8 | AR grr
NHIDCL & ffa u=
Td 3R e R
qrg B A @ g
Hafrd @ Documents
fafaer # Upload o
TR

g gRare &1
g fag am=y faar
ST el © |

)(

A=
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submitted by M/s Ujjain Engicon India Pvt.
Ltd. in respect of the above-mentioned work,
the "Updated Value of Works remaining to be
completed" has been shown as 32.84 Crore.

However, in the relevant document
issued/available from NHIDCL, the "Updated
Value of Works Remaining to be Completed”
for the same work has been shown as 55.84
Crore.

Thus, for the same work, the Existing
Commitment document submitted by the
bidder shows 32.84 Crore, whereas the
NHIDCL document shows 55.84 Crore. There
is therefore a clear difference of 23.00 Crore
between the two figures.

This discrepancy is significant because the
correct amount of Existing Commitment may
directly affect the assessment of the bidder's
Bid Capacity and existing contractual
commitments.

It is therefore necessary to verify the amount
of 32.84 Crore stated by M/s Ujjain Engicon
India Pvt. Ltd. from the original records of
NHIDCL and to obtain a clear explanation for
the difference from the amount of 755.84
Crore reflected in the NHIDCL record.

It should also be examined what the actual
status of the work was as on the stipulated
01.07.2026 completion/remaining-work
timeline and what impact the same may have
on the Existing Commitment and Bid Capacity
of the bidder.

Regarding Fair and Uniform Evaluation

Our objective is not to seek the
disqualification of any bidder unfairly, but to
ensure equality, transparency, fairness and
uniform compliance with the prescribed tender
conditions throughout the tender process.

Where deficiencies, discrepancies or factual
inconsistencies are found in the documents of
any bidder which may affect its
Responsiveness under the prescribed tender
conditions, the same standards should be
applied as have been applied to all other
bidders.

We therefore respectfully request that:

fAfdeer  grT
Existing Commitment
%ﬁ Uploaded Document
H oRard) grr sifed
BT BT Remaining work
value 55.84 HRIS ST
T € W f& NEPL-

UEIPL (JV) & g1 famar

lsr @ & R

fAfagar, Ujjain
Engicon India Pvt. Ltd.
(UEIPL) T Share 40%
21 i we 2 f&
fAfiger  gv1 &
1 B < A 2

Remaining work value
Rs. 55.84 x 40% = Rs.
22.336 Crore & Updated
value for Finanacil year
2026-27 22.336 x 147 =
Rs. 32.83392 @€ &Il
2| FfigeRr grr S
e &g
work value Rs.  32.84
FIS TR T 8 S

el 2|

Remaining

I uRaE &1
e g swm=g faan
ST el © |

Al

v |
(o
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1. The technical bid documents and
deficiencies mentioned above in respect of
M/s SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. be re-
examined in accordance with the tender
conditions.

2. The absence of the prescribed Welfare
Ticket in the Power of Attorney and Bidder
Information Affidavit, along with other
documentary discrepancies, is examined.

3. The validity and acceptability of the
documents submitted in place of the required
Affidavit relating to Conflict of Interest and
Form LIT-I - Pending Litigation be examined.

4. The information regarding Case No.
MCA/293/2026 and Case No. 25664/2025,
despite the declaration of "Litigation History -
NIL" by M/s SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd., be
independently verified.

5. It be examined whether disclosure of the
above cases was required under MBD Section-
3, Clause 2.2.1 and Section 4E.5.

6. If disclosure of the said cases was
mandatory and the bidder nevertheless
declared its Litigation History as "NIL", the
same may kindly be considered while
determining the Responsiveness of the bid in
accordance with the tender conditions.

7. The Turnover Certificate of M/s RKS
Engicon I'vt. Ltd. is verified from the original
records.

8. The discrepancy between the FY 2022-23
turnover of *25 Crore and ¥44,69,65,759/- be
thoroughly examined.

9. The Turnover and Experience Certificate
relating to Baijnathpur to Gamhariya via
Litiyahi Road, submitted as Similar Nature of
Work, be specifically verified.

10. The statement “Turnover inclusive of
GST" in the Turnover Certificate of M/s RKS
Engicon Pvt. Ltd. be examined with reference
to the relevant tender provisions, audited
financial statements and GST records.

11. It be verified whether, if turnover inclusive
of GST is permitted, the calculation has been
made strictly in accordance with the prescribed

X

Ll
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tender conditions.

12. The current status of Case No.
13910/2024, High Court of Delhi, against M/s
Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd., and the actual
status of the related work are verified from
NHIDCL/judicial records.

13. The difference of 23.00 Crore between the
32.84 Crore Existing Commitment shown by
M/s Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd. and the
55.84 Crore shown in the NHIDCL document
is thoroughly examined.

14. The correct Existing Commitment amount
and its impact on the bidder's Bid Capacity
and related financial calculations are
determined.

15. After verification of all the above matters,
it may kindly be ensured that the technical
eligibility and Responsiveness of all bidders
have been determined on the basis of uniform,
fair and transparent criteria.

It is therefore respectfully requested that,
before opening the Financial Bid, a fair,
detailed and document-based re-
examination/verification of all the above
points may kindly be carried out and that a
final decision regarding the Responsiveness of
the concerned bidders be taken only after such
verification.

In particular, the following matters require
examination in light of the relevant tender
conditions:

e Declaration of "Litigation History —
NIL" by M/s SCC Infrastructure Pvt.
Ltd.;

* Discrepancies in the Turnover figures
and the statement “Turnover inclusive
of GST" in respect of M/s RKS
Engicon Pvt. Ltd.; and

e Pending litigation and discrepancies
relating to Existing Commitment in
respect of M/s Ujjain Engicon India
Pvt. Ltd.

This representation is being submitted not with
the intention of seeking the unfair
disqualification of any bidder, but with the
objective of ensuring equality, fairness,
transparency and uniform compliance with the
prescribed tender conditions in the tender

W Gl
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process.

(A)

Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd. g1 &
T gfRarg —

e fvas yrifie suie
feid—14.08.2026 P 1:00 I IJURTET A
e 9 U gl 2 @ wed # frded
e gfad s gU e & b Rwwifea
F1d & fAfdeT W@T—-02/BTH/RCD/2026-27
Tender ID-132530 # yife g5 grT farg
My fofa @ # wewa G § w®ife &
ool favaw 2 5 afdeiea fAflesr
fAfaer @ wdt fadwaR NIT @ HHie—39
% FTHY Heal Yof A8 B B |

g9 dag A # arger uRare waffa & <@
-

fafaeTe R, SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
3 faweg aRare—

1. fAfIRI@R SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. &
R NIT & IS 39 & AJHY "Existing
commitment of ongoing works duly issued by
Engineer-in-Charge" Upload =& fdsar ar
g e TEaT | gEd W dA @
ATaTIHAT 8 |

2. Waf6 NIT & HHG—39 HF WL
SfeeiRaa 8 f& All Bidder have to submit

their existing commitment of ongoing works
duly issued by Engineer-in-charge along with
all bidding documents. Otherwise, bid shall be
considered/declared as non-responsive &

invalid.

oRarl grr ¥®
wee =l fear T ? %
(BIECACOLS scc
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
NI Uploaded Existing
Commitment & @I #
dfda fdw @d @
Engineer-in-Charge &R
faifd Certificate Upload
Te! fdar ma 2 |

Ia. uRare @1
ug favg smru favar o
e B |

Td-ll die  Hedid
aff @ s @
HEH |

3. 3T R SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
@ ERT Arbitration/Litigation History Ud
Debarred @1 BURT T 2| TP

gfardt R
General Manager (E&M)
CCL, Ranchi &1 93idh—

daEAdl dre  Hodida
afafy @ e WA

S

X

‘U I
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History Ud 3
Debarred fHd w9 @ wdfdd oo @y
o™ T g Herd R @ g R W
Froae AR &3 ) gy & |

Sudad  fagell & geRmEdieT
o v R wWe @ 9 B
fAfdgIdR SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. AfasT

& NIT HHP—21 Td 39 TAT Section 3.

Arbitration/Litigation

Evaluation & Qualification Criteria Bl BfSHT
121, 22 @ ol @ gy 3rgal goi &
Cao i

595, faie—
@1 wrEgfa e fdar
g, forad PAfleer
Eal Months  a1fA
18022022 d® @ forQ
Debar f&ar ar g 4
amr wy fAfder @ fafdy
fagig—
g€ Debar 8 HMET of
|l B |

19.02.2021

12

03.07.2026 I

I uRae &1
g fag smr fdar o
Hadr B |

uRardl gNT "In
the High Court of Orissa
at Cuttack” # SRR @19
WP (C) 8375/2022 b1
fie— 24112022 @Y
gk amew @ ufdy
[GIEEEDE SCC
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
Petitioner 2| =R H
g9 dr€ @ Dismissed
far - g 21

. gRame &1
gg fadwg amrmy fdar o
HHhdl B |

gRardl gRT "In
the High Court of Delhi at
New Delhi" # SRR arg
ARB.P. 345/2025
fedid— 26052025 @
gRa ey @ wfa
e far mar 8, o
R 9w ey

Eal

A |

A

o=
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ERT  Sole  Arbitrator
frgem e mm 2
fovgs s @ wafa
HHC Arbitration # &
3 arv PAfeer ®
MBD @& Section 3:
Clause 2.2.1 & Section
4E5 & e #
History #
e =fey e =@
ERT Pending Litigation,
NIL <wifar 737 2 |

Litigation

o uRag @1
g fag w=w fbar
Hepdl 8 |

(B)

ﬁﬁawm. S & P Infrastructure Private
Limited @ faog uRarg —

4. fAfdS®R S & P Infrastructure Private
Limited @1 fami®—13.08.2026 HI W~
de-ie de Heuied Wiy @1 dob B
HHAE # $ad (P aEe B A Hefd
Engineer-in-Charge &WRT farfa ummor Um
T N @ a3 T 2 s @ ol
faeare @ 5 ¥ g™ Wl sl @ fog
fafgq o= & NIT @ HHd 39 B JI6Y
"Existing commitment of ongoing works duly
issued by Engineer-in-Charge" Upload el
frar T g Rrwa Ter W ged S
H Pl ATELDAT B |

uRardl grR1 UE
we 8} fosar mar 8
fAffeeR, S & P
Infrastructure Private
Limited &RT Uploaded
Existing Commitment &1
g # oifka fea &
@1 Engineer-in-Charge
g1 fafd Certificate
Upload =&Y fasar mam 8

Ia uRarg @1
g fawg am=g fbar o
T B |

qaddl dis  Hedid
afafy & e @
e |

5. fafagT®dR, S & P Infrastructure Private
@ ERT Arbitration/Litigation

ESCY

Arbitration/Litigation History ¥ W&o

Limited

History @ BUYRIT Td 2|

gfara) gni
AEAEg 9T el
yeqr # R 9% CWIC
No. 987 of 2023 &I

dadl de  Hodid
afafy @1 e @
|EA |

L

o0
i i
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wR Fagae R &@ @) sraegear
gl

. daet e wfafy |
g g Swied affa @it fagel w
T 9 Girg & 91 8 facig §e e
o1 T fhar W |

fe=tiep— @I
giRa Oral Judgement @1
gfy derd fear mm w,
fored fAfager, S & P
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
gl Oral

Judgment ¥ 39 9] DI
"Disposed of" f&ar i

a1 B

15.03.2023

Petitioner

aa: uRarg @1
g fag sy fdar o
HHar g

gRart §RT "In
the High Court of Delhi at
New Delhi" # SRR arg
WP (C) 5401/2026 T
fedie— 22042026 &
giRa Judgment @1 wfa
fafdge, S & P

Infrastructure Developers
Pvt. Ltd. Petitioner |
Judgment ¥ 39 418 @I
fear o

"Dismissed"

gHT 2 |

. uRarg &1
e fa=g sy fdar o
e & |

©)

Infratech -

Ffger, Am Raj
Construction "JV" & fawg uRare —

6. fAfdGTHR A M Infratech-Raj Construction
V' B fRATE—  13.082026 B HEHS
bl de qoied AR & doa A
PRIATE B Th-tat §Is JeUid Sheet B
$HiG— 16 H Lead member A M Infratech

AM
Infratech - Rayj
RAAVA -2 |
fafaer # fAftger 78

Construction

REEICI I IS 0G|
wfafy @ argeRT 9@
HEHd |

)

—

/s
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@1 Section 3. Evaluation & Qualification gl
Criteria @ BfSHT 2.4.2 Specific Experience
¥ s5447.03 @ <wfar war 2| fafew @
f | M Infratech ERT fawa dfg asi #
wow @ (U fmir vd srReT @)
qgd € W wmEn # far mn @)
yda 8 e & 5 a@e) die qeuied
|fAfd gRT Yel@d A M Infratech g1 gof
frr U e o wen fmomiE g
oty @, wan fmfon e afeg @
IR @ N wgwm I (v P o
arReeT ) &Y AR F WA o form
T &) ARy A W orRM B 6 g
Specific Experience &T 7 Hedrd+ f&ar

e ICGIRIE
prfdy ey Ho—
141, feAi®— 28.10.2021
B el H uRare &1
g fasg o foan
ST | 2 |

S| @diffé  Section 3. Evaluation &
Qualification Criteria @ HfIBT  2.4.2
Specific Experience # wee Sfeafaa & f&

"Participation as Contractor, Management
Contractor, or Sub Contractor or BOT, BOOT
Developer/Operator with in the last five (5)
years, in Road Construction or Maintenance
Works Contracts, of which upto two (2)
Contracts have a Combined values not less
than 50% of Estimated Cost Value (ECV) i.c.
Rs. 86,76,37,602.00 and have been
successfully completed/substantially
completed. The Works completed must be in
similar nature to the Works & Services of the

proposed Contract." Sd¢ @ FTOU Lead
member A M Infratech &T Specific Experience
4425 FS @MY o 5 ST6 U@ TE
2| a1 Lead member A M Infratech Section

3. Evaluation & Qualification Criteria G|

Ffe@T 242 B Al B QO T B B |

5 QE ¢l
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7. uRare &) wiler vd aael fis qeais afiifa s srgrar —

deiie die qeaie- affy grr wiewia v wRe AR Pfaeer () s & P
Infrastructure Developers Private Limited @ UYFATh— S&P/Admin/2026-27/181, fe-iep—14.08.2026 Td
UFih— S&P/Admin/OPRMC-111/2026-27/026, f&i—14.08.2026 g (ii) Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd. &T
UFih— UEPL/RCD/2026/250, faTi—17.08.2026 gRT fay U uRarg /amuftt & anelles # SU4RfE
Sie— 2466, f@-Tid— 13.08.2026 ERT WU fRATH—13.08.2026 BT T~ Th-1d! d$ Hedh
Afafy @ doa # oy T fvkg F anif¥re Weem wxa gy ISR, sce infrastructure Put. Ltd.
PT MBD @ Section- 3: Clause 2.2.1, Section- 4E.5 Ud Section- 3: Clause 1.2.1 (a) & 3TTclid H FHGA
OIffT H B T B AR B WRI & ST FUih— 2466, fadid— 13.08.2026 NI
Hafd femie—13.08.2026 B T~ dE-al s Yo Affa @ Joa A fow U Ay Fofa

B JATIT TG B IRT DY SR B |
s

—)/
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8. uRarg afifa &1 fofa —

i fwaifea of @ fAfdgr @ aoha i ¥ sawa Ffager a2m 1) s & p
Infrastructure Developers Private Limited @ UaTd— S&P/Admin/2026-27/181, fa-IT&—14.08.2026
Ud UHATEH— S&P/Admin/OPRMC-111/2026-27/026, fa-ii®—14.08.2026 & g1 ffdar & aa-ial
e ¥ uwa ffTer g2 M/s SCC Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. @ fawg Ry g
uRare /iy @ 7 Ud deie) s A awd FAfATT@R (i) Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd.
@1 UATH— UEPL/RCD/2026/250, f&-Tid—17.08.2026 & gRT faw ¢ uRarg/amufy &t
=g 3 &1 fofa ferar smar 21

(i) 02 ('tﬁ) fafasT®R, s & P Infrastructure Developers Private Limited B! MBD @ Section 3:

Clause 1.2.3, Section 4E.10 U§ NIT @ shHi%— 39 Ud MBD & Section 3: Clause 1.2.1 (b) Y@ (2) SCC

Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. @I MBD @ Section- 3: Clause 2.2.1, Section- 4E.5 'Q'ﬂ Section- 3: Clause 1.2.1
(a) @ el A aeNd) fie A e AT s @1 Fofa foan smar €

(iii) (1) Ujjain Engicon India Pvt. Ltd. T4 (ii) RKS Engicon Pvt. Ltd. IRT Fifaer @Y aifsa I
f o 3 sror aahe fie ¥ awa wifm @ @1 Fiofa foan smar @) asfial
fie ¥ ava PREeR & iy de @es & PRy g afrma, Sar, v FEfor
fammr, fRErR, year & fRar s 2

(iv) <Suarfa saie—2466 f&ATH—13.08.2026 ERT aqfaa faie—13.08.2026 I
w1 aaa) e geriea afify @ Fiofa 31 59 83 96 Guifea aasm S|

) ﬁ@aﬁ’dﬂ,wﬁmmmﬁm$ﬁﬁ@mm
gfifaa a3 |

81 uRare wfy @ v o) o fauri dgaEe w® A st S|

S Ao B &wﬁj

(et @ﬂ}f_w) (eroter AR e (RS e (S

For, g fwfor fpmr,  weem, Sfoea Aot g fafor fa, Iga—we—faRy |fea
faeR, wes| Tq oRET U, fdER, TeT| (@ wrer),
gey fomfor fawm, gey fomter fam,
faER, geAT| faER, ge|
sie: wo—7 / Fifdg—03—67 /2026 cowﬂ(g) e, fstien 3| | Q]2

gfifafe— g afiar, sor, ga Fefo R fer, geT/9e arfden(  argsE),
go7 Fyefor v, RER, Te @ gaen T amawe sRaE ey Wia /emEodio AR, w
fmfor fpm, fiER, geT @) fpmfia JeuEe IR IS dv- 8g 9|

S

(ST BT WD)
SR THE—E—TIR ATgaa—we—faery Aferd(@rd Heer),
gey fAmfor fawm, fagR geAr|
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