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National Highways Authority of India

(Ministry of Road Transport and Highways)
A5 wd 6 daero, genn o Redl 150075
G-5 & 6, Sector- 10, Dwaka, New Delhi- 110075

NHAI/Tech/KL/ Azhi-Veng /NH-17/IE/2020
To,
All Bidders

FUST / Phona © 91-11-26074100/25074200
AR Fox : 91-11-25093507 1 26080514

Dated 09.04.2021

Sub: Independent Engineer services for Six Laning of Azhiyur to Vengalam section of NH-17
(New NH-66) from Des.Ch. 189+200 (Ex. km 188+000) to Des.Ch. 232+100 (Exkm 230+400)
[except 6 laning of Paloli to Moorad section from Des. Ch. 203+000 (Ex. km 201+590) to
Des.Ch. 205+100 (Ex. km 203+900)] in the State of Kerala on Hybrid Annuity Mode under
Bharatmala Pariyojna - Results of Technical Evaluation - Reg.

The Technical score and ranking of the firms based on technical evaluation is as under:

S. Name of the Applicant Total Rank |Responsive/
No Marks Non-Responsive
S out of 100
1 | M/s. SATRA Services And Solutions Pvt. Ltd. in JV with 95.72 | Responsive
Feedback Infra Pvt. Ltd.
2 | M/s K & J Projects Pvt. Ltd. in association with Upham 94.82 Il Responsive
International Corporation Pvt. Ltd.
3 | M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Pvt. Ltd. in JV with ISAN 94.70 [l Responsive
Corporation
4 | M/s MSY International Inc in association with ARMENGE 94.64 IV Responsive
Engineering and Management Consultants Pvt. Ltd.
5 | M/s. L N Malviya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd. In Association With 94.16 v Responsive
Intratech Civil Solutions & Consultant
6 | M/s. Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd. in JV with Yongma Non Responsive/
Engineering Co., Ltd. Korea and in Association with Cho & Kim Non Eligible
Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
7 | M/s Technocrats Advisory Services Pvt. Ltd. JV with M/s Non Responsive/
ARKITECHNO Consultants (India) Pvt. Ltd. In Association with Non Eligible
M/s JR Consultancy Services Pvt. Ltd.
8 | M/s Aarvee Associates Architects Engineers & Consultants Pvt. Non Responsive/
Ltd. Non Eligible
9 | M/s Geo Designs and Research Pvt. Ltd |- | Non Responsive/
- Non Eligible
2, The detailed evaluation sheet for the Bidders is enclosed herewith. Bidders are given

opportunity to respond by 16.04.2021 upto 17:00 Hrs, in case of any objection and to submit

the requisite details/documents within this period

Encl.: As Above

-—\/\\f

(oot
(Rajneesh Kapoor)
General Manager (Tech)
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Independent Engineer services for Six Laning of Azhiyur to Vengalam section of NH-17 (New NH-66) from Des.Ch. 189+200 (Ex. km 1388+000) to Des.Ch. 232+100
| {Exkm 230+400) [except 6 laning of Paloli to Moorad section from Des. Ch. 203+000 (Ex. km 201+590) to Des.Ch. 205+100 (Ex. km 203+900)] in the State of Kerala |
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Annexure-|
B - Final Cambarative Technical Evaluation Scare. - —
Evaluation Criteria for i e
Qualifications and |
. assessment of whether the
Relevant Experience : 7 competence of the key Z ]
for the assignment*  ©XPerience in use of staff for the Total Technical Responsive |
Name of Bidder ¢ technology for road i Rank of Applicant/Bidder |
- : assignment . s "
inspection o the Firm  Eligible for opening
1 : . . of Financial
- , Clarlmed | Assessed  Claimed | Assessed  Claimed  Assessed  Claimed - Assessed proposal**
| Maximum marks 40 40 20 20 40 40 100 100
M/s Theme Engineering
Services Pvt. Ltd. in JV — . . -
Non-Eligible since the bidder is DEBARRED/ BLACKLISTED by NHAI

with Yongma Engineering

Co., Ltd., Korea and in

M/s K and J Projects Pvt

Ltd in association with .
Uphain international 32-30 39.50 19  19.00 36.64 36.32 95.14 94.82 2 Responsive
Corporation Pvt Ltd || -
M/s Technocrats . s v g wosa i . .

Advisory Services put 1ta,  NON-Eligible as LEAD Partner does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of

Jv with M/s ARKITECHNO - 15(B) under section-1 of RFP (i.e. LEAD partner DPR Project having aggregate length |
Consultants (India) Pvt _

Ltd. In Association with ) >7_40'8 km) B - |
M/s Aarvee Associates The bidder has submitted the bid 0n26.10.2020. As per para 2 of data sheet the purposal shall be valid for 120 days after the last |
Architects Engineers and  date of submission i.e. upto 20.03.2021. The bidder was requested to extend the bid validity however the bidder vide email dt
Consultants Pt Ltd 20.03.2021 has intimated that they may not be able to extend the bid validity. Since the bid of the bidder is not valid therefore

| they have b_een evaIuatedﬂas Non- Eligible.

M/s Chaitanya Projects
Consultancy Pvt. Ltd In JV .
wih M/s say 20 385 20 20 37.12 36.2 97.12 94.70 3 Responsive |

Corporation |
M/s MSV
INTERNATIONAL INC. In
Association with (as a 40 38 20 20 37.34 36.64 97.34 94.64 4 Responsive
Sub Consultants)

ARMENGE _Engineering
M/s L N MALVIYA INFRA
PROJECTS Pvt. Ltd. In .
st withn 40 39.50 20 20.00 36.96 34.66 96.96 94.16 5 Responsive
Infratech Civil Solutions | |
M/s SATRA  SERVICES |
AND SOLUTIONS PRIVATE

|
uviten N v owitn 40 40 20 19 37.08 36.72 97.08 95.72 1 Responsi\fe‘

FEEDBACK INFRA PVT.

-}’:'L";ar‘z:°m‘.’i:;g"s and Non-Eligible as the Bidder does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(B).
under section-1 of RFP (i.e. DPR Project having aggregate length >=81.6km) |

—2/-



Independent Engineer services for Six Laning of Azhiyur to Vengalam section of NH-17 (New NH-66) from Des.Ch. 189+200 (Ex. km 188+000) to Des.Ch. 232+100 (Exkm 230+400) [except 6 laning of Paloli to Moorad section from Des. Ch. 203+000 (Ex. km

201+590) to Des.Ch. 205+100 (Ex. km 203+900)] in the State of Kerala on Hybrid Annuity Mode under Bharatmala

Pariyojna.

MINIMUM ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA

Annexure-

Preparation of DPR
(NH/SH/Equivalent)

Project Supervision/IC (NH/SH/Equivalent)

Annual Turnover

The

firm should have minimum
experience of preparation of detailed

The firm should have minimum
experience of Project

Firm should also have experience of
Project Supervision/IC of at least

Annual turnover (updated average
of last 5 years or in

whether the
Applicant is Technical

S.No. Name of the Applicants Project Report/Feasibility Study cum|Supervision/IC of 2/4/6**-laning|one project of similar category of|each of the preceding two "Eligible" or "Non-
Preliminary Design Report of 2/4/6** project of aggregate length equal|two/four/six** laning of length|years) of the firm from ible".
laning project of aggregate lengthito 3 times or more of similar|equal to 40% of project length. consultancy business should be
equal to 2 times or more of similar|category for which RFP is invited. equal to or more than 2% of Total
category for which RFP is invited. Project Cost {TPC).
M/s Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd. in
i i i i b, P % i - T
g (B Wit Tongrs Hginenng ooy el Non-Eligible since the bidder(Lead Partner) is DEBARRED/ BLACKLISTED by NHAI Non-Eligible
Korea and in Association with Cho & Kim
Engineering Pvt. Ltd
M/s K and ] Projects Pvt Ltd in association
2/9 |with Upham International Corporation Put YES YES YES YES Eligible
Ltd
M/s Technocrats Advisory Services Put Ltd.
Jv with M/s ARKITECHNO Consultants @
3/9 (India) Pvt Ltd. In Association with M/s JR NO YES YES YES Zﬂzum__m__u_m
Consultency Services Pvt. Ltd. \
The bidder has submitted the bid on26.10.2020. As per para 2 of data sheet the purposal shall be valid for ~
o arch ; 120 days after the last date of submission i.e. upto 20.03.2021. The bidder was requested to extend the o
s Aarvee Associates Architects Engineers 2 e . - - o P
kLo oy i bid validity however the bidder vide email dt 20.03.2021 has intimated that they may not be able to Non-Eligible »U |
extend the bid validity. Since the bid of the bidder is not valid therefore they have been evaluated as Non-
Eligible.
M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Pvt. ¥
5/9
/ Ltd In JV with M/s ISAN Corporation YES YES YES YES m__m__u_m
M/s MSV INTERNATIONAL INC. In
Association with (as a Sub Consultants) i
6/9
/ ARMENGE Engineering and Management YES YES YES YES m__m__u_m
Consultants Pvt. Ltd.
M/s L N MALVIYA INFRA PROJECTS Pvt. Ltd.
7/9 |In Association with Infratech Civil Solutions YES YES YES YES Eligible
And Consultants.
M/s SATRA SERVICES AND SOLUTIONS
8/9 |PRIVATE LIMITED IN JV WITH FEEDBACK YES YES YES YES Eligible
INFRA PVT. LTD
9/9 |M/s Geo Designs and Research Pvt. Ltd NO YES YES YES Non-Eligible




_ Name of the Project

Independent Engineer services for Six Laning of Azhiyur to Vengalam section of NH-17 (New NH-66) from Des.Ch. 189+200 (Ex. km 188+000) to Des.Ch, 232+100 (Exkm 230+400) [except 6 laning of Paloli to Moorad section from Des. Ch, 203+000

S.N

Experience in DPR/Feas

(Ex. km 201+590) to Des.Ch. 205+100 (Ex. km 203+900}] in the State of Kerala on Hybrid Annuity Mode under Bharatmala

FIRMS RELEVANT EXPERIENCE FOR THE ASSIGNMENT

Applicant No.

Description

Average Annual Turnover (last 5 years

or in each of the preceding two years)
from consultancy business

< 2% of TPC - 0 marks
2% of TPC - 1.5 marks

Add for additional turnover 0.25 (Zero
paoint two five) marks for every 1% of
TPC above 2% of TPC subject to
maximum 0.5 marks.

Nos. of Highway Professionals with

the firm *
<10 - 0 marks
10to 20 - 8 marks

|> 20 but <=30 - 9 marks
>30- 10 marks

Experience as Independent Engineer/
Construction Supervision in Number
of Highway Projects of 2/4/6-laning**
of length (40% of project length)or
more in last 7 years.

1 project - 9 marks

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 3 (three) marks.

cum Preliminary Design Report
preparation for Number of Highway
Projects of 2/4/6-laning** of length
({40% of project length) or more in last
7 years,

1 project - 4 marks

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

In hand DPRs of Highway/ Bridge/
Tunnel Projects | presently under
progress)

|< 2 projects - 0 marks

2-5 projects - 4 marks

>5 projects - 6 marks

Experience in Construction

Supervision/ DPR/ Design Review of
Major structures having length of
more than 500 metre in last 7 vears.
1 project - 2 marks

Add 0.5 {Zero point five) marks extra |

for each additional project subject to
maximum 2 marks.

Total

Max
Marks

1.5

0.5

10

12

1/9
M/s Theme Engineering
Services Pvt. Ltd. in JV
with Yongma
Engineering Co., Ltd.,

Non-Eligible since the bidder is DEBARRED/ BLACKLISTED by NHAI

0.00

M/s K and J Projects Put
Ltd in association with
Upham International

2/9

Corporation Pvt Ltd

Claimed Assesed
39.50 @ 39.50
15 1.5
15 15
10 10
10 10
12 12
9 9
3 3
6 6
a 4
2 2
6 6
6 6
4 4
2 2
2 2
39.50 39.50

2

Pariyojna.

3/9

M/s Technocrats Advisory Services

Pvt Ltd. Jv with M/s ARKITECHNO
Consultants (India) Pvt Ltd. In
Association with M/s JR
Consultency Services Pvt. Ltd.

Claimed Assesed

40.8 km)

Non-Eligible as LEAD Partner does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(8) under section-1 of RFP (i.e. LEAD partner DPR Project having
aggregate length >

0.00
3

0.00

a/9

M/s Aarvee

Associates Architects

Engineers and

Consultants Pvt Ltd

Claimed = Assesed .Qm::mn Assesed

idity however the bidder vide email dt 20.03.2021 has intimated that they may not be

d val
able to extend the bid validity. Since the bid of the bidder is not valid therefore they have been evaluated as Non- Eligible.

The bidder has submitted the bid 0n26.10.2020. As per para 2 of data sheet the purposal shall be valid for 120 days after the last date of submission i.e.

upto 20.03.2021. The bidder was requested to extend the b

0.00

5/9

M/s Chaitanya |
Projects Consultancy
Pvt. Ltd In JV with M/s
ISAN Corporation

Claimed |

40.00 38.50 40.00

2 2 2
15 1.5 1.5
0.5 0.5 0.5
10 10 10
10 in 10
12 10.5 12

9 9 9

6 6 6
4 4 4
2 2 2
6 6 6
1
| |
6 6 6
4 a4 a4
2 2 2
2 2 2

6/9

Assesed

38.00

15

0.5

10

10

12

1

000  40.00 38.50 | 40.00 38.00

5 | 6

ANNEXURE-I

7/9

PROJECTS Pvt. Ltd. In
Association with

And Consultants.

” Claimed

40

1.5
0.5

10

0

12

8/9

AND SOLUTIONS

WITH FEEDBACK
INFRA PVT. LTD

| M/sMSV INTERNATIONAL  M/s LN MALVIYA INFRA| M/s SATRA SERVICES
INC. In Association with (as a
Sub Consultants) ARMENGE
Engineering and Management | Infratech Civil Solutions |
Consultants Pvt. Ltd.

9/9

M/s Geo Designs

Ltd

_1m_<>qm LIMITEDIN JV  and Research Pvt. |

Assesed Claimed | Assesed ,n_mmﬁmn Assesed |

39.50

15

0.5

10

10

12

3.5

40

1.5

0.5

10

in

12

40.00

1.5

10

10

12

Non-Eligible as the Bidder does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1{a)of 15(B) under section-1 of RFP (j.e. DPR Project having aggregate length >=81.6km)

M
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ANMEXURE -1

Independent Engineer services for Six Laning of Azhiyur to Vengalam section of NH-17 (New NH-66) from Des.Ch. 188+200 (Ex. km 188+000) to Des.Ch. 232+100 {Exkm 230+400) [except 6 laning of Paloli to Moorad section from Des. Ch. 203+000 (Ex. km 2014550} to
Des.Ch. 205+100 (Ex. km 203+900)] in the State of Kerala on Hybrid Annuity Mode under Bharatmala

Pariyojna.
Evaluation Criteria for of in use of technology for road inspection
S.No Applicant No, Max 1/9 | 2/9 | 3/9 af9 | s/9 | 6/9 | k7] 8/9 | 9f9
Marks | M/s d.»:.m Engineering M/ Tachnoceats Advisory M/s MSV M/s L N MALVIYA /s SATRA
Services Pvt. Led. inJV | M/sKand I Prjects | o L Rt s WifEhariae M/s Chaitanya  INTERNATIONAL INC. In | INFRA PROJIECTS | SERVICES AND
with Yongma Pyt Lid in ARRIEEANS Copcitints . | Al Remhsaiy Projects Association with (as a Pyt. Ltd. In SOLUTIONS | M/s Geo Designs
Engineering Co., Ltd., association with (India) Pyt Ltd. In Association Enginiasrs and Consultancy Pvt. Sub Consultants) Association with | PRIVATE LIMITED | and Research Pvt. |
Korea and in Association Upham international o Ltd In JV with M/s  ARMENGE Engineering Infratech Civil IN IV WITH Ltd
3 B with M/s JR Consultency Consultants Pt Ltd | |
with Cho & Kim Corporatian Put Ltd Services Put. Ltd ISAN Corporation and Management Solutions And | FEEDBACK INFRA
Description Engineering Pvt. Ltd | Consultants Pyt. Ltd. Consultants. PVT. LTD | ,
|
| |
Claimed  Assesed  Claimed = Assesed  Claimed Assesed | Claimed  Assesed  Claimed Assesed Claimed  Assesed  Claimed Assesed | Claimed | Assesed Claimed Assesed
Experience in Network Survey Vehicle o o
(NSV) or better technology for [a] £ o=
]
pavement inspection 5 4 4 z *o- 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 &
o | U > 4
H £ = o o
Own an equipment on MOU with L] %9 W G
Assaciate or hiring basis 1| 1 1 ._w.\ = o =
o ® S g | a
R o £3 i &
1 Own Equipment 2 5 N¥ 3 2 2z 2 2 2 2 2 2 5
-2 proj | - o o
1-2 projects 1 & 5 > o -
H w U = | I <
35 projects 2 E=1 o 35 o
o = o =
7] T £ T =
& > ol &
>5 projects 3 3 3 5 Loy 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 i
e o
= o —=2=s | | -
= —— | 1 {
, Experience in Falling Weight W 3 .M [ @ | m
Deflectometer (FWD) or better = = @ =
| o =} =3 —_—
technology for pavement strength 4 a 4 4 et E = BB 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 | 4 =
measurement m ] 8 |nn. W. M | 4
| Own an equipment on MOU with i o= .m (=] m. = 5 o N —
Associate or hirine basis %) I So =i =
: 2 = A oE 8| 23
Own Equipment 2 [w] 2 2 w = 5 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 ]
= X o - =
g © & R e 0
1 @ c = = | o 9
1-3 projects 1 3] = o T =TI | T A
} -~ T = g+ 2 | 2
o 2 o L T e T e =
o T & "8 @ £
>3 projecs 2 = 2 | 2 S & EBEEE 2|2 2 2 |2 2 |22 55
= g 0SS e 3 > =
| A =5 T % =g
Experience in Mobile Bridge Inspection ) s X - T3 s =2
it (MBIU) or better technology for by W ® O L 5@ | a2 8
bridges Inspection L = 4 4 T w ﬂ g8 s 4 4 a4 4 4 4 4 4 | 2 o
= = = ]
5 £> §>s5 2 £ &
Own an equipment an MOU with 2 3 3 ag ™y E®
Associate or hirlng basis 1 Bt EL 128 2 EZ
; 3 _ £ % R E £
2 G = 2 = c
Giam Etipmant 2 e 2 2 Eo 292z 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 £ 2
. - o o = | |
1-2 projects. 1 @ = = sE ZFE v o
o = 8 i fw £ o
< = & e 2 rg
a Ty o > O =k
2 projecs 2 v 2| 2 E G SS 8L 2 2 2 2 | 2|2 |2]|2 &
[ 2 < 2 2 = 5 =
| = w0 =
Experience in Retra reflectometer t et NS B< -
technology 4 = 4 4 = co & * 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 <]
| lown 5 Y S5~ S | 2
an equipment on MOU with ] w
0 1 c -T QT
Associate or hiring basis S ] 2 L2 9 @
= © oa e | o
4 Own Equipment 2 2 2 n o 32 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 = |
! @ £ 4 E 1 @ |
1.3 projects 1 o 3~ [ -
| t -] = B
© Q= { =
i a EL @ o
>3 prajects 2 2 2 o w2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 @
| < £ 9 - £
i 1 E= =
Experience In Automatic Traffic i EQ
= = n
Counter cum Classifier # 3 3 @ n g2 3 | 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 ©
Equipment on MOU with Associate or i © B9 m | i)
on hiring basis o2 =5 o 2
Own Equipment 2 L oa S o
5 2 2 2 ) s 59 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 | ] |
| o T oo , , £ |
1-3 projects a5 L il | | 5 |
) v g i { =
>3 projects |
e |
1 1 1 z £~ £ 1|11 1 1 1 1|1
Total 20,00 0.00 19 19 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 19 o000 0.00

~SAI-



b)

d)

No.

Team Leader cum Senior Highway Engineer
Applicant No.

Mame of the Applicant

MName of Kev Personnel
Date of Birth of KP's
Description
General Qualification

| Graduate in Civil Engineering

|Post Graduation in Management/ Construction/

Transportation/Highway  Engineering/ Structural
Engineering or equivalent specialised stream of civil

|engineering

Degree/Diploma/Certificate in Project Management

Adequacy for the Project

Professional Experience in Highway Projects: |
Total Professional Experience in handling Highway
projects

<12 vears -0

12 years -8

Add 1 marks extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 2 (three) marks.

Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity in
Highway Develapment projects
configuration (2/4/6 laning* *) and above)
<5years-0
5years - 11

Add 1 mark extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 4 (four) marks.

Experience as Team Leader or lar capacity in
Highway Development projects (of length 20% of
project length ar more of similar configuration
(2/4/6 laning**) and above) on PPP

1 Project- 4 Marks

add 1 mark extra for additional projects subject to
maximum 1 (ene) marks

Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity of|
project Preparation including design of major

<2 Proiect -0 marks
2 Projects -11

Add 2 mark for each additional project

subject to maximum 4 marks.

Experience in position of Team Leader/Project
Manager or similar capacity in Construction
Supervision/IC involving length 40% of project
length or mare of similar configuration (2/4/6**
laning) and above

< 2 projects -0

2 Projects - 16

Add 2 marks extra for each additional project

subject to maximum 4 (four) marks

Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity in

|Operation and Maintenance of Major Highway (of

length 40% of project length or more of similar
configuration (2/4/6 laning®*) and above).

1 project - 4 marks

Add 1 mark extra for each additional project subject

to maximum 1 {one) marks

Employment with the Firm

< 1lyear-0

1year-3
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year subject to
maximum 2 marks

Total

Weightage @ 12

Max
Marks

25

21

70

15

20

100
12

1/9
M/s Theme
Engineering Services
Pvt. Ltd. in JV with
Yongma Engineering
Co., Ltd., Korea and
in Assaciation with

lm @ Wi

Sreenivasa Reddy

27-09-1961
Claimed  Assesed

Non-Eligible since the bidder is DEBARRED/ BLACKLISTED by NHAI.

0 0
0 0
1

2f9

M/s K and | Projects

PvtLtdin
association with

Upham International Consultants (Indi
Corporation Pvt Ltd |

SUDHIR KUMAR

10.92 10.92 |
-

| 15-06-1962
| Claimed | Assesed
21 21
21 21
0 0
0 0
10 10
8 8
2 2
15 15
1 11
q 4
5 5
4 4
1 1
15 15
11 11
4 4
20 20
16 16
4 4
5 5
4 4
1 1
0 0
91 91

3/3
M/s Technocrats
Advisory Services Pvt
Ltd. Jv with M/s
ARKITECHNO

a9

M/s Aarvee Associates
Architects Engineers
pyt @nd Consultants Pvt Ltd

s/9

Consultancy Put, Ltd In |
IV with M/fs ISAN

Corporation | Management Consultants |

! 6/9
M/s MSV INTERNATIONAL
M/s Chaitanya Projects  INC. In Association with (as

a Sub Consultants)
| ARMENGE Engineering and |

Pyt Ltd.
Amarsinha Anandrao
02-06-1967
Claimed Assesed
22 21
21 | 21
|
1 0
10 10
8 | 8
2 2
15 15
1 11
4 4
5 5
4 4
1 1
15 15
11 11
4 4
20 20
16 16
4 | 4
5 0
4 | 0
L | 0
0 0
n n
92 86

Mumtaz handran M | Shailesh Kumar Sinha |
10-06-1976 30-05-1965 | 01-09-1870 |
Claimed | Assesed | Claimed  Assesed  Claimed | Assesed |

- 21
& T &
m mhm 21 21
] TR ©
c e
£ w9
o e £
= PR |
s s |
u 5= 2 1 0
1 F£Fo@
g 5E 3
= n
= &
a &5 =2
o BT 10 10
-~ N2 5
=] Iu.tnn.
L) _mm..m 8 8
£ L s
[=) -
- T B S
E S8 g 2 2
@ s
@ > 255
5 2% 8
£ = u'e 15 15
< = > |
El 2o, |
3 F w3 .
—~— = 2
= 322 1 11

] =0
5 o 2E5 4 4
e T 3= o
] o'm £
- h u > %

5 5 £2% 5 5

o =0 5 o

© C @ o2
T @ v 2820
T S e o 0 4 4
5w s 25 W
cﬁ N e q

> & B3 YL 1 1
£ £ - ¥ 2o |
S B Yo |
=R ~Esxa 15 13

= F T =
£z g8z
S ©
= u
E = 3 32 11 11
‘e o ol
g w @ 2 |
ED < 5w 4 2
@ a ;s 85
= Sz
= P~ |
= N o5
= s @ e 20 20
S -2 =
= ]
P o o |
o o o 8 |
(! e o |
- Gk u ,
o o 4R 16 16
£ 25t
i v 2 4 4
a L 5
< oo g
£ -9 c
© g >
= N8 5 5
o £ 2 E |
=
g 553
- on .=
n w U % 4 4
m 8= =
L mm.n 1 1,
= 5 2=
= -
00 ..m.mm 0 0
g S E® n
c aF
[} 232 E
< == £
0 0 0 0 92 8
0 0 0 0 11.04 | 10.68 @ 11.04
3 4 5

6

|
1032 | 11.28  10.32
- 7 —

Solutions And
Consultants.
Sanjay Tiwari
| 23-09-1965
Claimed | Assesed
24 21
21 21
3 0
0o 0
h
10 10
8 8
2 2
15 15
11 11
4 4
5 5
4 4
1 1
|
15 | 11
11 11
4 0
20 20
16 .16
4 4
5 4
|
4 4
1 0
0 0
n
94 86

M/s LN MALVIYA
INFRA PROJECTS Put.
Ltd. In Association
with Infratech Givil

e

| 8/9 | 9/9
| M/sSATRA |
SERVICES AND
SOLUTIONS M/s Gea Designs and
'PRIVATE LIMITED N Research Put. Ltd

JV WITH FEEDBACK

INFRA PVT. LTD
Surendra Pattar S. Packirisamy
22-07-1964 | 30-05-1967
_nw_,aa Assesed | Claimed | Assesed
| 24 24
[ 21 = £
>
[1°]
| 2w
3 | 3 g
g
o
0 0 w
I [=}
, I
W &
10 | 10 a
| o
T —
8 8 s
2 2 5
| t
Q
g
15 | 15 5
| -
| =
1 - {
| 11 | 11 =
4 4 &
gy
L E
| !z!u\%
5 5 — .
| 5=
= A
4 4 3 £
E o
1| 1 55
£e
| 15 13 B
CN
| ° B
11 | 11 | 5o
, E
| 4 2 £
, £
[+1]
=
20 20 =z
=
)
=
2
16 | 16 g
@
4 4 S
]
o
o
5 4 =
_ 2
_ =
| 4 4 £
1 0 2
0 0 =
L0 o p
o
2
L9 91 o | o
(11281092 o | o
8 s 9



Resident Engineer Cum Highway Engineer

| 5] Applicant No Max | 1/9 2/9 | 3f9 af9 | 5/9 | 6/9 | E] ! 8/9 | /o |
No. Marks M/s Theme M/s Technocrats M/s MSV | | |
Engineering Services /s k and | Projects vt | Advisory Services Put  |m/s chaitanya Projects  INTERNATIONALING. In| M/SLNMALVIYA | M/s SATRA SERVICES |
Pvt. Ltd. in M with  td in association with Ltd. Jv with M/s M/ A M Consultancy Put. Ltd In| Association with (asa | INFRA PROJECTS Put. s sotuTions  liwssces Designs and
Name of the Applicant Yongma Engineering | Upham International ARKITECHNO Architects Engineers it ToAN Sub Consultants) | 1d. In Association with | PRIVATE LIMITED 1N 2" 80 ot 31
‘ | d ineering | Infratech Civil Solutions | IV WITH FEEDBACK
Co., Ltd,, Koreaandin  corporation Put Ltd  Consultants {India) pyt | 2Nd Consultants Put Lt Corporation ARMENGE Engineering
Association with Cho Ltd. In Association and Andg | INFRA PVT. LTD
- el F i, | | eSSl TN | | |
Name of Key Personnel A CHANDRA SHEKAR BLRao T. Rajalingam Tarra Appala Naidu Krishna D Naik ASHISH DHOLE Sujeet Giri | MOHAN SREEDHARAN | G. Laxmi Narayana
| | pp | | |
Date of Birth of KP's | 23-08-1977 | 25-06-1966 | 31-05-1965 04-06-1972 | 05-06-1970 1 12-12-1975 | 25-11-1983 | 08-02-1969 | 25-06-1957 |
| Description | | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed Assessed | Claimed | Assessed  Claimed Assessed | Claimed | Assessed  Claimed Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed Claimed Assessed _
3 |General Qualification | 25 25 21 o | 25 | 25 | 21 21 ﬂ 21 | 21 | 21 @ 21 %5
1) Graduate in Civil Engineering < |
, 21 22 | 21 e 21 | 21 21 21 | 21 | 21 21 21 -
11) Post Graduation in Transportation/Highway .m | =
Engineering/Structural Engineering/Geotechnical 4 a 0 1] 4 4 | | 0 0 m
|Engineering H | | K
| | | |
» Adequacy for the Project 70 - | | T
| c | U
Professional Experience = | ]
Total Professional Experience in handling High | @ | | , | | 3
oo roerehesnianding Ry, | 20 . 20 20 T 20 20 | 20 20 20 0 20 20 =
= at} | | | | | |
<10 years -0 < - | n
) [i0years:16 =4 6 | 16 &u 16 | 16 | 16 6 | 16 0 | 16 16 -
Add one marks extra for each additional 2 Pt oOE
completed year of experience subject to | [ 4 4 T 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 = e
M w v
maximum 4 (four) marks. o ] o ®
I ] |
Experience as Resident Engineer/Project 2 35 | oA
Director/Project Manager/Superintending Engineer = T % The bidder has | ]
S
or oo submitted the bid | | £ &
cquivalent/Exccutive Engincer o squivalenton | 20 3 20 20 Z 8 | eiovmasper] 20 | 20 | 20 | 20 | 20 | 18 | 20 | 20 5%
construction works/Independent Engineer Projects — 5 8 FaFs 2 P ata sk det , | 2%
. |{similar configuration (2/4/6 laning®) and above) a @ © —
if) ) = o the purposal shall be | | = B _f
<Syear-0 = c s valid for 120 days | 2o =
5 years 16 = 16 | 16 g8 |aferthelstdatect) g0 | gl g | 15 | 15 | 16 | 16 | 16| o2 .
w 1 =g submission i.e. upto | I | | | En \\\
Add 1 marks extra for each adi a =0 - | _ 2 oo
experience subject ta maximum 4 (four) marks, @ 4 4 £ 2 20082021 The, | f | iy 4 4 4 2 4 4 ECE 7
| | = E S bidder was £z |
Experience in similar capacity in handling major 25 2 2 M requested to extend | | £ < M
2/4/6-laning** projects (of length 40% of praject =} + he bid i | o &
. 2 = 25 25 = & e bid validity 25 25 25 | 25 25 25 25 25 £ 3
””wh:hq_ ”ﬂon_‘mn“w_u_w_:mqS::w:-wﬁn:_N._..f.m ..M = m however the bidder _ | =5
A?“m 5 £ 2 g vide email dt | { f . : | | | Ea
) Q - 20.03.2021has | | ] | | | =N
2nos-19 E 19 19 g intimated thatthey | 19 | 19 ¢ | 19 | 19 | 18 19 19 -
|Add three marks extra for each a2 -1y may not be able to | | | , | e -
additional project subject to maximum 6 = 5 6 .m m extend the bid 6 5 6 6 6 6 | 6 m G 8=
{Six) marks. B 5 = validity. Since the | 2a
I = c g bid of the bidder is | | | | ] | oo
m.un:.e_n.... in similar capacity of Highway Projectof | g o m .W Aptualiditharshore | , . |
”M““_‘”an_z,”;.ﬁn:w::n:a:mcunl_ma:}n on PPP M 5 5 nnw s they have been 5 5 | 5 5 | 5 5 5 5 M
) |otmmttnn mnn " =3 m evaluated as Non- | | | | 7 | o
2.5 marks for each praject subject ta maximum 5 w oo Eligible. | | =
(five) marks 5 5 @ | 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 a
{ ; " Y | { [
Employment with the Firm a o
Bk 5 [ 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0o | o 2
. & 0 0 o 0 0 0 0 | &
1year -3 & =
S S
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year = =
| subject to maximum 2 marks | | | | | | |
Total 100 0 0 95 91 0 0 95 |} 95 | 91 | 91 91 69 o1 91 0 0
Weightage @ 6 6 0 0 537 546 | 0 0 | 57 5.7 | 5.46 546 546 414 546 546 | 0 0

1 2 3 | 5 6 7 8 l 9




1

2

Bridge/Structural Engineer

Applicant No.

Mame of the Applicant

Name of Key Persannel
Date of Birth of KP's
Description
Qualification

Gen
1) Graduate in Civil Engineering

1) Post Graduation in Structural Engineering
|Adequacy for the Project

Total Professional Experience in handling
Highway/Bridge projects

<10 years -0

10 years -11

Add one mark extra for each additional 2

vear subject to maximum 4{four) marks.
Experience in similar capacity in
Design/Construction/Construction Supervision of
Bridges/ROB/Flyover/Interchanges/any other such

structures (similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**} and
above)

iv)

v)

3

<5 years -0

15 years - 16

Add 1 (one) mark extra for each additional completed

year of experience subject to maximum 4 {four)
marks,
Experience in similar capacity in supervision of Major
Highway Bridges/ROB/Flyover/ Interchanges/ any
other structures

) |<2Bridges -0
2 Bridge -16

Add 2 mark extra for each additional bridge subject to
maximum 4 {four) marks.

Experience
Rehabilitation and repair of Major
Bridges/ROB/Flyover/ Interchanges/ any other
structures

<2-0

2nos -07

3 or more -10

Experience in sif r capacity of modern
bridge construction technology v
Precast Segmental, Balanced Cantilever
Construction, Extradosed Bridge, Full
Soan Launchine. Incremental Launchine.
Experience in 1 project - 4

More than one project - 5 marks
|Employment with the Firm
<1year-0
1year-3
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year
subiject to maximum 2 marks
Total

Weightage @ 6

Max

=

07-08-1963
Claimed
25
21
4
70
15
=
n
z
20 z
[a]
w
&
-
23
Q
=
oM
=
[a)
a
&
20 «
oM
w
[a]
o
=
U
=
b
=]
10 2
2
£
=
@
5
o
[
=
(=}
=
5
5
100 o
6 0

1/9
Marks M/s Theme Engineering
Services Put. Ltd. in IV
with Yongma
Engineering Co., Ltd.,
Korea and in Assaciation
with Cho & Kim

mmmime M b

Mritunjay Kumar

Cl

M/s K and J Projects
Pyt Ltd in association

with Upham
International

Corporation Pyt Ltd

R.S. laganathan

22-05-1974
imed = Assessed
21 21
21 21
15 15
11 11
4 4
20 20
16 16
4 4
20 20
16 16
4 4
10 10
7 7
3 3
5 5
4 4
1 1
0 0
91 91

5.46 5.46

3f9
M/s Technocrats
Advisory Services
Put Ltd. Iv with M/s
ARKITECHNO
Consultants

Jainendra Kumar
01-10-1959
Claimed = Assessed

40.8 km)

ilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(B) under section-1 of RFP

ligi

mimum e

(i.e. LEAD partner DPR Project having aggregate length >

ble as LEAD Partner does not fulfill the m

igi

Non-El

a/9

M/s Aarvee Associates
Architects Engineers and
Consultants Pyt Ltd

Subas Khuntia
12-08-1964
Claimed  Assessed

The bidder has
submitted the bid
0n26.10.2020. As per
para 2 of data sheet
the purposal shall be
valid for 120 days
after the last date of
submission i.e. upto

20.03.2021. The |
bidder was
requested to extend
the bid validity
however the bidder
vide email dt
20.03.2021 has
intimated that they |
may not be able to
extend the bid
validity. Since the bid
of the bidder is not
valid therefore they |
have been evaluated
as Non- Eligible.

M/s Chaitanya Projects
Consultancy Put. Ltd In JV
with M/s ISAN Corporation iaar) Infratech Civil Solutions |
ARMENGE Engineering

s/9

MULA SRINIVASA

21-04-1971
Claimed Assessed
pi1 21
21 2
15 15
11 11
4 4
20 20
16 | 16
4 4
20 20
16 | 16
a 4
|
10 10
7 7
3 3
5 5
4 4
1 1
0 0
o | o
91 91
546 546
5

| INTERNATIONAL INC. 1n| M/s L N MALVIYA INFRA

&/9

M/fs MSV

Association with (as a
Sub Consultants)

7/9

PROJECTS Pvt, Ltd. In
Association with

and And Ce
“RAMUDUBEILAY | Dev Dutt Karnbo
10-06-1966 07-04-1961
Claimed | Assessed = Claimed | Assessed
21 21 21 n
21 21 21 | 21
15 15 15 15
11 1 | 11 11
4 4 4 4
20 20 20 20
6 16 | 16
4 4 4 4
20 20 20 20
16 16 | 16 16
4 4 | a 4
10 10 10 10
7 7 7 7
3 3 3 3
5 5 5 5
4 | 4 4 4
1 1 1 1
a4 a4 0 0
3 3 | |
1 1
95 | 95 91 91
57 | 57 | 546 | 546
6 7

8/9

M/s SATRA SERVICES |

AND SOLUTIONS
| PRIVATE LIMITED IN
JVWITH FEEDBACK

INFRA PVT, LTD

| SURYA KANT SINGH

9/9

| M/s Geo Designs and
Research Put. Ltd

| 19-01-1963
| Claimed | Assessed |
21 21
21 21
W
15 | 15
11 11
4 a4
20 20
16 | 16
4 4
20 20
16 | 16
4 4
10 10
7z il =
3 3
5 5
4 4
1 1
0 0
0 0
91 | 91
5.46 5.46

Asokan vannarakkal |
08-05-1962

Claimed

Non-Eligible as the Bidder does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(B) under section-1 of RFP (j.e.

Assessed |

DPR Project having aggregate length >=81.6km)

—8/N)-



Senior Pavement Specialists

s. | Applicant No, Max | 1/9 | 2/9 | 3/a | afa /o 6/9 | /9 | 8/9 | 9/9
No. Marks | /s Theme Engineering .gm.a .ﬂonzﬂﬂ-ﬂ” .w%w._o._é M/s Chaitanya Eﬂh».ﬂﬂ.wn.. N MALNMALVIYA | e SERVICES
i i ? ervices . v wif . Put.
s_mu._d_““%_nnﬁn s_”.”_.w .m_..w _.”_Hﬂnﬂmﬁwhzs M/s ARKITECHNO M/s Aarvee Associates  Projects Consultancy | 1n accociation with (as __,Huﬂ ”momw ton” | ANDSOLUTION M/s Geo Designs and |
ngineeri . . |
Name of the Applicant Co.,ltd., Koreaandin | Upham International | Consultants (India) Put >_.nn=_:=_“ m:_n_._“m_.m.m.u_a_ _us._ﬁ _“,wn.__ci_:. | asubConsultants)  ith infratech | ﬂu_“ﬂm w_m_.huwm.wn_.q | Research Put, Ltd
Association with Cho B Corporation Pyt Ltd Ltd. In Association with aasultahty Q.vmo_aao; ”Ezmznm Engineering Solutions And il
Kim Engineering Put. Ltd Zh_.w :”N Consultency | \nzn _.,\r_w:.u.nMEn.:...._ | Consultants. “ : |
Name of Key Personnel | Ajay Kumar . B.Siva Rami Reddy Pankaj kumar | V. Surendra Babu | Anil Kumar Roshan Lal Sahu | Manish Sahay “ Arun kumar P Ramana. Venkata
Date of Birth of KP's 04-09-1984 | 13-05-1977 | 02-01-1980 18-01-1983 | 15-06-1958 i 01-02-1976 Nm.wN..HmWM | nm.au.,awmm | 26-05-1957 |
Description Claimed | Assessed  Claimed  Assessed  Claimed | Assessed  Claimed | Assessed  Claimed |Assessed| Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed
| | | | ! } ! |
1 General Qualification 25 | 21 21 a 21 | 21| 25 | 25 21 21 21 | 21 |
) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 < 21 21 | 21 21 21 21 21 21 x
Post Graduation in Transportation/Highway = =}
1y Engineering/Pavement engineering or 4 .m 4 4 nm
equivalent = =
| & , a
2 | Adeguacy for the Praject 70 o | =
- | | |
a) Professional Experience o .am
H - 1 —
Total ional ience of Pavement & z
Design/Construction and Maintenance of ° H
Highways/Roads/Air 20 20 20 = 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 | 2 ,
Field Runway a | | | ot
| | 2 |
i} <10years-0 - M m.u
= | I | | | g
10years -16 = 16 16 5 16 16 | 16 16 16 16 16 16 2
! | ! | | £
Add one mark extra for each additional year of H BF | | =
experience subject to maximum 4 {four) marks. = 4 4 = 4 4 4q 4 4 4 4 4 A
— wn
o e | =
Experience in Similar capacity in _.__I._ o o rm —_
Construction/Construction Supervision of 2/4/6- & = ¥ | , = bmn
laning* * of major Highway Projects (s 20 = = A The bidder h | =5
L : x 20 20 = € Bidderlag 20 20 | 20 20 20 20 20 20 - =
configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above) M 5 E submitted the bid | W My
© | 1]
& .2 m ©n26.10.2020. As per , ” © A
l<s year -0 ~ o o para 2 of data sheet ! H m m
a | T % the purposal shall be | | | | T B
S “ 6 | 16 > o valid for 120 days | 16 | 16 | 16 16 16 | 16 | 16 16 W o
Add one mark extra for each additional year of =< =5 after the last date of | | ! | oo
experience subject to maximum 4 (four) marks. @ 4 4 2 ¥ submission i.e. upto 4 4 4 4 4 | 4 4 4 = m, |
|
o | 5w 20.03.2021. The | : 2 g
Experience in similar capacity as Pavement/Geo- w = bidder was requested | | T W
technical Enginear in construction/ construction 5 , m .m toiterithatid | W | g
supervision of Major Highway projects (of length = g i i | | | S w
40% of project length or more of similar 20 ) 20 20 £ validity however the | 20 18 20 20 20 20 20 20 Ec
configuration (2/4/6 laning®*) and above) = =9 bidder vide email dt | £32
] m 3 20.03.2021 has W , Elac
= [-% . 4
timated th i { ,
PR 5 m s intimated that they .W_ N
2 ! — a may not be able to | | | | | | i
Znos-16 = 16 16 £ extend the bid 16 16 | 16 16 16 16 16 16 =
@ = Bt ’ | i | | Ea
Add 2 marks extra for each additional o fr= m wvalidity. Since the bid | | 3
project subject to maximum & marks. .m.mn 4 4 5 £ of the bidderisnot | 4 2 4 4 | 4 4 4 4 P
. o . T | = s B valid therefore they | ! I | | | g
m,.u.:_n;nu‘ : m_av___“._.uwmwuﬂn_ﬂw,.ua.-_:n_uqsxﬁ:s:. __n.ur_ " have been evaluated | @
projects (of lengt ofprojectlengthormore g s 5 5 2 as Non- Eligible. 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 Q
of similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and = = , | £
hoamm T TN N S, @ | | | | =
1Project -4 | | £ 4 0 4 4 4 | 4 4 4 ]
|20r more -5 5 5 5 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 =]
Experience in similar capacity on PPP Projects -9 Q@
lof length 40% of project length or more of 5 5 5 M 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 o
vl similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and wi | ..h
=] | 1
2.5 marks for each project subject to “ | ©
maimum § {five) marks 5 5 n 5 5 5 5 | 5 | 5 5 | 5 2
| | | |
(Employment with the Firm 5 0 0 qmn 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0
! . i , o
<1year-0 e 0 0 , 0 0 0 0 0 0 &
3 0
1year -3 = | o
o | | =4
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year = | |
|sublect to maximum 2 marks | | { | | | | .
|
T 100 0 0 91 91 0 0 91 84 95 95 91 91 91 91 0 0
| I | I | I | | | ]
Weightage @ 6 6 0 0 5.46 5.46 0 0 5.46 | 5.04 5.7 57 5.46 5.46 | 546  5.46 0 0

1 2 oo B 5 6 . 7 8 9

N
—4 /-



Senior Quality cum Material Expert

[s. Applicant No. Max 1/8 | 2/3 | 3/9 | afs | s/9 | 6/9 | /9 | 8/o | 9/9
No. Marks M/s Theme M/s Technocrats | M/fs MSV | /s LN maLva |
Engineering Services sy and ) projects pyt | Advisory Services Put . . INTERNATIONALING. | 1epa PROJECTS pyt, | ™/% SATRA SERVICES |
Put. Ltd. in IWWith | 44 in association with Ld vwith /s | M/s Aarvee Associates  mfs Chaitanya Projects | assaciation with (as Ltd. In Association | ~ND SOLUTIONS 1M/s Geo Designs and
Name of the Applicant Yongma Engineering  Upham International ARKITECHNO Architects Engineers | Consultancy Put. LtdIn IV |3 sub Consultants) | wih ifratech ¢f i | PRIVATELIMITEDINNV. | T ot L
Co., Ltd., Korea and Corporation Pyt Ltd Consultants (India) Put and Consultants Pvt Ltd | with M/s ISAN Corparation ARMENGE solutions And ‘WITH FEEDBACK INFRA |
i Ltd. In Association with | Engineering and Consultants. PVT. LTD
Fhn O Wi 1 : RALe 1D Famesdbamans } 4 AAmmm s nm——— } t
Name of Key Personnel M. Ananda Reddy | Saurav Kumar | Ancop TG | Kodati Murali | DHAYALARAJAN.PRAVIN | P Narayana Swamy | Reddy Prasanna x:«:uq_ Kumar Neeraj _KRaghavendra Reddy
Date of Birth of KP's | 17-12-1969 | 15-09-1982 | 28-01-1982 12-08-1981 | 03-06-1984 | 01-05-1963 01-08-1973 02-09-1968 | 20-06-1967 |
| Description | Claimed = Assessed | Claimed Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed = Assessed | Claimed | Assessed _ Claimed | Assessed | Claimed Assessed
1 General Qualification 25 21 21 £ 21 | 21 | 21 21 | 21 | 21 | 21 | 21 | -
1) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 -] 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 _ <
. | ! e i t 1 T i
11) Post Graduation in Geotechn o _ o
i Foundation Engi /Soil a xis | @
Mechanics/Rock Mechanics M | _ | | | @
< | | ] | | | “
2 Adequacy for the Project 70 | 2 e | | | | =
|Professional Experience | o E | I | | | =
| z - | _ ! - | i | f &
Total Professional Experience in - » | | | | wn
.~
handling Highway,/Bridge projects 15 unm 15 15 5 g 15 . 15 | 15 . 15 n 15 . 15 ” 15 15 , o
<10 years -0 =2 o x | , S £
o o f — = + { 1 .—.'d\ 3
Il 10 years 12 a 11 11 5 % 11 11 | 11 11 11 11 11 11 - M
| Add one mark extra for each additional _._D._ o | 7 | | | k3 o
year of experience subject to ma = 4 4 52 |4 4 4 4 4 4 _ 4 4 " A
4 (four) marks, = = a & <
| | ! | =
Experience in similar capacity in 5 S o [ | £ W
Construction/Construction Supervision of major < ) | | S g
Highway Projects ((similar configuration (2/4/6 25 o 25 25 5 8 The bidderhas | 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 | Ze
laning**) and above}) ~ W © submitted the bid | | =
3 5P 0n26.10.2020. As per ! | | | | W X
_,: <5Syear-0 w Q0 .m o F LR _ | 1 7 -WD o
|5V unn £ 5 para 2 of data sheet the | | | | | | o5
5 years -19 < 19 19 32 purpeslshalibeyalid] g 19 19 19 | 19 19 19 19 E &
| - ) i £ = for 120 days after the - i ! - t S
Add 2.0 (two) marks extra for each additional year of w = 0 li dataof sl | | £ mb
fence subject to maximum 6 (six) marks a 6 6 £ .2 et 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 £ 5
experience subjec . @ =) i.e. upto 20.03.2021. | | | | S a
P - — ul o & The bidder was | | T 1 i £ <
ApaE NOCR I LA GUBACIEY My 3 £ x requested to extend the | | | o B
ar Highway projects (of o 2ia bid validity however | £ o
fength 40% of project length or more of 25 B 25 25 EO the bidder vide omail | 25 25 | 25 25 25 25 525 )
i igurati ing** s = | = &=
similar configuration {2/4/6 laning**) and above) w 3@ PG o | _ | | E&
| | = | 22 intimated that they 1 { ! 1 1 | | | = N
<2nos -0 g g s may not be able to | | | | 24
2nos -19 7= 19 19 Fr extend the bid validity. |~ 1 19 19 | 19 19 19 19 19 € g
. M o < Since the bid of the | } [
»n_n. 3.0 :.m,:a. extra .ow each mn.m__n_usn, = - = bidder is not valid | 8 n
project subject to maximum 6 (six) S 6 6 B therefore they have 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 | ™
marks, = £ been evaluated as Non- | | | | | | § T
| Experience in similar capacity on major Highway ) @ N.. Eligible. | M =]
e i o =
.“:Eun»u (of _msn& 40% of vqsmmn length or more ..: 5 ..\lm 5 5 a N 5 | a4 5 5 5 5 5 5 | o
% ar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above) in | 1]
LS T o e i = | <
w o t | T | e
1 Project -4 — = | v
w0 | | ! ©
20r more 5 5 s e 5 4 5 5 5 5 |5 | § &
Employment with the Firm | 8 o | 0 = 0 0 0 [ ] 0 0 o | M
shear-g 0 o] 20 0 | 0 | o 0 0 o | 0 _ =
3 1 w | i | T 1 )
year-3 & | | | [
|Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year S | | [ f 2
|sublect to maximum 2 marks | ! | ! 1 I |
Total : 100 0 LU 91 0 0 91 90 91 | 91 | 9 91 | 91 91 | 0 0
Weightage @ 6 6 0 0 5.46 5.46 0 0 | 546 54 546 | 546 5.46 | 5.46 546 @ 546 | 0 0

©
©

1 2 3 s 6 7

~\0/1-



| No.

iv)

v

vil

Road Safety Expert
Applicant No.

Name of the Applicant

Name of Key Personnel
Date of Birth of KP's
Description

General Qualification

1} Graduate in Civil Engineering

11) Post Graduation in
Traffic/Transportation/Safety Engineering or
equivalent

Adequacy for the Project

Professional Experience

Total Professional Experience in handling
Highway/Bridge projects

<10 years -0

10 years -11

Add one mark extra for each additional year
of experience subject to maximum 4 (four)
marks.

Experience in similar capacity in Road Safety
works on Major Highway Project {similar
configuration (2/4/6 laning

> 5 Years-0
5years -11

Add one mark extra for each additional year
of experience subject to maximum 4 (four)
marks.

Experience in similar capacity in Road Safety
Audits of 2/4/6-laning** Highway projects at
different stages including at least one at
design stage

<2nos -0

2nos -16

Add 2 marks extra for each additional
projectsubject to maximum 4 marks.
Experience in similar capacity in identific:
and improvement of black spots on Majar
Highway Project

ion

2 nos. - 7 marks

Add 1 marks extra for each additional
improvement of black spots subject to
maximum 3 marks.

Experience in similar capacity of preparing
Road Safety Management Plans for Inter
Urban Highway

1 project- 4 marks

2 or more project- 5 marks

Experience in similar capacity in field of Road
Safety Management Plan
1 project- 4 marks

2 o more project- 5 marks

Employment with the Firm

<1 year-0
lyear-3

Add 0,5 marks for each subsequent year
subject to maximum 2 marks

Total :

Weightage @ 4

r configuration (2/4/6

Max
Marks

25
23

70

15

15

20

10

1/9
M/s Theme
Engineering Services
Put. Ltd. in IV with
Yongma Engineering
Co., Ltd., Korea and in
Association with Che

Anil Sharma
02-04-1980

Claimed

Non-Eligible since the bidder is DEBARRED/ BLACKLISTED by NHAL.

Assessed |

M/s K and J Projects Pyt

2f9

Ltd in association with
Upham International
Corporation Pt Ltd

| Mahesh Chandra Goyal

12-12-1957
Claimed Assossed
21 21
21 2
15 15
11 11
4 4
15 13
11 11
4 2
20 20
16 16
4 4
10 10
7 7
3 3
5 5
5 5
5 5
5 5
0 0
0 0
91 89

3.64 356
2

Consultants (India) Pvt

3/9
M/s Technocrats
Advisory Services Put
Ltd. Jv with M/s
ARKITECHNO

Ltd. In Association

Anuj Narula
18-08-1980
Claimed

Non-Eligible as LEAD Partner does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(B) under section-1 of REP (i.e. LEAD

Assessed

partner DPR Project having aggregate length >=40.8 km)

a9

M/s Aarvee Associates
Architects Engineers and

Consultants Pvt Ltd

Biju Muthu
10-08-1971

Claimed

The bidder has submitted the bid on26.10.2020. As per para 2 of data sheet the purposal shall be valid for 120 days after the last date of submission i.e. upto 20.03.2021.
The bidder was requested to extend the bid validity however the bidder vide email dt 20,03.2021 has intimated that they may not be able to extend the bid validity. Since

Assessed

the bid of the bidder is not valid therefore they have been evaluated as Non- Eligible.

M/s Chaitanya Projects
Consultancy Pvt. Ltd In v | In Association with (as

5/9

with M/s ISAN
Corporation

| 6/9 "9
| M/s MsY M/s LN MALVIYA
INTERNATIONAL INC. | |NFRA PROJECTS Put.

Ltd. In Association
with Infratech Civil
Solutions And

a Sub Consultants)
ARMENGE Engineering

and Management Consultants.
Neeraj Kumar Sinha | \_mu.m._.,.mwm.xﬂ_“_mﬂh Wv_.mmjmz» Santosh P
15-09-1981 | 13-08-1974 11-01-1973
Claimed | Assessed = Claimed = Assessed | Claimed | Assessed |
25 25 25 25 | 21 | 21
e S S I S - T > O 3
|
4 4 4 4
15 13 15 15 15 | 15
11 1! [ 11| 11 n|u
4 2 4 4 4 4
15 15 | 15 | 15 | 15 15
0o | |
11 £SO N S O A B
4 4 4 4 4 4
20 20 20 20 20 20
, - |
16 16 16 16 16 | 16
4 4 4 4 4 4
10 10 10 | 10 | 10 10
77 7 7 7 7
3 3 3 3 3 3
5 5 5 5 5 5
5 5 5 5 5 5
5 5 5 5 5 5
| | |
5 | 5 5 5 | 5 s
5 s a5 | 5 5 45
3 3 3 | 3 [ 3 3
2 2 15 | 2 2 15
100 | 98 995 100 9 | 955
4 392 398 4 | 384 | 3.82
5 6 7|

M/s SATRA SERVICES

8/9

AND SOLUTIONS

PRIVATE LIMITED IN JV
| WITH FEEDBACK INFRA

Assessed | Claimed | Assessed

PVT.LTD
Satish NL
26-10-1977
Claimed |
25 35
21 21
4 4
15 15
11 1
a 4
15 15
I
1 11
4 4
20 20
6 16
4 4
10 10
7 7
3 3
5 5
5 5
5 5
5 | 05
4 a
3 3
1| a
99 | 99
3.96  3.96
- 8 |

9/9

/s Geo Designs and
Research Put. Ltd

Hemantkumar

15-10-1960

81.6km)

having aggregate length >

_____ Non-Eligible as the Bidder does not fulfill the minimum eligibilty criteria of 1(a)of 15(B) under section-1 of RFP (i.e. DPR Project

oo

6}/ ESH KAPOOR
7I1ST
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