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Minutes of Meeting for Technical Evaluation for the work of “Consultancy Services for
Authority's Engineer for Supervision of Construction of Missing Link from Birhu to
Lathiani into 4-Lane & Paved Shoulder Configuration from Km 35/550 {Design Chainage
0.000) to 42/800 (Design Chainage 8.153) on NH-503A including Cable Stayed Bridge
(0.860 Km) on Back Water of Govind Sagar Reservoir and its Approaches in Himachal

Pra_de'sh"on EPC Mode"

Tender Reference No.: MORTH/PIU-HMR/Birhu-Lathiani/1 1/AE/2024-25/787 dated
21.11.2024 !
Tender ID _2024_}.\0RTH_8362’03____1
Bids invitation date: 25.11.2024
Bid due date (Extended): 29.01.2025

- Schedules Bid opening date: 30.01.2025
Bid opening date: 03.02.2025 14:00 Hours

Chairman welcomed all the participants. Member Secretary apprised that the _
Meeting of the Evaluation Committee for the technical evaluation of bids received for the
subject work was held on 19.03.2025 through VC and 21.04.2025 at HQ, New Delhi (MOM

Enclosed as Annexure-1).

2,

Member Secretary apprised that a complaint/ representation received from Shri
Rajnish Singh, 10, Ber Sarai, New Delhi 110016 through E-mail dated 29.03.2025 was
deliberated in the meeting dated 21.04.2025 (MOM Enclosed as Annexure-1) and it was
decided that the clarifications may be sought from the Bidders. Accordingiy, clarifications
were sought vide Ministry’s Letters no. MORTH/PIU-HMR/Birhu-Lathfani/11/AE/2025-
26/178, 179 and 180 dated 07.05.2025 (Enclosed as Annexure-2). The details of
clarifications received {Enclosed as Annexure-3) are as under:

£ 8l Name of Bidders Clarification Sought | Reply from Bidder/ Deliberations of the
| No. | Authority | Committee
oy Certificates ~ submitted | Bidder have | Experience/ certificates
bt by the bidder in support | submified the same | authenticated by the Authority/ |
INSTITUTE of the projects executed | cerfificates agan in | Agency duly apostille as
GIPROSTROYMOST | by the. fim were not - reply g the | required under Clause 15 of
| |IN WV WITH UN. authenticated by the  dlarficaton sought. | Section 1: INFORMATION TO
MALVIYA  INFRA | Authority! Agency duly | | CONSULTANTS of the RFP
' PROJECTS PVT. | apostille as required | | were nat submifted.
L. IN | under Clause 15 of | :
QCIATION WITH | Section 1! |
ZOMAENGINEERS. | INFORMATIONTO |
e CONSULTANTS of the |
\ = T
i Clarfication was sought | NHIDCL ~confirined | It is  observed  thal the
o égi%ﬁg:&ic};ﬁ from NHIDCL regarding : that Sh. Indra Nath | Experience of Sh. Indra Na_ih
| LTD. IN IV WITH deployment of Sh. Indra | Mishra was deployed | Mishra as Bridge Eng_ineer on
f TECll INGENIEROS | Naih  Mishra  on ! as Bridge Engineer on | “Khellani  Tunnel  Project’
o SA IN ASSOCIATION *Khellani Tunnel | "Kheilani Tunnel i overlaps with the HINDUSTAN
Project’ as  Bridge | Project’ _from | CONSTRUCTION COMPANY
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WITH CIVIL MANTRA | Engnoordlong Wi the | 01112021 o[ on A Khad project
INFRACON PVT. LTD. | perica of ceployment. | 23.05.2022. (01102020 1o 31.07.2023)
= | claimed by the bidder.

[Work  Expenence | Bidder have | Since, in RFP there Is provision
i : AHED s _
Tg::?{ pzl.gggi i Cerifficales  of  the | submitied  the Self | to consider the expedence as
COMPANY !N' N proposed Team Leader, | Undedaking of Sh. | mentioned on Infracon Portai,
WITH  RODIC | Shri Moonsuk-Park with | Moonsuk Park | the same is examined as per.
CONSULTANT  PUT | Mis Systra, Dywidag | regarding the - work | RFP.
for & 2N. | Systems  Intemational | experience with M/s |
; DSt and M/s Parsons | Systra, Dyw;d_ag
ASSOC!AT;ON il Brickerhoff  were not | Systems International

| CASTA ENGINEERS found enclosed. DSl and Ms Parscns

.| PVI.LTD. Brickerhoff.

'3.. Further, Member Secretary Apprised that the Commlttee in its. meetmg heid on
19.03.2025 decided to evaluate the Technical Proposals of the bidders as per Clause 5.3,
‘who have submitted their proposals on https://eprocure. gov.in. Detailed evaluation is as

under:
S.No | NameofBidder = s Fmdmg below - Status
1 LINSTITUTE ~{) The Copy of experience certificates submutted by the Non-Responsive

| GIPROSTROVIOST | bidder in support of the projects execgted by th_e firm -
TIN Jv wWiTH Ly | ere not authenticated by the Authority/ Agency duly
| MALVIYA  INFa | 2postile as required under Clause 15 of Section 1:
PRO JEC;TS oVT. ~ INFORMATION TO CONSULTANTS of the RFP.
LTD. N (ii) No MOU with associate regarding role and responsibility
R of ?s::;u)ate Company as per Clause No. 13 (B) (Paga
o ENG}&E'ERS' | As per Clause 4.1B (c) and (d), the Ccpy of
i Kemorandum of Understandmg betwsen JV panners
- and the Copy of Memorandum of Understanding with
the Associate are not in the fermat specified in Appendix
M. No clarity of share between the members have been 1
mentioned in MOU. 3
[ {iv} As per Clause 15 (A) & (B) the Annual tumover of the |
i  fim from consuitancy business, duly: certified by
Chartered Accountant shall be accepted whereas, the
Annual turnover submitted by the bidder is not in
accordance with Clause 15 (A} & (B).

(v) As per section 1 information to consultant Clause
i No.15A Eligibility criteria for sole applicant firm: wherein
i it is mentioned that fir should have experience in
construction of major bridge in perennial deep river /
seal lake, However, no such certificate found attached
Wﬂh the bid.
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2 |sa g (i) As per point 1(b){ii) of Clause 15A (Eligibility Criteria) of Non-Responsive
| INFRASTRUCTURE the Information to Consultants in the RFP, the firm |
CONSULTANTS should Ijave experience in  Project
PVT. LTD. n!|  Supenision/independent _ EngineerfAulf_ioribr‘s
' ASSOCIATION WITH Engineer’PMCAC for at least one multi-span cable-
UP'HAM* ! stayed bridge project with a minimum of 2 pylans (thre_e
INTERNATIONAL spans) and at least one span of 100m length or more.
| CORPORATION. However, the bidder has submitted an Experience

Certificate for an extradosed cable-stayed bridge.
| i) As per section 1 information to consultant Clause
No.15A Eligibility criteria for sole applicant firm: wherein

it Is mentioned that firm should have experience in |
construction of major bridge in perennial deep river /
sea/ lake, However, no such certificate found atlached

; with the bid. :
3| SPECTRUM (i) As per Clause 15 (A) & (B) the Annual turnover of the : :
'TSECSNO firm from  consultancy business, duly certified by oo Responswe

CONSULTANTS pyT |  Chartered Accountant shail be accepted whereas. the
7 L'i'D. : IN IV WITH Annual turmover submitted by the bidder is not in
: TEC4 INGENIEROS accordance with Clause 13 (A) & (B).

SA IN ASSOCIATION (ii)- As per point x{f) of Clause 3.4 of the Letter of Invitation

WITH CIVIL MANTRA to Consultants in the RFP, if more than 3 GVs score .Iess

INFRACON ! PYT than 75% marks or the Team Leader cum Senior Bridge !

7D, Engineer scores less than 75% marks, the proposal

_ shall be considered non-responsive. In this case, the CV

b : submitted by the bidder for the Team Leader cum Senior
Bridge Engineer scores less than 75%.

(iii) As per section 1 information o consultant Clause
No.15A Eligibility criteria for sole applicant firm; wherein
it Is mentioned that firm should have experience in
construction of major bridge in perennial deep river |
seaf lake, However, no such cerificate found attached
with the bid.

(iv) No MOU with asseciate regarding role and responsibility
of Associate Company as per Clause No. 13 (B} (Page

~ 40of RFP).

{) As per Clause 418 (c) and (d) the Copy of ' Non-Responsive

MR PRUAIE Memorandum of Understanding between JV partners Yo

b e
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é%!g; ANY :‘TOCJS and the Copy of Memorandum of Understanding with |
WITH RODIC the Associate are not in the format spegiﬁed in Appenqix :
l CONSULTANT PVT. M. As per MOU the lead partner has given its name u_m!j o
~bOTD N | @ssociale and cumulative share of 51% of the both the |
l ASSbCIATiON WITH firm has been mentioned. Hence, legal status of Lead
C AST A ENGINEERS partner has not bee_n es!'abfishfzd. : : f
PVT.LTD. ' (ii} NoMOU wim associate regarding role and respo_nsibdity : !
: of Associate Company as per Clause No. 13 (B} (Page |
£ | 40fRFP). : *

RS b e e a el




S S e

W

AR W

R i B X e

with the bid.

(ili) As per Clause 15 {A) & (B) the Annual turnover of the
firm from consultancy business, duly certified by
Chartered Accountant shall be accepted whereas, the |
Annual tumover submitted by the bidder is not in
accordance with Clause 15 (A) & (B). '

(iv}As per section 1 information to consultant Clause
No.15A Eligibility criteria for sole applicant firm: wherein
it is mentioned that firm should have experience in
construction: of major bridge in perennial deep river / _
seal lake, However, no such certificate found attached

4, Further, it is observed that the consultancy firm generally fumished Annual Turn

Annual turnover of the

Over of all the activities being carried out by the firm, however, as per Clause 15 {A) the

: firm from consultancy business, duly certified by Chartered
Accountant shall be accepted.

_ In view of the above, following modification in the RFP is proposed:

Clause Reference

Existing Clause

Proposed Clause

As per section 1 information fo
consuliant Clause 15 (A) in
Eligibility criteria  for sole
applicant firm.

Annual  tunover (updated
average of last 3 years) of the
firm from consuitancy business
should be equal to or more than
2% of Civil Cost i.e. Rs.12.27
Cr.{excl.GST).

Annual tumover (updated average of last 3
years) of the firm from consultancy
business should be equal to or more than
2% of Ciil Cost ie Rs.1227
Cr(exclGST). Further, audited balance
sheet of last three financial years should
be enclosed with the bid. ° '

5. Further, as per section 1 information to consultant Clause No. 15A Eligibility criteria
for sole applicant firm: wherein it is mentioned that firm should have experience in
construction of major bridge in perennial deep river / sea/ lake.

However, it is not generally possible for the consultancy/supervision firms to have

experience in construction

of major bridge in perennial deep river / sea/ lake, which require
modification in RFP as below:

Clause Reference

Existing Clause

Proposed Clause

As per section 1 information to
consultant  Clause No.15A
Eligibility criteria  for  sole

applicant firm :

Firm should have experience in
 construction of major bridge in
 perennial deep river/ sea lake.

Firm should also have experience of Project |

Supervision/  Independent  Engineer/ |
Authority’ Engineer/PMC of major bridge in
perennial deep river/ sea/ lake. i
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6.  Asper Clause no. 4.1 (B) (d) Copy of Memorandum of Understanding with Associate,
if applicable, is mentioned however no format/appendix for Mol with Associates is not there
in RFP. Further, format for MoU with Associates regarding role and responsibilities of
Associate company as per clause no. 13 (B) is also not there is RFP, Format of Memorandum
of Understanding with associate as well as format for MoU with Associates regarding role
and responsibilities of Associate company as per clause no. 13 (B) is enclosed as Annexure-
4 and Annexure-5 respectively.

ik As mentioned at para 3 above, no bidder found technical responsive as per the
technical evaluation carried out as per REP, hence, the Committee recommends that the
result may be upload_éd on CPPP Portal and accordingly, fresn bids duly incorporating
modification as mentioned in para 4, 5 and 6 above in RFP may be invited after approval of
Competent Authority.

R e vy

{Romi) (Sanjay Kumar) ~ (Rananjay Singh)

i ~_ PD, PIU Hamirpur AFA, MORTH, SE, North-1 Zone, MoRTH

EA : : (Member Secretary) Representative of _ (Member)
Finance Wing,

L ~ (Member)

Ry
{Jitendra Kumar) (A Kum.fgwaha

SE, S&R Zone, MoRTH CE-Regional Officer, Shimla
{Member) (Chairman)
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