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Sub: Inspection ofwork executed by M/S R.S. Construction Co.

In response to the letter no.F.4(8)80/07/201 1/1(Civil)/Secy./782
dt.29.11.11about the inspection of the work L.e. Construction of Community
Centre at East Chander Nagar in Ward No.231, Shahdara, South Zone. The
undersigned had visited the site today i.e.on 02.12.11 along with
representative of M/S R.S.Construction Co. The site was visited to ascertain
the work performance from managerial capacity, colletive CONSCiOUSNESS,
positive approach and time awareness point of view.

The actual cost for completion of work was Rs.8,26,81,169/- . The
date of start of the work was 23.08.2007. The stipulated date of completion
was 22.2.2009 and the actual date of completion was 12.04.09. It is found
that no compensation was charged on account of delay in the work. The
positive approach and time awareness of the Company is observed very
good.

Regardidng managerial capacity, it is stated that the firm has been
working since 2003 and doing all the jobs from planning to completion of
civil works including development works like roads, sewer lines and water
supply ete. All the works are stated to be successfully completed because of
managerial aspects, reliable manpower and construction capabilities.

. So far as the quality consciousness is concerned, the quality of the
? work inspected was found good and hence, M/S. R.S.Construction Co. is
| héreby recommended for enistment as Class T(Civil)in DDA. |
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