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Recommendation note for approval to accept the tender for award of works contract

fafaer & : vardeai R A Ta2024/98 1078
Tender No. : NAPS/CTC/CVL/2024/PT/1078
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Name of the work

Annual Misc. Maintenance work for Sewage
Treatment Plant and Water Supply System.
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Financial Sanction No. & Date (Also indicate whether
Capital/ Revenue work).

Revenue work

HIZT CAllAST @RI GAOTA &
& v st e A fr af

Amount of the FS for this item/apportioned to this item as
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Revenue work

certified by Site Planning.
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Amount of T.S. for tl?is work & USI No.

¥ 1,95,72,889.43 /- with 18% GST, USI 92210
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Estimated Cost put to NIT

t| ¥1,95,72,889.43 /- with 18% GST
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Mode of tender
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Public Tender (Two Parts)
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Whether approval of competent authority exists for
PTD/LT/ST/Nomination, if so, attach a copy of approval,
if not the reasons for doing so may be recorded:
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Not Applicable.
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Number of bids/ tenders received in due time

Five (05) bids received, however four (04) bids
are qualified.
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Whether comparative statement prepared and checked by
the officer from the engineering section

Yes, Page N/13
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Whether Bid Security has been submitted by all tenderers
in acceptable form

Yes
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Whether arithmetic check of comparative statement has
been done by finance, if so, the remark if any.

Yes, Page N/13
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Whether financial implication if any, due to deviations
from standard conditions or additional conditions have
been loaded on the bid price.
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Not applicable
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CST Value (Rs.)
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Variation w.r.t. estimated cost (+)/(-)%

M/S Raghav Constructions

1,19,32,500/-

-39.04 %

M/S Technical Construction Co.

1,35,79,765/-

-30.62
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M/S Royal Engineering Services

1,49,39,240/-

-23.67

M/S New Tech Engineering Co.

1,75,63,388/-

-10.27
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Name of the party whose tender is recommended for award of]
work.

M/S Raghav Constructions
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Whether the evaluation report provides the following details.
(Say yes or no. If no, please give reasons)
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Technical capability of recommended party.

Yes

b) | wEqe aret Hr e et

Financial capability of recommended party.

Yes
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The recommended party is lowest, if not, the justification for

Recommended party is L1.
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% age variation of the proposed offer with reference to
estimated cost put to tender. Whether negotiations as required
under relevant DFP have been carried out

-39.04 %
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Whether Abnormally high rated/ Abnormally low rated items
have been identified, if so, the action proposed to safeguard the
interest of NPCIL in case of increase in quantity of AHR items.

There is no AHR items. ALR items as per
CST enclosed.
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Total amount recommended for award of contract

1,19,32,500/- (including 18% GST)
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Budget provision available in RE 2024-25 amounts provided.
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Yes. (as per Technical Sanction)
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Nuclear Power Corporation of India Limited
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The estimate was prepared based on budgetary offers taken from internet, vendors,
rateanalysis from CPWD and practical assessment. Although the recommended bidder is (-)
39.04% w.r.t. estimate and in quoted rates of many items are ALR (including SOQR item no.
22.50 & 22.60, which are exorbitantly ALR), however proposal is reviewed and it appears that
bidder has quoted low rates most likely considering their own justifications, economies during
job execution & tompetitive market scenario being job based contract as the L-2 bidder has
quoted (-) 30.62% below the estimate and L-3 bidder has quoted (-) 23.67% below the estimate.

The recommended bidder already executed similar nature of jobs successfully and also
qualified in terms of tender PQ criteria. Hence, considering the above facts and being lower
resultant financial implication to NPCIL, L-1 bidder, M/s Raghav Constructions is recommended
for award of work.

va;
o ; 45
%&W | (" Sete Lo ) )2

2 . ~N Ik
/?JWC 290 3 W //

-—> MFS'




Tender No. : NAPS/CTC/CVL/2024/PT/1078

Work Description : Annual Misc.Maintenance work for sewage treatment plant and water
supply system.

Period of Contract : 24 Months

Administration Approval dated 04.03.2024 and Technical Sanction No. 11 dated 05.03.2024
duly approved by respective Competent Authority exists for the captioned work alongwith
appropriate fund availability.

Total 05 prospective bidders participated in the bid and 04 bidders successfully turned out to
be techno commercially qualified bidders.

M/s Raghav Constructions emerged as L; bidder with the overall value of Rs.
1,19,32,500/- which is (-) 39.04% below the departmental estimate. The quoted rates for
major part of the SOQR items on both service and supply portion are abnormally very low.
For the Item Nos. 22.50, 22.60 of supply part the bidder's quoted rates are (-) 96.35%
& (-) 95.34% below the departmental rate.

EIC need to take due diligence and closely monitor these SOQR items as non execution of
ALR items should not result in change in tender structure . EIC may also ensure in a time
bound manner that statutory obligations like minimum wages, EPF, ESIC , GST etc are
compiled by the bidder as per tender stipulations.

Keeping the above facts and on the basis of the recommendation and justifications recorded
by the user group on Page No. N/ 17 to award the contract on PT/L; basis to M/s Raghav
Constructions with TFl Rs.1,19,32,500/- which is (-) 39.04% below the departmental estimate
concurred in finance and submitted for the approval of MS, NAPS in line with SI.No.4 (i)
Part 1 of HQI 2001 (R-6) August 2018.

The user group to ensure sufficient budget availability throughout the currency

( Latha\Giridharan)
Sr.Manager (F&A)
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