
Minutes of meeting of Evaluatton C:ornnIittee held on 02.01.2024 under the
'¢haiI'IlHrDshiT)'aJ CJ:t '(Z!lne.-:weSl)MQE.T~H for evaluatjon of Technieal ~lils for the
work of "lJp§l'ndatil>1l 6f;Nll>iRJ;Bor,der- '$h~opur-tioras ll.olld seq,tion ,orNH~552 Extn,
from desi~n Ch. O.O(Jto 48:400 to'tw:o lane ,wUh pav:ed smndder conflguratlott~long with
One time hnproVCIJICflt of 16'.6 klJl in the S;tllte ofMadltya. Pradesb."

At the onset, Chairperson of the eemmlttee welcome the' members al1d:!l'eqllest~dthe Member
Secretary to sl: rl thl: proceedings :-

NIQ'nlb,~:rJ1Seu~\::taryifjj~r.liled that teqhniC;f)1 eveluaticn was carried nut by the evaluation
commiuee on 19.1~.2023 and evaluation results were uplsaded on e-procurernent portal on
21, 12,2@2.~:by gi ving 7- days time to the non-responsive bidders to give re.pte~en1ation if any
against tn~tedmi ...al ev.aluation (~:;uIts; The: ~"eptesentation from followlng 2 bidders out of 3
tlon-I\:'$PQDSIVe bidders have been received by due date. The represerttatiorrs of the 2 bidders
have been examined as per RFP and details are as under:-

(j) 1\1/5 GaneS~\l,;BiliJg(',r.$SB (JV):-The Evaluation. Co.niID1tte~in its previous meeting dated
19.12_2Q23 had declared the above bidder as teenrricallY nen-respcnsive as: Qidde)' has not
dernonstrated the additional expenienee itl coustfuctitm of at least one Similar Major
Brit1gefROBs/flyo\leI' Project in last l'O finan~iaLye:ars:preeeding t:he Bid due date having
span equal ttl of grcster than 38.5!Jrftas per clause 2.2·.2.2(iO.However no such expe.rienl:€ is
found in 11J~submitted technieal bid from .the proj'e_cts~lahned by the bidd~t dl:lly supported
by the client(PWDlNHAIINHIDCL/bther agep.cy)/Authority Enginee:r/lnttependent Engineer!
Engineer-in-chnrge! in SUPPOIi' of the work exetuted bythetn.

The bidder Vide representation dated 08,12.2023, has submitted work done certitieate
dale\! 3Q.06.1022 Irum Authorit); Engineer f()T completion of 80m brIdge (lx60mtr. +
IxZOmtr.) in the projed of "Upgracla'tion ofKullu-Manalisection ofNH-2l (n6\'/ NH-J) frQm
Km. 272J)() to Kill. 309.345 (designed chainage) on EPe Mode in the State ef Himachal
PraclGsh \.l11d~l~NHnr Phase-lYB" uilder NHAI (PIU MANDl), The bidder has mentioned
ti1;,ltdu\! to tlvu[sight they could l'lot attached this Certifi'cate along with their te.chnical biel.
The Evaluation Cornmitiee deliberated on the representationl documents submitted by the
biddel' ant c:.oosidered the above Work Done Certificate as an additional doc.Hment for
ewiluHiion i)(\ti?O$\\!, turther, PDt PIO, Mandi vide e~mai1 dated 14.r2;:2023..has confirmed
th:1t ~'..'s Uanesh Builders was nol an, approved sub-cdntracto'r for the' aforesaid work and the
above biidge was ,constructed by the EPC contractor Mis GAWAR Consthlction Ltd.

Hellce, tlie bidd.1t'1'1:1Il.ot q.\.i(}lif¥in;f~,the. c:riteri.a purslTant, tp clause 2.'2.2,2 (Ii) of RFP,
Thl"rdorc. the l:h'llluuliol1 Committee considered the t.ec.fihical bid of the above bidder as.
j((:I1J1:d:tIIYli\)il-i'~':ip')nsivein terms ot'clause 2,2.2.2 eli} crfRFP,

(ii) l\il.ls KRC INFRA l'ltOJECTS p"t, Ltd.:- The Evaluation Coml'l1iltee in its previou'S
Ille,ding datcd 19. J 2,2023 had declared the above bidder as leGhnically nQn-responsive as
bi(ld~'rhns nol dCJ',1ol1stratcci the additiQnal experience in construction Qfat least one Similar
r--bjor BriElgc/ROBs/Flyc)Ver Proje,ct in .last 10 financial years preceding the Bid due da.te
h;I\'illg sf)al1 ~:I:JUql' It) or .gf;c~tel:than .3:85Qm as p~r clause 2,2.2.2(ii), HQwever no such
cxpcri(in"¢c ioS Ilium! in t.he subnritteu techniGal bid from the prQjects. claimed by the bidder
chdy SliPPOlte'd by the client (PWDINHAIINHIDCLlotlrer ~gency)/ AuthQrity
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Engineer/Independsnt Et'l;gineerJ Engi'il¢er-in-chargci in support of the work 'executed by
them.

The bi(!d.¢r vide representation dated 11,12,,2023,. has mentioned that it is not
mahdatory Slti:H:<mtraet Certificate should be duly signed by IEIAE/Authority, The. bidder
has submitted; a Work Done Certificate dt. 10,06.202.0 from Mis GAWAR Constnrction Ltd.
Mentroll1img that M'ls KRC Jnfr,a~r9j!:!cts:rvt. ktd, has Cb,f1s'tructed a Majqr Bti'd'ge. at c.hainage
2.S9t<·([x40 f I x35 + 1x,lO + lxl'5 + 1xlO) and R<oB Ghainage 6.472 (4x40+Lx37,5) in the
project of'consrrucrion uf 4-Lane major bridge at chainage Km 2+598 & Railway over Bridge
at ell. Kin. 6~..j72 en Roorkee Bypass section of NH-344 (old NH-73.) in the State of
Urtarakhand 0.11 EPC Mode, The Evaluation Committee deliberated on the representation/
documents submitted. by the bidder and has not eonsidered the above Work Done Certificate
as itwas li.ot signed !?'}' the AEIlE! Client

Hence, lIw bj.dd\'!o[· IS 1191,qualft)dng the: ctfteri"i'} p~Ji~t!ant ill) clause 2,2.,2,2 (ii) ef RFP.
Therefore, the EVl'lluqt1on Committee considered the teehnisal bid of the above bidder as
tecltnically non-responsive in terms'ofd'ause,2,2,2.2 (ii) o.fRfP,

') CE(RQ) Bhopal vide e-mail dated 02,01.2024 informed that other non-responsive
bidders have nat given any representation against technical evaluation results P_llblislredon c­
tender portal on 21.12,2023,

3. ln view Qf the above. the Evaluarien Committee floted that there is -110 change in the
previous resttlt d&Jed 19.12.2023 and finalized the responsiveness of technical bids based on
tilt) PI'E'vi01iSmeetings & the instant meeting and considered the technical bids of following
bidders as Teehnlcally Responsive:

2 Mis Krrtthia Engineering & t~nstruc.tion Ltd,
'M/SSK&1 Infra Projects Private' Limited,3

5
MIs U1~\ InfraRr'Qiects Pvt. Ltd, -Mt~RGlmL.(JY)6

7 Mis li'QI1 triaflg!.':te~,t~i~itl~:j~te~dL'~~~~ --'

4. TIl\,."Evaluation Committee has considered the following bidders as Techni(laUy Non-
responsive:
rSl--ll'---~._--.-~NaIlH" of bi{ld'er

: No, I. '~ +-~~~_~ ~
1. fvv? I~R('::-,.I'llJ'rlap,rt)Jeot~ L,.tel, Non- Responsive
1 Mis tlillWsh Budder - SSB (JV) Non- Responsive

_ ! M~~! .. ~:S~!:st~l~lt:::..::~tc..:lo:.:n=s:_,N:_.:..=.e\__v_:D:._,Iil::_:I.:..:.h:._i .L_N_o_n_-_R_'e'-isp~o_n_s_iv_e --,i,

'k}-

technical Responsiveness
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5. The E:valuati6Jil'G~®1lirt~~ di'Scu.sse.dthe technical evatlJation based en 'fhe representation
reeeivei1 'and 'c1ol:(tm~l'Its sutihtitte,d tJa·tb~ techll'iCa:f 'htd ,and agtee.Q wi\b.J 'tpe e¥a:luation as
tafPnght:olft'll~('j:\fe.Qfl~dec"f9'¢'Qt~ open-tnc n,"anci!iJ"~i'ds: mfthe tesp:otl~i~ebiddelSsat an ea'r'JY
dal e;. 'Tihb: fiJl'il i eov~lituJ)dQil!'hac):'Iile'uplp$fded ~lJe~p(p~ur~:rn~nt p;Qrlal and: m:nanetaA bid of the
07 responsi ve.l;ri€ltle.smil'y '~e p:peged" who: have the adequate bId ca:pa(1ity.

(i. The m@,ctingended with the vote of thanks to the chair.

---rz___
P\iI:$:IH1tti'!'ltl,f\;lfHIUr;;
s'a.{Z<rme ~West~;
MOP-TH N.ew Del'bi·

He) CMelriber Secretary)

S7,~, r;()ror
Sh. AJiqp Klllllllr De¥,
R(j;p:..ir!i)'(fJ Fiilance'Wi.ng,

M:eitTH'. New Delhi'
HQ (Member)

Sh• .tagat Narayan
S:E. eJ!!lS't .4one-lT)
MoRTH, New Delhi

FrQ (Member)

~
.

.
. .

S.b..K. p" S. R'ana
CI~jefS.ng'l1l0trr '~HJ,

tvlPP\V'1) Bh€>p"i:1('Member).


