Subject: -Rehabilitation /Upgradation of Karanja - Kherda -Murtizapur Section to
4Lane+Paved shoulder standards from Design km 74+351 to km 102+331 (Excluding
overlapping portion with Samruddhi Mahamarg from Design Km 76+380 to 78+280) (Total
length of project 26.080 km) section of NH 361C on EPC Mode in the state of Maharashtra.

With respect to the bid for the subject works, please find result of technical
evaluation.

2. Financial bid for the above said work will be opened on 12.09.2023 at 2:00 PM.



Minutes of meeting of Evalnation Committee held on 31.08,2023 under the chairmanship of
ADG (Zone-west) MORT&H for evaluation of Technical bids for the work of Rehabilitation
/Upgradation of Karanja — Kherda -Murtizapur Section to 4Lane+Paved shoulder standards
from Design km 74+351 to km 102+331 (Excluding overlapping portion with Samruddhi
Mahamarg from Design Km 76+380 to 78+280) (Total length of project 26.088 lum) section of
NH 361C on EPC Mode in the state of Maharashtra.

The tenders for the above-mentioned work was called vide Tender ID: 2023_MoRTH_750199_1 on
26.04.2023 for an amount of Rs.430.87 Cr with Bid submission end date as 01-07-2023 @ 5:00 pm
and Bid opening date as 03-07-2023 @ 11:00 hrs. The bid was invited on 26.04.2023 by CE-RO
MoRTH Mumbai through e-tendering Portal https://eprocure.gov.in/eprocure/app. The technical
bids were opened 03-07-2023 (@ 11:00hrs in CE-RO MoRTH Mumbai office in the presence of
Members of the Evaluation Committee and total 18 bids were received.

2 The Evaluation Committee met through Video Conference in its meeting on 31-08-2023 @
12.00 Noon for evaluation of technical bids of the above-mentioned work and recalled that the
Evaluation Committee in its previous meeting dated 28.07.2023 decided to seek the clarifications
from all the following 18 bidders which was to be submitted by them within 7 days time from the
date of uploading the proceedings in e-tendering Portal for further evaluation of their technical bids.

S No. Name of the bidder
] M/s A G Construction
9 M/s Ajaydeep Infracon Pvt Ltd
3. M/s Amar Infrastructure Lid
4 M/s Arcons Infrastructures and Constructions Pvt, Lid.

5 M/s B R Goyal Infrastructure Limited

M/s H.G. Infra Engineering Limited

6
7. M/s Iron Triangle Limited
8 M/s M.S.Khurana Engineering Limited

M/s Nikhil Constructiongroup Private Limited

M/s P D Agrawal Infrastructure Lid.

1 M/s Rajendra Singh Bhamboo Infra Pvt. Lid

12 M/s R B Ghodke Infrastructure Private Limited

13. | M/s R R Constructions and Infrastructure India Pvt Ltd

14 M/s Sarthi Construction And Infra Private Limited in JV with M/s Velji Ratna Sorathiz [nfra Pvt
= 4| B

i5. M/s 8 A Sawant Constructions Pvt Lid

06 M/s Shinde Developers Pvt. Ltd. in JV with SGPIPL Chandrapur Pombhurna Projects Private
" | Limijted

17. | M/s Shii Swami Samarth Engineers Limited

18 M/s T And T Infra Limited
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3. CE(NH) PWD Maharashtra informed to the Evaluation Committee in this meeting dated

31.08.2023 that all the above bidders have furnished their clarifications on the

Evaluation Committee.

queries raised by the

4. The Evaluation Committee in this meeting dated 31.08.2023 deliberated on the clarifications
furnished by the bidders and details submitted in their technical bids and finalized the
responsiveness/non-responsiveness of the technical bids of all the 18 bidders as under:

St Name of bidder Remarks
No.

I | Mfs A G Construction Responsive

2 | M/s Arcons Infrastructures and Responsive
Constructions Pvt, Lid.

3 | M/s H.G. Infra Engineering Limited Responsive

4 | M/s Iron Triangle Limited Responsive

5 [M/s MSKhurana  Engineering Responsive
Limited

6 | M/s Nikhil Constructiongroup Private Responsive
Limited

7 | M/s P D Agrawal Infrastructure Lid, Responsive

8 | M/s Rajendra Singh Bhamboo Infra Responsive
Pyvt. Ltd

9 | M/s R R Constructions and Respansive
Infrastructure India Pvt Lid

10 | M/s Sarthi Construction And Infra Responsive
Private Limited in JV with M/s Velji
Ratna Sorathia Infra Pvt Ltd

1T | M/s S A Sawant Constructions Pvt Ltd Responsive

[2 | M/s Shinde Developers Pyt. Ltd. in JV Responsive
with SGPIPL Chandrapur Pembhurna
Projects Private Limited

13 | M/s Shri Swami Samarih Engineers Responsive
Limited

14 | M/s Ajaydeep Infracon Pvt Lid Non- Responsive

The bidder has claimed project “Rehabilitation & up-
gradation to four lane with paved shoulder of Chikhali-
Takarkhed Bhagile section existing chainage Km70.725 to
Km Design Chainage Km 68.900 to Kmi08.5001 of
Malkapur Jalsa Road, in the State of Maharashtra on EPQ
Mode” under similar work criteria. The above work was
awarded to M/s Kalthia Engineering and Construction Ltd
by MoRTH for an amount of Rs. 245 Cr. out of which M/s
Kalthia Engineering and Construction Ltd has
subcontracted work of Rs. 120.05 Cr. to M/s Ajaydecp
Infracon Pvi Lid. (Previously known as Avia Construction
Group Pvt Ltd) and then revised the work value upto Rs.
149.50 Cr. The bidder has ctarified that the above work was
not officially sub-contracted to them by MoRTH. Further,
no other work submitted in the technical bid meets the
requirement of Clause 2.2.2,2 (ii) of RFP for similar work
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No.

Name of bidder

Remarks

criteria.

After examining the clarifications of bidder and details
submitted in the technical bid, evaluation committee
observed that none of the projects fulfilled the criter{a of
one completed similar project having value more than 20%
of Estimated Project Cost (Rs 86.17 Crores) as per clause
2.2.22 (if) of RFP.

Therefore, the Evaluation Committee considered the
technical bid of this bidder as non-responsive in terms of
clause clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP.

[5

M/s Amar Infrastructure Lid

Non- Responsive

The Evaluation Commitige evaluated the technical
threshold capaeity of this bidder as Rs. 391.55 crore as
against Rs. 430.87 crore required as per ¢lause 2.2.2.2 (i) of
RFP.

Therefore, the Ewvaluation Committee considered the
technical bid of this bidder as non-responsive.

16

M/s B R Goyal Inirastructure

Limited

Non- Responsive

The Evaluation Committee evaluated the bid capacity of
this bidder as Rs. 413.06 crore as against Rs. 430.87 crore
required as per clause 2.2.2.1 of RFP,

The Evaluation Commitiee evaluated the technical
threshold capacity of this bidder as Rs. 322.56 crore as
against Rs. 430.87 crore required as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of
RFP.

The bidder has claimed project code- B i.e. “Rehabilitation
and up-gradation of the existing road from existing km.
0.000 to km. 77.320 Kannod — Satwas — Punasa section of
SH-41 in two lane with hard shoulder with cement concrete
pavement on Engineering, Procurement, Construction
{(“EPC") basis™ under similar work criteria. The above work
was awarded ta EPC contractor M/s Kalyan Toll
Infrastructure Ltd for a contract price of Rs. 169.54 crore,
The EPC contractor sub-cantracted 70% work of the total
length of the project highway to M/s BR Goyal
Infrastucture Ltd., with the permission of MPRDC. As per
the details submitted in Technical bid, the bidder has
received total payment of Rs.71.60 crore against this work
and the entire payment was received in the Financial Year
2017-2018. The bidder has not rececived any payment
during last five FY 2013-19 to FY 2022-23 against this
work. Accordingly, this project cannot be considered as a
Similar Work in accordance with Clause 2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP.
Further, no other work submitted in the technical bid meets
the requirement of Clause 2.2.2.2 (ii} of RFP for similar
work criteria.
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Si Name of bidder Remarls
No.

After examining the clarifications of bidder and details
submitted in the technical bid, evaluation committee
observed that none of the projects fulfilled the criteria of
one completed similar project having value more than 20%
of Estimated Project Cost (Rs 86.17 Crores) as per clause
2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP.

Therefore, the Evaluation Committee considered the
technical bid of this bidder as non-responsive as per clauses
2.2.2.1,2.22.2 (i) & 2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP.

17 | M/s R B Ghadke Infrastructure MNon- Responsive

Private Limited The Evaluation Committee evaludted the technical

threshold capacity of this bidder as Rs. 412.21 crore as
against Rs. 430.87 crore required as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of
RFP.

Therefore, the Evaluation Committee considered the
technical bid of this bidder as non-responsive.

18 | M/sT And T Infra Limited Non-~ Responsive

The Evaluation Committee evaluated the bid capacity of
this bidder as (-) Rs. 54.02 crore as against Rs. 430.87 crore
required as per clause 2.2.2.1 of RFP.

Therefore, the Evaluation Committee considered the
technical bid of this bidder as non-responsive.

5. The BGs for Bid security of all the 18 bidders have been got verified by CE RO Mumbai.

6. The Evaluation Commitiee evaluated the technical bid and found the following bidders as
Technically Responsive in terms of clause 3.1.6 of RFP and recommended for opening of their
financial bids.:

SrNo Name of Bidders

] M/s A G Construction

2 M/s Arcons Infrastructures and Constructions Pvt. Ltd.

3 M/s H.G. Infra Engineering Limited

4 | M/s Iron Triangle Limited

5 M/s M.8.Khurana Engineering Limited

6 /s Nikhil Constructiongroup Private Limited

7 M/s P D Agrawal Infrastructure Lid.

8 M/s Rajendra Singh Bhamboo Infra Pyt Ltd

9 M/s R R Constructions and Infrastructure India Pvt Ltd
M/s Sarthi Construction And Infra Private Limited in JV with M/s Velji Ratna

10 Sorathia Infra Pvi Ltd

11 M/s 8 A Sawant Constructions Pvt Lid :
M/s Shinde Developers Pvt. Ltd. in JV with SGPIPL Chandrapur Pombhurna Projects

12 Private Limited

13 | M/s_Shri Swami Samarth Engineers Limited
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7. The summary of technical evaluation of all the bidders is attached at Annexure-l. As per para
2,19 of RFP, the results of technical evaluation shall be displayed on web portal for 7 (seven) days
indicating the main reasons for non-responsiveness, if' any, and the financial bids shall be opened
after assessing the updated bid capacity of the technically responsive bidders as on the day before
opening of financial bids as required under clause 2.2.2.1 of RFP. Further, as per clause 3.1.9, the
authority shall also inform the other bidders about their non-responsiveness.

The meeting ended with the vote of thanks.

Parshottam Kumar,
SE (Zone -West),
MoRTH HQ
(Member Sccretary)

G Ko 200
Anup Kumar Dey
AFA, MoRTH

Representative of Finance
wing (Member)

L3

Udeep K Singhal, Santosh Shelar, Eﬁ{'),
SE (South-I) PWD, Maharjshtra
{Member) (Member)

V. K. Rajawnt,
ADG (Zone-West),
MoRTH HQ
(Chairperson)
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