OFFICE OF THE EXECUTIVE ENGINEER ' @

: PUBLIC WORK DEPARTMENT o
s St B
" — NATIONAL HIGHWAY DIVISION REWA M.P.
E-mail: eepwdnhrewa®@nic.in ' Phone- 07662-250274
Memo No. Q)/SAC/2025-26 Rewa, Dated: 19.08.2025
Office Memorandum
To,

All the bidders as per list given belov:/,

Subject: Performance based Maintenance contract on Rewa-Sirmour section of NH-135B road from
0+000 to km 36+710 (Length 36.71km) in the State of Madhya Pradesh. Result of Final Technical
Evaluation.

Bid. No.: 08/SAC/Tender/NH/Rewa/2024-25 Date. 03.10.2024
Tender ID: 2024_MoRTH_82886}, 1

In reference to the bids submitted regarding the subject project, after deliberation on the
representation submitted by bidders by evaluation committee as per criteria stipulated in the RFP,
the revised technical evaluation result is as follows: -

Sr. Technical
No. Name of Bidder Evaluation | Remarks
Result
1. M/s. Ravi Shankar Jaiswal | Responsive
2. K.G. Gupta Infrastructure Responsive
Pvt. Ltd. :
M/S Gayatri Prasad Tiwari was registered in
i MPPWD on 25.07.2024 with registration no.
PWD240072292. However, the firm is
claiming the experience of another firm
registered in MPPWD on 01.10.2019 with
Non- registration no. PWD190037209 which is not
3. M/s. Gayatri Prasad Tiwari Responsive as per rules. One firm cannot have 02
. registration numbers in MPPWD accordingly,
the experience of firm with registration no.
PWD190037209 cannot be used for firm with
registration no. PWD240072292.
Accordingly, the bidder is rendered non-
responsive.
4. Classic Infrastructure Responsive
5. Ram Sajjan Shukla Responsive
6. M/s. Tulsi Narayan Garg Non- - The bidder was debarred on bid due date
Responsive | by Govt. of Madhya Pradesh
7 M/s. Shiv Shakti Responsiva |
Construction Company
8. KCC Infra Private Limited Responsive




Jainco Enterprises Pvt. .
9. Responsive
Ltd.
10. | S K Enterprises Responsive
11. | Sanjay Kumar Dwivedi Responsive | -
1. Bharatkosh receipt of Rs. 11,800/~ as
per clause 2 of section-1 of RFP not
furnished.
2. Bank guarantee for bid security as per
clause 16.1 of section-2 of RFP is not
' Non: submitted.
12. | Arun Construction . 3. Net worth at the close of FY 2023-24 as
Responsive ;
per clause 4.4 of section-2 of RFP not
submitted.
4. Documents as per clause 4.1 of I.T.B (h)
not Submitted.
5. Undertaking as per clause 12.2 (h) is not
submitted by the bidder.
13. | P C Gupta Co Responsive | -
14. S.hr? PR Fiale Respoﬁsive
limited
, 1. Undertaking as per clause 12.2 (h) is not
submitted by the bidder.
Non- 2. Documents as per clause 4.1 of I.T.B (h)
15. | Jogendra Chodhary Responsive | not Submitted.
3. Bid security is not valid as per condition
of RFP.
2. The Evaluation Committee reviewed the representations and concluded that 11 bidders were

technically responsive out of 15 bidders, in accordance with criteria mentioned in tender document.
Subsequently, the Financial Bids shall be opened as per the prescribed procedure.

MPPWD NH Di isioM
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