No, RW/CH/HR/Works (34)/2024/
G OF EVALUATION COMMITTEE HELD ON 01 ,07.2024 FOR EVALUATION OF

REPRESENTATION OF BIDDERS FOR THE WORK OF CONSULTANCY SERVICES FOR PREPARATION OF
DETAILED PROJECT REPORT FOR 4 Lane BYPASSES TO VILLAGES (1) LAHLI (11) SINGHANI (H1) KHARAK (1V)
BAMLA ON NH-709E IN BHIWANL DISTT AND BYPASS TO TOHANA TOWN ON NH-148B IN FATEHABAD

MINUTES OF 2 MEETIN

DISTRICT IN THE STATE OF HARYANA,

Tender documents were published on CPPP and Infracon Portals with Tender ID
2024_MoRTH_803368_1 on 08.04,2024 with Bid due date as 23,05,2024,

The bids were opend by the Evaluation Committee on 27,05.2024 and after Evaluation Committee meeting
held on 10.06.2024, result of Technical evaluation was uploaded on CPPP portal on 20.06.2024. Bidders
were given an opportunity to submit the objection/representation within 7 days as per clause 12.3 of Data
Sheet of RFP. :

2. Detailed evaluation sheet was requested by the three bidders (M/s Pioneer Infra Consultants Pvt.Ltd,
Mis M3V International Inc. in association with M/s Design Line Consultancy Services and M/s Manglam Infra
& qumeenng Limited in Association with /s MRM Associates Private Limited) through email which were
pfowded to them, Thereaiter, representation of only two bidders {M/s MSY International Inc. in association
with M/s Design Line Consuttancy Services and A/s tanglam Infra & Engineering Limited in Association with
M/s MRM Associates Private Limited) were recgived within stipulated date,

‘3m;'hre Evaluation Committee in its meeting on 01.07.2024 deliberated on the representation received as
er; ’

1. M/s MSY International Inc. in association with M7s Design Line Consultancy Services

Relevant Clause Nfarks Representation of Bidder | Deliberation by the
given by Committee
evaluation
committee

_1 5r. ng. 4 of table A(clause 2] 9 Bidder has submitted that| The evaluation has been

of Appendix V of RFF) they have 152 key reviewed by the committee in

4 | Highway Hax professionals and the list| view of the submission of the
Professtonals* | marks is also enclosed with the bidder and it is noted that the
H,",{,"’“g ke POE from. Page 10.20-23| original score was evaluated

4.1 | «10nws. 0 EUt efwhich more that 30, based on the details of
S T > Me;.v personnel  have| professionals working in the

{MTech  degree  in| firm in Technical proposal pdf
43 | 2029 ros. B different fields of civit| file enclosed therein, As
4.4 | >0 9 engineering. Hence, | represented by the bidder,

requeste «

Additional gne mark will be given if q keStcd to grant 10{the details of highway
minimum 20% of the above key;! - marks. professionals working with
personne! have M. Yech in any fleld o s
clsit engineering the ﬁrm. were  also fcupd

enclosed in the other pdf file
of POE at pages20-23/¢cr
where  the  qualification
\\./\7 details of  professionals

‘\)‘//" working with the firm s

enirislS

N
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No. RW/CH/HR/Works (34 [/20241

- dit is found that
tigned and1
men required  key

more than ‘
profeesional  aré having

M.Tech in any field of civil
engineering. In additx’_on, the
details of qualification has
also been ascertained from
Infracon Portal and found that
more than required key
personnel’s have M. Tech
degree.

Hence, the bidder is eligible
for 10 marks.

2 [5r. no. li(a) of table at
clause Z,4.4 of Appendix v

of RFP,
Tolal Prafessional  ¥dax marks
Experience

< years 0

26 bul <Byears {11

pgbul <iByears |12

10 bul < 12 years {13

212 but <14 yoars [i4

2 14 years 15

Bidder has claimed that
the Traffic/Road signage/
Marking and Safety Expert
has the total professional
experience of more than
11 years and hence
requested to re-asses the
marks given to the bidder

The committee has reviewed
the total professional
experience of key personnel
and found less than 10 years
only keeping in view the
supporting details attached
on Infracon portal. Therefore,
no change in mark considered
by committee.

2. M/s Manglam infra & Engineeri

ng Limited in Association with M/s MRM

Associates Private Limited

1. | Sr. no. 5.2 of table A(clause
2 of Appendix V of RFP)

5.2 | Average areal Max

variation as} marks,
percentage o
acquired  private
land as per 1 SI,J.’

notification in las

0

Z.50utof 2.5

Bidder has submitteqd that
they have already show
cased the details of Firm
Relevant Experience, n

The committee has reviewed
the documents of bidder and
found that the bidder has not
submitted the certificate in
respect of average area
variation as per 1* 3D in the
Technical proposal.

The document enclosed now
since i additional document,

can not be considered at this
stage. Therefore, no change
in ‘mark considered by
committee,

fhgpgrsn?mpmdby this section, in last 5
524 |0 25 DPR's prepared by us,
522 | > 0but <ok 2.0 there is no average area
5.2.3 | sdbut B 1.5 variation as percentage of
5.2.4 | B but <12 10 acquired private land as
5.2,5 | 212 butesis 0.5 per 1st 3D notification.
" AL 526 | . 0.0
T
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Undertaking enclosed for
your kind consideratlon,

O

ISr. 10, 4 of (able Alclause 2
of Appendix V of RFP)

o
S— L

f 4 | Highway Max
s i Prolessionaly * marks,
working with the
firm
4.3 | <10y, Y
2.2 1 1019 acs. 7
: 4.3 12039 ngs. 3
4.4 1 > 30nas. 9
~dditionat one mark will be siven if
‘ raimu 20% of the above key
perstanet have WTech in any field of
[ avil engineanng

1 0utof 1

Bidder has submitted that
they have more than
seven in  house key
personnel with M, Tech
which s more than 20
percent, List & proof
enclosed for your kind
consideration.

Out of 30 professional working
with the firm, Bidder hag
mentfoned  that  the 7
professionals have M. Tech
degree. However, no such
details was furnished by
bidder in the Technlical
proposal submitted. Further,
the committee has checked
the details of M. Tech degree
of professionals on Infracon
portal and only 5
professionals having M.Tech
degree could be noted which
is less than the minimum
required. 20%(l.e. 6) and
hence no change in mark
considered by the commitiee.

[ %]

5r. no. 2 of table A(clause 2[ 3
of Appendix ¥ of RFP)

1 | DPRoOfBridge [t
having length marks
more than 200 m

2.1 | {brdze

2.2 | 2 bridges

2.3 { 3bridges

2.4 | 4bndges

an b fea ] e

2.5 | 25 bridses

Soutof5

Bidder has submitted that
they have already show
cased the details of Firm
Relevant Experience, We
have more than 5 Bridges.
Exp certificates enclosed
for your kind
consideration.

The evaluation has been
reviewed by the committee in
view of the submission of the
bidder and it is noted that 3
number of work were earlier
considered inadvertently
though one work of ROB{at st
no 3) mentioned total length
of 705.28 m {/c approaches
and actual length of structure
{bridge)} is only 82.28 m,
hence the same i5 now
corrected by assigning marks
against only two eligible
projects (i.e. Bidder 5
eligible for anly 2 marks).

4 |Sr. no.
clause 2.4.1 of Appendix V
of RFP-Total
experience of Team Leader.

fi(a) of table atf 11

professional

Total hax marks
Peofessionaf
Experiance

i <12 years 0 \‘\1/‘.?;

12 out of 15

Btdder has submitted that
they have already show
cased the detalts of Team
Leader. In this section,
required more than 20
years’ prafessional

experience he has more

The committee has reviewed
the total professional
experience of key personnel
and found less than 14 years
only keeping in view the
supporting details attached
“on Infracon portal. Mo change

hé'd

oy wath  the firm ’

U/ﬂ 4;/\/




No, RW/CH/HR/Works (34)/2024/

ik 7 years’| in  mark  considered by
212 but <t4 yearsf 44 Professional  experience| committee,
2Mbut <t years] 49 till bid submission date i
2i6but < 18 13 i.e, 23-05-2024, From 01~ !
cars 05-2010 to 22-05-2024
218 but 2 years) 14 Total Experience - 14
2 20 years 15 years and 22 days ) |
a ittee has reviewed :
St. no. “Tib) of table at| 21" 23 out of 25 Z?; ‘;‘)’:;;’;ience i Highvay ;
clause 2.4.1 of fkppendrxiv Bidder has submitted that project of Team Leader and 3
Of. RFP-ExpenencfeT n they have already show found less than 14 years only g
Highway project of Team cased the detalls of Team keeping  in  view  the %
Leader. Leader. In this section, supporting details attached
| Exparience in Max required ingre tham’b on Infracon portal, Ther‘efore, ;
| Highway Projects- | marks years'  experience . '™ no change in mark considered 1
Experience in Planning, project by committee,
Planning, project preparation and design of
g;i&:i?;?;:\iay Hig!qway Brojects (2/4/6
i Projects (U476 laning of
laning of NH/ SH/ NH/SH/Expressways) and
Expressways) he has more than 14
<8 years 0 years’ Professional
8 but <10 years 17 experience  dll  pig
| 210 bat <12 years 19| submission date i.e., 23. :
; 05-2024, From 01 ~05-2010 5.
bt lyears | 21 to 22-05-2024Tota| 5
i 214 but <16 years L Experience - 14 years ang
i 216 years 25 22 days ’/*
51, no. ifa) of table at] 13 14 out of 15 The committes has reviewed 3
clause 2.4.3 of Appendix v . . the total professional :
of RFP-Total professional Bidder has submitted that experience of Bridge Engineer :
experience  of  Bridge they have already show and found less than 14 years !
Engineer, Cased the details ongam only keeping in view the !
Leader. In this section, supporting  details attached
Total Hax requh"ed more than 16 on Infracon portal. Therefare,
grol'esslonal marks years i professionat no change in mark considered
xperience experience he has more by committee
<B years 0 than 15 years' )
28 but <10 1 Professionat experienge
|_years titt bid submission date
¥10 but <12 12 l.e. 23-05.2024, From 08-
ears ' 082008 to 22-05.3024
212ut eddyears | 43 Total Experience . 15
2but<1§ years| 4, Years and gg Months.
2 16 years 13 N 1
~ L V=Y =
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5.

No. RW/CH/HRMorks (34)/2024/

in view of the above, the revised technical score of the firms are as under;

3. | Name of Agency Revised Technical

No. score({out of 100}

p) Ti7s Holtec Consulting Private Limited in association with M/s Autoroute §1.80
Infrastructure Pyt Ltd.

2 M/e WSV Intermational Inc. in association with M/s Design Line 94.52
Consuttancy Services ‘

3 T/s Manglam inira & Engineering Limited in Association with M/s MRM 89,28
Associates Private Limited

4 /s Theme Engineering services Pvi. Ltd. in Association with Ishita Info 95.32
Solutions Pvt, Lid.

3 /s Pioneer infra Consuitants Pvt.Ltd, 96.04

At the end, the Evaluation Caommittee recommended to host the final result of Technical Evaluation
on the E-tender portal and committee recommended to open the financial bid on 03.07.2024,

The meeting concluded with vote of thanks to and from the chair.

r\)\\fi’-

(Shri Vijay Dalal)
EE, NH Div. PWD B&R Br.,
Rohtak

(Shﬁ%m

Chief Account Officer,
PWD, B&R Br.,
Chandigarh

w

et

(Shri Puneet Kumar)
SE, NH Circle, Jind

{Shri Gargi Singh)
EE, RO-MORT&H,
Chandigarh

1
{Skfi N.K.Chaurasia)

Regional Officer, MORT&H,
Chandigarh
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No« RW/CH/HR/Works (34)/2024/
RINUTES OF MEETING OF EVALUATION COMMITTEE HELD ON 40.06.2024 FOR EVALUATION OF
PROPDOSALS FOR COMSULTANCY SERVICES FOR PREPARATION OF DETAILED PROJECT REPORT FOR 4
Lane BYPASSES TO VILLAGES {1y LAHLI () SINGHANI (ill) KHARAK (V) BAMLA ON HH-709E [N BHIWAN
DISTT AND BYPASS TO TOHANA TOWN ON NH-148B IN FATEHABAD DISTRICT IN THE STATE OF HARYANA.

Tender documents were published on CPPP and Infracon Portals with Tender D
2024_MoRTH_B803368_1 an 08.04,2024 with Bid due date as 23.05.2024 (4500Hvs)

2. The Bids were opened by the committee on 27.05.2024 and it was noted that following 06(51x) applicant

bidders submitted the bids on CPP portal as well as on Infracon portal(5 out of 6 submitted on [nfracon)
within stipulated date & tirmne:

Sr. Name of Firm

No. ) .

1. | M/s Holtec Consutting Private Limited in association with M/s Autoreute Infrastructure Pyt Lid.

2. M/s MSY International Inc. in association with M/s Design Line Consultancy Services

3. | W/s Adarsh Consultancy : -

4, | M/s Pioneer Infra Consultants Pyt.Lid.

5. | M/s Manglam Infra & Engmeermg Limited in Association v/ith M/s MRM Associates Private
Limited

6. | Mfs Theme Engineering Sewu:es PVt. Ltd. in Associakion with Ishu:a Infa Selutions Pvt. Ltd,

3. It was appraised to committee that the following points have been considered during evaluation of
Technical bids;

3.1 Relevant experience of firms and key personnel have been evaluated on the basis of criteria
mentioned in Appendix V. '

3.2 Information provided by the firm and key Personnel on [NFRACON portal has been considered for
evaluation.

4, Deliberations by the Evaluation Committee:

41 Committee observed that all the firms are found ta be eligible as per eligibility criteria except the
following;

gr. Mo. | Firm Name Remarks

7 W5 Adaran consultancy Non-responsive/Not eligible as the bidder has not
submitted the bid on Infracon Portal.

4.2  hccordingly, Technical proposals of all the eligible firms atong with CVs of all their key personnel
vere evaluated by the committee pased on avallable Information/details on INFRACON portal, which s

entlosed at Annexure-l,

43 It was noted out by the cof nmittee that the Mandatory Training Certificate on Preparation of
Feasihitity Study and DPR for Highway Projects” conducted by Indlan Academy of Highway Englneers {IAHE)
of Team Leader of /s Manglam Infra & Engineering Limited in Association with M/s MRM Associates Private

7/ VN S
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et ) o, RW/CH/HR Works (34)/2024/ -
imited is not available on Infracon portal, however, the same has beef submitted in Technical proposal

by the.bidﬂen The genuineness of certificate has also been got confirmed from IAHE through email,
Accordingly, the committee has considered the certificate.

4.8  The Summary of the technical evaluation is tabulated below;

Slo | Name of Agency S Technical Score of
No, score{out of | Team Leader
100) {Qut of 100)

1 M/s Holtec Consulting Private Limited in association with 81.80 100.00
M/s Autoroute Infrastructure Pyt Lid.

2 M/s MSV International Inc, in assoclation with M/s Design 93.52 . 95,00
Line Consultancy Services

3 M/s Manglam Infra & Engineering Limitedin Association With 90,28 57.00
M/s MRM Associates Private Limited

4 M/s Theme Engineering Services Pvt. Ltd, in Association 95.22 93,50
with Ishita Info Solutions Pyt, Ltd, .

3 M/s Pioneer Infra Consultants Pvt.Ltd, 96.04, 95.00

4.8 Asper the clause 5.2 of LOI, a proposal securing 80 points shall be declared pass in the evaluation,
The technical propesal should score at least 80 points out of 100 to be considered for finandial evaluation.
The CV of the proposed Team Leader should score at least 80 % marks otherwise the entire proposal shall
be cansidered to have failed in the evaluation of Technical Praposals and shall not be considered for
opening of Financial Proposals, Since the technical score of all 5 firms & score of Team Leader proposed
are more than 80, these are found technically eligible as per RFP,

5, Inview of the above, the Evaluation Committes recommends the following;

5.1 To host the result of technical evaluation on the E-tender portal to give an opportunity to the
bidders to respond within 7 days in case they have any objection as stipulated in clause 12.3 of Data Sheet
of RFP.

5.2 To inform the aforementioned tachnically nen-responsive/non-eligible firms and to give an
opportunity tb them to respond with 7 days in case they have any objection,

6. The meeting concluded vrith vote of thanks to and from the chair,

{5hri Vijay Dalal) {Shri Puneet Kumar) (Shri Gargi Singh)
EE, HH Div, PWD B&R Br., SE, HH Cirele, Jind EE, RO-MoRT&H,
Rohtak Chandigarh
{Shri %Jan) ) (Shm
Chief Account Officer, Reglonal Officer, MoRT&H,
PWD, B&R Br,, Chandigarh
Chandigarh

Signature Not Verified
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