
Min.utes of rneeting.uf.Evaluation Committee held on 19,.12.2023 underthe chairmanshipof Cli;
(Zone-west) MORT'&,H for evaluation of Tc'Cnrlieal bids; for the work of "Upgradarien of
]\1J,>IRJB6nl~r- Sb~opu,r_:Gm;as Road section of;NH-.552 Exsn, from desJgn Ch, 0.00 to 4B.4lJd:
to two ,Iariecwjtb paved shmllJj,er conflgnratian ,(fN>pgWith One (i(n¢ hnl)r(j,Y·cinen,t o'r·16,.6 km"n
the State of Madhya V·rad.es,b." .

At the onset, Chairperson of the committee welcome the members and informed that: -

The bids for the above-mentioned work were invited by CE-RD MoRTH Bhopal one-tendering portal
https:llepr.Qcure.gcw.i'n/epmcure/apti) vide 'ren'der ID:, 2013_MoRTH_76'~222_J .oQ 25.08.2:b13 for
an amount' of Rs. 32;,6.20Cr wirfi13Jd:submi'Ssion end date as ()1.11.2023 @ 5:3'0 Ptn and Bi!4dpQoillg
date as 03.11.2023 @ 12:3Q hrs. The technlea! hids were opened 03-1 I~2,02.3@ r2dOhrs in D:E-RO
MoRTH Bhbp'al Orne-a in the presence 0'fMc;lTIhers of the Evaluation Committee and total' In hids
were received. The bid's were handed ever to Member Secretary for p-r.CI')lilllCj'ii.on.ofdFa,ftcva+lJati'on
report for consideration of this committee.

2. Accordingly, Chairperson requesred the Member-Secretary to present the dratt evaluation as per
RFP for consideraticn of the committee.

2.L Membsr' S:ticret;aryinformed that aG~for Big security of all the 10 bidde.r:s have' been got
verified by CE RO MORTH Bhopal. He explained the methodology of evaluation as per RPP for
discussion and presented the evaluation as per Annexure-L He submitted the responsiveness/nan­
responsiveness of the technical bids of all the 10 bidders as under:

___ n -.--.....-.----~--.
Sl Nain¢ ofb¥tldcr Remarks
No.

I Mis Atlas Constructions R~sponsjve.
Pvt. Ltd. ------_ ..._ .._ ......._._ .._--_._ ..__ .._--_._- ''',,"--,'-,-,--.,-~

2 Mis Kalthia Bngnecring, Responsive

& Construction Ltd.
3 Mis SI<:5'Jnfra Projects Responsive

Private Llmited.
4 Mis, Kaluwala Responsive

Censteuction Pvt. Ud.
5 MfSCOMT Responsive

Constroctions Pvt, Ud-
M/s PRL Project$ &-
Infrastructure Ltd (JV)

6 Mis LNA Infraprojects Re'Spc)Osive
Pvc Ltd, -Mis RGBEL
OV)

I Responsive I
7 Mis Iron Trial1gle

I
I;

Limited ~ - ------- _j

8. Mis KI~C infraprojc-ct Non- Responsive I
' I

Pvc 'Ltd, I The Bidder is required to demonstrate the additional cX'pericFlce

111 construction of at least one Similar Major 1

i I3ddg~/R013s/Flyove~ Project in last 10 financjal ycarsprcceding ~

I the BId due date haVing span equal to or greater than 38.S0m as



-------.----::c-::----,-------- ------::-::----------------
SI Nahrc of bidd'O'f Remarks
No.

pet clause ~.2.2 ..2(1i).However no such exp-eden~ is found 'in tlr~
submitted tgGht,lJcal bid from the prbje(t!~et'lijmed by the' btdder
duly supported hy thJ~. client (P\\(OfNllAl:tN111t>C1/qth~r
ageney)/AuthQrity Engine,er/:Ind~,pend'etit En:~dtieerlEn;glf1Qot-ln­
char;gellh support of'the-work executed by them.

However, the' bidder bas not demonstrated the' such experience in
its technical bid. Therefore, the Evaluation Committee considered I
the teehrricalbid of above bidder astecbnicalty non-rcsPQll$ive.

I') Mis Gall,eslilBuilder -
SSB (JV)

Non- Responsive.
The B.idder is. r~QuJrGdto. demonstrafz tQ,¢ a(j(jjtional ¢xpe:rlencl't
in constructien of at least trne Similar IYtajb,f
B'ridg~lROBs/Flyover'Projec1 in last 1a finaneial years l'.i)"ec;cding,
the Bid due' date having span equal to or 'greater than 38.5011'1as
p.et clause 2.,,2.2.2(ii).liowever, no suchexperfence is [ourrd in the
submitted technical hid from the projeets c1;;J,itned by the bidder
duly supported oy the client (PWI)'I'NHA1/NHlDGLfiother
agency)/ Authority Enginee.rllndependent Ehgixl'ectl Eh,gittc.(:n~-in­
charge/in suppsrt of the work executed by th,CIll.

However, the bidder I;r~snot demonstrated (he such experience in
'its technical bid, Therefore, the Evaluation Committee Gbt;fsi'dercd
, 'the technical bid of above bidder as technically non-resp.Clnsl~c.

10 ....iVUs',i). S.:Const~uGti6~S::· --- - NOh:-I{~sp(')rtsiVc ,. ...... -- .-_.- ".-
New Delhi The Bidder is required to demonstrate the additional experience

in COITstruGtiHH of at IC&5t one Similar MajOJ
Bridg!.</ROQs/Flyovcr Project in fast 10 financial years, precedtng
the. Bid d'lIe~da~ hi:\ving span e-qual to Of greater than 38.S0m as I
per clause 2..~_2.2(.ii).However, no ~uch experience is foundin the
submitted technical biej from the pr(jj"c.ctsclaimed by the bidder
duly supported by the client (PWDINHAIINHIDCI)bther
agency)tAuthorjty Enrgtn~e.rILndepe»deot,Engirt.~erlEngineer-in­
charge/ in support of the Wo.l'Kexecuted by 'them,

Howev.er, the bidder has not demonstrated the such expc:rionec i,n
its technic.al bid. Therefore, the Evaluation Co1nmittee considered
tbe technical bid of a,b,ovebidder as techntcaJly 'hon-responsive.

J. The Evaluation CelTIll1ittee broadly examined the @·valuationof the te.chnical bids and agtcq.d that
the following hlidders as Tc,chn ically ·Rc:sponsivc ill terrfls (jf cl(lliSC 3.1.6 of RFf') and feund cUgib.lcfut:;::t fman;:: ::;;bse:z::me1:fdays ~~ ~

~

- }--/3-



-1-
'-S;-N~----- ---~;;e7Bld~~~;--' ---~.-- _

Mff; AdltS Co:rtsJruetions .PVC Ltd,

7 M/:sfrol'l Tri'angle IJI))ited
~-------------------------~

6 Mis LNA Tnfr<m_rojeGt-SPvt. Ltd. -Jy1fs RGBELjJV)
5 .'MIs COMt Cons,trttctions Pvt LtQ~M/s PRLProlects & lfiftasltuoture Ltd (JV)

4, As per' para 2.19 .ofRfP, the t()Sults;of techni~a.l (j}valuati~tI s,hall be 4fsP;I«~e~011 e prQ,cu'r~rDent,
web portal fur '7 :(seven) days also i:ndicating the rna.ili reasons for IiOn-reslA0I'l'sivcn:ess.The financdaJ
bids of resp,Qnsivc bidders shall be opened afier assess ing the, updated hid capacity Qfthe t~,~hl'l:ieanY'
responsive bidders as 011 the day before opening of financia' bids as required under chlJi:s.e2•.,2.2.1 of
RFP and disp.osillg the objcctkHl ofnoIHcsp'b;Il$iYt bidders. Further, as per elause,3. J .9, the authority
sO.all alsc inform the other ~iddel's abeut theif r10n~responsive-l1ess.

The meel'jflg:~iided With the vote ofthan.ks.
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