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National Highways Authority of India

(Ministry of Road Transport and Highways, Government of India)
&3 SITag-9f¥=ed S0W0, @S Regional Office - West UP, Lucknow.

3/248, fagmar @vs, MHAC! TR, d@TH-226010 (S.9.)
3/248, Vishal Khand, Gomti Nagar, Lucknow-226010 (UP)

IR / Phone : 0522-4960291, 2fihaw / Fax : 05622-4950680
4-3a1 / E-mall : rowestup@nhal.org, roweslup@ytnail.commn

19001/1/RO-W-UP/M-B/Flyover/Tender/22 538 Date: 27.02.2024

OFFICE ORDER

Sub: 4-laning of Moradabad-Bareilly Section from Km. 148.00 to Km. 262.00
construction of Flyover at Km 260.350 (MoR1H identified Rlackspol ID-02)-008)
on Bareilly Bypass of Project Highway. Technical evaluation result reg.

This has reference to the invited bids (Tender ID: 2023_NHAI_176277_1) for
procurement of 4-laning of ‘Moradabad-Bareilly Section from Km. 148.00 to Km.
262.00 construction of Flyover at Km 260.350 (MoRTH identified Blackspot ID-02)-
008) on Bareilly Bypass of Project Highway on EPC Mode.

2. The Competent Authority has approved the following bidders as
Responsive/Non-Responsive as follows:-

S. Responsive Remarks
Name of
No i /Non-
rm
Resporislve
1/8 M/s Krishna
Construction Responsive Responsive
Co.
2/8 M/s PRL
Projects & 5 .
Infrastructure Responsive Responsive
Ltd.

3/8 M/s Non- 1. In response to clarification asked by Authority bidder
-Spacechem Responsive | vide e-mail dated 22.02.2024 requested for time
Engineers Pvt. extension.

Ltd. 2. Hence Bidder has not submitted clarification on how all
' the documents are signed by the

authorized signatory on 12.01.2024 i.e. before Power of
Attorney (PoA) on 13.01.2024, purchase of stamp on
15.01.2024 and notarized on 17.01.2024.

3. Since, the bidder has not submitted the clarification
asked, full values of projects mentioned in table “To
calculate the value of B” have been considered for
calculation of Bid Capacity of the Bidder". Accordingly,
Bid Capacity of has been assessed Rs - 159.16 Cr. which is
less the than the required bid Capacity of Rs. 44.96 Cr.

4. Bidder has uploaded the bid security on the portal in
the form of Demand Draft but has not submitted the same
physically as per the RFP Section-1 Clause 1.3.

Hence the bidder is non-responsive
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Name of
Firm

Responsive
/Non-
Responsive

Remarks

4/8

M/s Latala
Construction

Non-
Responsive

1. As per Clause 2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP, bidder shall
be completed at-least one similar Major
Bridge/ROB/Flyover project in the last 10 (Ten) financial
years preceding the Bid Due Date, having span equal to or
greater than 15 m (50% of the longest span proposed i.e.
30 m) and also the cost of such similar project shall be at-
least 20% of the Estimated Project Cost i.e., Rs. 8.99 Cr.
2. In this regard we have sought clarification from the
bidder. Further to clarification submitted by the bidder,
we have reviewed project given at page No. 75 in |
attachment no. 4 of the Bid i.e. project code “F”. In the
project code “F” span arrangement has not been given.
Accordingly, span equal to or greater than 15 m (50% of
the longest span proposed i.e. 30 m) could not be located
in the project.
3. In view of the above, bidder is not meeting the
eligibility criteria of Clause 2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP.

Hence the bidder is non-responsive

5/8

M/s Creative
Minerals
(India) Pvt.
Ltd.

Non-
Responsive

In response to the queries by Authority, bidder has
submitted the clarification. We have reviewed the
same and found the following:

1. As per certificate issued by the client i.e. Dedicated
Freight Corridor Corporation of India Ltd dated 31.10.2022
for the said project, the financial progress has been
achieved up to date 91.50% of the total cost including
variation. Hence, it may be considered.

2. Further, bidder has submitted the GAD wherein given
information is not legible. Since, the bidder should have
submitted documents issued by the client that prove
there was a span in the project equal to or greater than
15 m, the same has not been submitted.

3. In view of the above the bidder is not meeting
eligibility criteria of span equal to or greater than 15 m
(50% of the longest span proposed i.e. 30 m). Accordingly,
bidder is not meeting the eligibility criteria of Clause
2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP.

Hence the bidder is non-responsive

6/8

M/s Preeti
Buildcon Pvt.
Ltd.

Non-
Responsive

1. In response to the query asked by Authority, bidder has
submitted the clarification. We have reviewed the same
and found that the project claimed by the bidder for
similar work -“Widening & Strengthening of Kairana
Khatauli Read km. 34.10 48 (900) MDR under CRF Scheme”
is not a Major Bridge/ROB/Flyover project. Therefore, the
same project cannot be considered as similar work.

2. Accordingly, the bidder is not meeting the eligibility
criteria of Clause 2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP.

Hence the bidder is non-responsive
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S. Responsive Remarks
Name of
No . /Non-
Firm .
Responsive
7/8 M/s Sobit Non- 1. As per client letter no. 1518 dated 12.10.2022,
Infratech Ltd. Responsive | completion cost of Cross Drainage & Bridge was Rs.7.65 Cr
as on 30.05.2019 and longest span was of 24m. After
applying the multiple factor and share in of the bidder the
JV, the value of the similar work will be Rs. 8.62 Cr. (7.65
Cr. X 1.15 X98%) which is less than Rs. 8.99 Cr.
2. In view of the above, bidder does not has Major
Bridge/ROB/Flyover project of at-least 20% of the
Estimated  Project Cost i.e., Rs. 899 Cr.
3. Accordingly, the bidder is not meeting the eligibility
criteria of Clause 2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP.
Hence the bidder is non-responsive
R/8 M/s Jagdish Mon- 1. In response to the above query, bidder hias subimilled
Sataii Respuiislve | the clarification. weé have reviewed the same tound that

bidder along with its reply submitted a certificate issued
by the Authority“s Engineer dated 16.02.2024. We have
reviewed the same along with the certificate dated
09.12.2023 issued by the same Authority“s Engineer which
has submitted by the bidder in the technical bid. We have
found that the dates of completion of the project
mentioned in both the certificates are not falling within
10 financial years preceding the Bid Due Date i.e. on or
before 31 MR 20723,
2. Accordingly, the claim project cannot be considered as
similar work.

3. Hence, the bidder is not meeting the eligibility criteria
of Clause 2.2.2.2 (iii) (a) of the RFP.

Hence the bidder is non-responsive

In this regard, responses, if any, may be submitted by the bidders within 03
days i.e. from the date of issue of this Order positively.

This 1ssues with the approval ot RU-UP (West).

Copy to:-

N
M

A

(N. P./Singh)
DGM (Tech)
Regional Office-UP (West)

1. All Bidders through e-tender portal.
2. All Committee Members.

Signature Not Verified

Date: 2024.02.27 11=#1:58 IST
Location: eProcuremeft System for
Central PSUs Page 3 of 3
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