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NHAI/RO-BNG/16O18/Tender/2020-21/332:;_3 Date: 01.12.2020

To,
The Bidders (as per names given below),

Sub: Consultancy Services as Independent engineer during Operation & Maintenance
of four laning of Maharashtra/Karnataka border to Sangareddy Section of
NH-09(New NH-65)(From Km. 348+800 to Km 432+800) in the state of
Karnataka and Km.428+800 to Km.493+000 in the state of Andhra Pradesh)
under NHDP Phase IlI DBFOT/BOT basis - Opening of Financial
Proposals - Reg.

{ Ref: 1. M/s. Feedback letter No.FIPL/D/GEN/11-20/2138 dt.05.11.2020
2. M/s. Dhruv letter = No.DHRUV/Maharashtra/Karnataka border to
Sangareddy/758 of 2020 dated 05.11.2020
3. M/s. Theme letter No.Theme/BD/RO/NHAI/BNG/IE OMT Mah-Kar
Border/20/2997 dated 05.11.2020
4. T/o letter No.NHAI/RO-BNG/16018/Tender/2020-21/2879 dt.04.11.2020
5. NIT No.16/NHAI/RO-BNG/16018/Tender/2020-21 dated 09.07.2020

*kokkok

As per this office letter cited 4t above, the Technical scores of the following
participated bidders are uploaded in the NHAI e-tenders portal with a request to submit
the objections if any on technical score on or before 06.11.2020 upto 1700 Hrs.

Sl: Name of the Firm Technical Remarks Results
No. Marks
. . . The bidder has fulfilled the
1 ﬂés‘ Theme: EngmeeringiServices Bt i g5 | soquived eligihility: criterfa; s | Besponsive
' per bid document
M/s. K&] Projects Private Ltd. Nagpur The bidder has fulfilled the
2 | is Association with M/s. Indian Road 93.08 required eligibility criteria as | Responsive
Survey & Management Pvt. Ltd. per bid document
M/s. Feedback Infra Private Ltd. The bidder has fulfilled the
3 | Haryana in Association with M/s. Satra| 90.51 required eligibility criteria as | Responsive
Services and Solutions Pvt. Ltd. per bid document
4 s, WK Seicinebond: fne G 94.72 rrr;l euir?;gdzfi 1};)?181 fui?itigfia t}elli Responsive
Association with M/s. Sri Infotech. ' ke gibility P
per bid document
M/s. Dhruv Consu.ltancy Serives Ltd. JV The bidder has fulfilled the
5 | WL MG GEdteohio Comsulenis | guuis | reaiived ellebiby Sners 59 | Resposive
(India) Pvt. Ltd. and in Association with ’ e?" bid d I‘c’;] t p
M/s. Infinite Civil Solutions Pvt, Ltd. P ocumen
M/s. L. N. Malviya Infra Projects Pvt. The bidder has fulfilled the
6 | Ltd. in Association with M/s. Highway 93.18 required eligibility criteria as | Responsive
Engineering Consultants. per bid document
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In response, M/s. Feedback Infra Private Limited. M/s. Dhruv Consultancy
Services Limited. and M/s. Theme Eingineering Services Pvt. Ltd., vide letters cited
1st, 2nd & 3rd ghove, have sought some clarifications on Technical scores.

As per the request of the firms re

clarifications are made as detailed below:

Clarifications to M/s. Feedback Infra Private Limited. on Technical Scores:

garding Technical scores the following

SL. As per RFP vide re(f]l:;lslz:gtll)ont;e Replies to the Clarifications W
No. clause/Page No. Bid dery as per RFP and Technical Bid
Relevant Experience of Firm for the Assignment:
Experience in DPR/Feasibility cum As reviewed the Technical Bid vide sl.
PPR preparation for two projects of no.1, 4,21 & 22 from Pg. No.166 to 174, it
4/6 laning of 30% of project length . is noticed that these projects are as per
each or one project of 4/6 laning of | The bidder has the eligibility criteria and hence
50% of project length in last 7 years | requested | considered and the assessed marks is
4 2 project 4/6 laning of 30% of con31der. 2 [manks 4.75 and the rest of the projects are not
. as against 4.75 g s s s
project length each - 4 marks Or marks without | 35 Der the eligibility criteria and hence
1 project of 4/6 laning of 50% of specifying the | POt considered.
project length- 4 marks project details. )
Add 0.25 (Zero point two five) marks As such, the .earhf:r assessed 4.75 marks
extra for each additional project by the committee is correct.
subject to maximum 1 marks.
Experience as Independent . ) o
Engineer/Supervision Consultants As reviewed the Technical B]d. vide sl.
one  O&M  project  under | The bidder has | "*1 Of P8 no.289, the project has
DBFOT/OMT/0&M  of  four/six requested 6 satisfied the re.qulslte eligibility criteria
laning** of 50% of project length in consider @ tikks and hence considered and assessed t.he 6
7 marks. However the rest of the projects

last 7 years

1 project - 6 marks

Add 0.5 (Zero point five) marks
extra for each additional project
subject to maximum 2 marks.

as against 6 marks
without specifying
the project details.

are not satisfied the eligibility criteria
and hence not considered.

As such, the earlier assessed marks of 6
by the committee is correct.

Anneuxre-A-2: Adequacy of the Proposed Approach and Methodology:

The bidder has
i iati requested 1 mark
Site Appreciation & i g
mark
Quality of Approach aisd The blgde;: ha;
Methodology requeste mar

as against 1.5 mark

Quality Audit Methodology and
Quality Assurance Plan

The bidder has
requested 2 mark
as against 1.5 mark

As verified the technical bid vide pg,
no.420 to 440, the details furnished in
the bid are reviewed in line with the
details as per RFP vide sl. no.3.4 (ii
to v) and wherein it is noticed that the
details furnished in the bid are not in line
with the details as per RFP.

As such, the earlier assessed marks of
3.75 (0.75 + 1.5 + 1.5) by the committee
is correct.

Anneuxre-A-3: Assessment of experience in use of technology for road inspection:

Experience in Network Survey
1 Vehicle (NSV) or better technology
for pavement inspection

The bidder has
requested 5 marks
as against 4 marks

As verified the technical bid vide pg.
no.488 to 489, the equipment is
proposed by associate firm rather than
by the sole firm and for which 1 mark
has been assessed whereas the
experience for the projects is considered
as 3 marks and as such the assessed

marks of 4 by the committee is correct,




Experience in  Falling Weight
Deflectometer (FWD) or better
technology for pavement strength
measurement

The bidder has
requested 4 marks
as against 3 marks

As verified the technical bid vide pg.
no.505, the equipment is proposed by
associate firm rather than by the sole
firm and for which 1 mark has been
assessed whereas the experience for the
projects is considered as 2 marks and as
such the assessed marks of 3 by the
committee is correct.

Experience in ATCC

The bidder has
requested 3 marks
as against 2 marks

As verified the technical bid vide pg.
no.521, the equipment is proposed by
associate firm rather than by the sole
firm and for which 1 mark has been
assessed whereas the experience for the
projects is considered as 1 mark and as
such the assessed marks of 2 by the
committee is correct.

As per the above said clarifications, the technical score 90.51 of the firm as
assessed earlier by the Committee is correct.

Clarifications to M/s. Dhruv Consultancy Services Limited. on Technical Scores:

SL As per RFP vide reczsgls{:::ttlyontie Replies to the Clarifications
No. clause/Page No. ques y as per RFP and Technical Bid
Bidder
Relevant Experience of Firm for the Assignment:
Experience in DPR/FeaSlblhty cum As reviewed the Technical Bid vide
PPR preparation for two projects of sl. no4 and 13 which are as per
4/6 laning of 30% of project length eligibility criteria and for which 4.25
each or one project of 4/6 laning of The bidder has | marks have been gssessed: However,
50% of project length in last 7 years requested to | the rest of the projects which are not
. . consider 5 marks | as per eligibility criteria and hence not
2 project 4/6 laning of 30% of . -
4 : as against 4.25 | considered.
project length each - 4 marks Or sl
1 project of 4/6 laning of 50% of As such, the earlier assessed 4.25
project length- 4 marks marks by the committee is correct.
Add 0.25 (Zero point two five) marks
extra for each additional project
subject to maximum 1 marks.
Anneuxre-A-3: Assessment of experience in use of technology for road inspection:
As verified the technical bid vide pg.
: . The bidder has | no.37, the equipment has been
Experience in Network Survey ' 5
1 Vehicle (NSV) or better technolo requested 2 marks | proposed by the associate firm rather
SOF DAEATE (55 EChion & | as against 1 mark | than by the sole firm and the for which
p P for the equipment | 1 mark has been assessed by the
committee is correct.
As verified the technical bid vide pg.
The bidder has | no.47, the equipment has been
4 Experience in Retro reflectometer | requested 2 marks proposed by the associate firm rather

technology

as against 1 mark
for the equipment

than by the sole firm and for which 1
mark has been assessed by the
committee is correct.

Highway Maintenance cum Resident Engineer:

Experience in similar capacity* in
highway Construction / Maintenance
works of similar nature

< 3years-0
3years-12

The bidder has
requested to
consider 14 marks
as  against 12
marks by
proposing the

As verified the technical bid vide sl.
no.2, 3 & 4 of pg. no.254 to 255, it is
noticed that these projects are as per
eligibility criteria and for which 12
marks have been assessed and
whereas the rest of the projects which
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Add one marks extra for each
additional  completed
experience subject to maximum 3
(three) marks.

year  of

16.

projects of sl
no.12, 13, 14, 15 &

are not as per eligibility criteria and
hence not considered.

As per the above said clarifications, the technical score 92.10 of the firm as
assessed earlier by the Committee is correct.

Clarifications to M/s. Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd., on Technical Scores:

SL As per RFP vide re(zlls:si:g:ttl:;nt;e Replies to the Clarifications
No. clause/Page No. Bidder as per RFP and Technical Bid
Relevant Experience of Firm for the Assignment:
Experience as Independent
Engineer/Authority Engineer/
Supervision Consultant two
construction projects of four/six
laning ** of 30% of project length
each or one projects of four/six . . .
laning ** of 50% project length in last As ;gw;gveg:h’; ';‘gchn}l:a}ll Bid vide sl.
7 years. 2 construction projects 4/6 Th bidd h n{‘?‘ 'bfl' tE e ‘(;lv lfc arle;‘ ahs pl;er
laning of 30% of project length each - e idder as | eligibility criteria and for w u-: the
6 4marks Or 1 construction project of | reduested 6 marks as | marks of 5.5 has been considered.
proj ) : . .
4/6 laning of 50% of project length - against 5.5 marks wherein the rest o_f .th_e. pl"O]e.CtS.Wthh
P are not as per eligibility criteria and
hence not considered.
Add 1(one) mark extra for completed
assignment of Independent Engineer
and add 0.5 (Zero point five) marks
extra for completed assignment of
supervision consultancy subject to
maximum 2 (two) mark.
Experience as Independent
Engineer/Supervision  Consultants As reviewed the Technical Bid vide
one ~O&M  project  under | Tne pidder has | sl no.l, 2 & 7 and which are as per
DBFOT/OMT/O0&M  of  four/ SIX | requested to | eligibility criteria and for which 7 marks
7 laning™ of 50% of project length in | consider 8 marks as | have been assessed. Whereas the rest of

last 7 years

1 project - 6 marks

Add 0.5 (Zero point five) marks extra
for each additional project subject to
maximum 2 marks.

against 7 marks.

the project which are not as per
eligibility ~criteria and hence not
considered.

Anneuxre-A-2: Adequacy of the Proposed Approach and Methodology:

Site Appreciation

Approach and

Quality of
Methodology

Quality Audit Methodology and
Quality Assurance Plan

The  bidder has
requested 5 marks as
against 3.75 marks

As verified the technical bid vide pg.
no.510 to 521, the details furnished in
the bid are reviewed in line with the
details as per RFP vide sl. no.3.4 (ii to v)
and wherein it is noticed that the details
furnished in the bid are not in line with
the details as per RFP.

As such, the earlier assessed marks of
3.75 (0.75 + 1.5 + 1.5) by the committee
is correct.

Contd...5
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As per the above said clarifications, the technical score 93.81 of the firm as
assessed earlier by the Committee is correct.

Since, there is no change in the technical scores as assessed earlier and the details
of unchanged technical scores of the firms are as detailed below:

SL . Technical
No. Name of the Firm Marks |
1 | M/s. Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd. 93.81

M/s. K&] Projects Private Ltd. Nagpur is Association with M/s. Indian Road

Survey & Management Pvt. Ltd.

M/s. Feedback Infra Private Ltd. Haryana in Association with M/s. Satra Services
. 90.51

and Solutions Pvt. Ltd.

4 | M/s. MSV International Inc. in Association with M/s. Sri Infotech. 94.72

M/s. Dhruv Consultancy Serives Ltd. |V with M/s. Arkitechno Consultants 92.10

(India) Pvt. Ltd. and in Association with M/s. Infinite Civil Solutions Pvt. Ltd. )

M/s. L. N. Malviya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd. in Association with M/s. Highway

Engineering Consultants.

2 93.08

93.18

As per Section-II vide clause 5.4 of pg. no.16 of RFP and in which it is mentioned
that “After the evaluation of Technical Proposals is completed and the shortlist of 5 firms
is finalized, NHAI may notify those consultants whose proposals were not considered as
per conditions of RFP indicating that their Financial Proposal will not be opened online.
The NHAI shall simultaneously notify the finally selected 05 (five) short listed firms
indicating the date and time set for opening of the Financial Proposals.”

Accordingly, the following 5 (five) firms are shortlisted for opening of the
Financial Bids:

SL ; Technical
No. Name of the Firm Marks

1 | M/s. MSV International Inc. in Association with M/s. Sri Infotech. 94.72

2 | M/s. Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd. 93.81

M/s. L. N. Malviya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd. in Association with M/s. Highway

3 : g 93.18
Engineering Consultants,

4 M/s. K&] Projects Private Ltd. Nagpur is Association with M/s. Indian Road 93.08
Survey & Management Pvt, Ltd.

5 M/s. Dhruv Consultancy Serives Ltd. JV with M/s. Arkitechno Consultants 92.10

(India) Pvt. Ltd. and in Association with M/s. Infinite Civil Solutions Pvt. Ltd.

As per Section-II vide clause 5.5 of RFP, the Financial proposals shall be opened through
e-tenders portal in the presence of consultants representatives who choose to attend.

In view of the above, the Financial proposals of the above said 5 (Five) shortlisted firms

will be opened on 02.12.2020. Q: E
2
Digitally signed@@;ﬁ
Date: 2020.12.02 17:2//

Location: eProcure t System for
Central PSUs |
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