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NATIONAL HIGHWAYS AUTHORITY OF INDIA
(Te® ufiEes & TSt WA, WRd S3aR)

(MINISTRY OF ROAD TRANSPORT & HIGHWAYS, GOVT. OF INDIA)

S FHEATed: ARG Hel WET & IS, dTe[&-Ugo 093,

TegRg wad

Regional Office: Beside Nagasandra Metro Station, Bengaluru - 560073.
Email : robangalore@nhai.org | ronhaibangalore@gamil.com
Phone : 080-28397156, 28397171, Fax : 080-28377171
No.NHAI/RO-BNG/Road Safety/Tender/2022 [ 605 Date: 02.03.2022
To,

All participated Bidders,

Sub: Permanent Rectification of Blackspot KA-(02)-304 by Constructing VOP with
Retaining wall Approaches at Chainage Km. 314+092 and Service Road
(Chainage Km. 313+650 - Km. 314+720) on NH - 66 at Santhekatte in the State
of Karnataka under EPC Mode - Outcome of Technical Evaluation of Bids
(Stage-1)- Reg.

Ref NIT No.32/NHAI/RO-BNG/Road safety/Tender/2021-22 dated 22.09.2021

Sir,
The bids were received (online) for the subject work on 22.10.2021 till 1500

Hrs. Bids were opened on 25.10.2021 at Regional Office, Bengaluru. The outcome of
Technical / Stage-l evaluation is enclosed as Annexure-I.

2. Bidders are requested to submit their objections, if any, within 07 days of

receipt of this letter. The date of opening of financial bids will be conveyed in due
course of time.

3. This issues with the approval of CGM (Tech) / RO - Bengaluru.

Yours faithfully,

\]\ .
e ey

Manager (Tech)
Regional Office - Bengaluru

TTe SHTATe:- SN-5 3 6, aFeX-10, §REAT, 7S fEeeh- 110075 BeT: 91-11-25074100/25074200 JSTHTSE: www.nhai.gov.in
Corporate Office:- G-5 & 6, Sector-10, Dwarka, New Delhi — 110075 Phone: 91-11-25074100/ 25074200 Website: www.nhai.gov.in
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Technical Score Assessed Financial Score Assessed
q Clause Clause Clause 2.2.2.3 (i) | Clause 2.2.2.3 (i) | D4 Capacity
Zw Name of the Bidder 2.2.2.2 (i) 2.2.2.2 (ii) Net Worth Turnover Remarks
Min. Reqt. wmm QHMM omw Min. Reqt. Min. Reqt. Min Reqt.
Rs. 18.35Cr Foeq- Rs. 1.22 Cr. Rs.3.65Cr. Rs. 24.47 Cr
, Rs. 4.89 Cr. .
Arjunvaishnavi Infrastructure & : 22.81 Not responsive.
L Developers Pvt. Ltd. 2045 11.54 2.76 1070 Not meeting Refer Note-1
2. | M/s MG ARUN KUMAR 82.10 11.09 16.06 27.54 68.77 Responsive
M/S B. S. M CONSTRUCTION 0.00 Not responsive.
3. COMPANY 27.57 0.00 383 717 Not meeting Refer Note 2
4. | M/s Hindustan Construction 45.86 19.06 . 20.32 19.12 75.98 Responsive
5. | Igbal Ahmad Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd. 74.30 36.54 24.06 31.93 157.10 Responsive
M/s RS NAYAK & Co. Not meeting Not responsive.
6. (17.48) 12.25 16.15 32.24 119.49 Refer Note 3
a7 M/s Concord Construction 92.77 138.19 2.02% 1931 76.91 Wom@owm:\o
Pending
8. | M/s The Trinity Group 32.14 27.15 1159.58 5071.58 19896.58 Responsive

Note-1: M/s Arjunvaishnavi Infrastructure & Developers (P) Ltd.

a) Bidder has not submitted project specific POA along with supporting documents hence clarification has been asked as required Bidder
has submitted POA without supporting document having executed on 15 December 2021 and Bid due date. 25.10.2011

Hence as per RFP Clause 3.1.6.1 (d) bidder is seems to be non-responsive.

b) The Bidder is required to comply clause 2.2.2.1 Clause 2.2.2.1 of RFP and Annexure VI of Appendix 1AThe Bidder is required to comply clause
2.2.2.1 (Note) which states that “Statement showing the value of all existing commitments for which Appointed Date/Commencement Date has
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been declared and ongoing works as well as the stipulated period of completion remaining for each of the works listed should be 8:52&.%@ Sv_m 5o
the Client or its Engineer-in-charge not below the rank of Executive Engineer or equivalent in respect of EPC Projects or Concessiongire mlw M\avv,
Authorized Signatory of SPV in respect of BOT Projects and verified by Statutory Auditor”. The same has not been found in the subns 3 NE
information of the bidder. e 1
nNU YM g
io] ]
For this clarification bidder has replied that We herewith confirm you that in bid capacity the ongoing works list, calculation of value of ‘B8 = S
only maintenance works, the clients was not provided for appointment date. We have considered the date of agreement is only for m@@ou.bﬁaobﬂmﬂ@m % 7
this is for your information. The proof of value of work certified copies is herewith submitted along with this letter. T W% =0
c sN=8
As per the reply of bidder, completed work proof of ongoing works has been submitted, however we have only found the details of oxwommrnmvm m S
00a0

claimed for meeting Threshold Technical Capacity instead of completed value details of ongoing projects as mentioned in value of B table.

Therefore, Bid Capacity has been calculated as per Full Value of Contracts for the respective ongoing projects. So bidders has fail to meet
the minimum requirement of Bid capacity

Note-2: M/S B. S. M CONSTRUCTION COMPANY

The bidder has not submitted all the required documents for carrying out evaluation. Further, the bidder does not satisfy the minimum criteria of
Completed Eligible Projects (Rs.4.89) in Category 1 and/or Category 3 from at least one similar work as per Clause 2.2.2.2 (ii). Kindly see page 24-
25 for further details. Hence as per RFP clause 3.1.6.1 (a) bidder has non-responsive. -

Note 3: M/s R.S NAYAK & Co.

The bidder has claimed 3 projects to qualify for Threshold Technical capacity of Rs. 18.35 cr. with claimed Threshold Technical capacity
of Rs. 19.50 cr. Out of such 3 projects, one project is of PMGSY nature which is considered under category 4 as per clause 2.2.2.5 (iii)
(b) (V) instead of claimed Category 3. Therefore, the calculated Threshold Technical capacity of the Bidder is Rs. 17.48 cr. which is less
than required i.e 18.35 cr. Therefore, bidder is considered as Non-Eligible as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP.
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