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9 bP

[ 8 | AfaeT ya B 2q Aqd $of 13 7
%‘g’ q4 P Amount quoted by the L-1 bidder & % 58.79.160/

TOt?I atmount recommended for award of Accepted (Including GST 18%) 17, =
contrac :

19 |dig ---- / 3Rg ----- H IUS golc YIaET AR TTaemT
P T & YES
Budget provision available in BE ---- / RE ----- and amount
provided

20 | HeTH TSR] Authority competent to
a. GeAld 8q Concur SM (F&A)
b. AT B Approve | SME(Civil)

e

TWER Signature

SofF <yc_
TET, A (1) HeaWks) GV
- | Q\O]F-K)Q\LJ
; B /)”C‘ o f’?)
ETWB@'H?IT (4R) Engineer In-Charge (CSM) & 201 } 7/
R o (R sMEsar—  The  PT Agkulband tn %o vle  offel

Gl Gt vy wae pet- Gewl . Copalihicg ol
Yodet . e  quoled ~valed A o Aemewed UM

R et e s
STTAIGH PR B e AR : RS 3rReror rfrdar (Rifder srgreon)

Competent authority to approve: SME(Civil)
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1 fo<iiy fafder &, afe @i, wre wral a1 Al ol |
farerer & PR el Jou # ST 1T 7
g1/ 8 /e Tel__
el a1 e fRufa: et NA
Whether financial implication, if any, due to deviations from
" standard conditions or
additional conditions have been loaded on the bid price : Yes/ No
/ NA
Comparative position of tenders:
S g bl St S L
! endered Value ariations with respect Estimated cost ((+)/
5 ' Name of Party (Rs.) %)
1 M/s. SAV Constructions o
: _ X 58,79,160/- -8.32%

13 | pRIYEH HRA 8g AR MldaTdR o1 1M M/s SAV Constructions, No.885,
Name of the party whose tender is recommended for award of | Radhapuram Main
work: Road,Vadakkankulam-627116,

Tirunelveli District.

14 | 1 ¥ “Q Bl ™I Hlcrdad, [FEifha faavo
Y&TH Bl & (81/781 Be, Ale T81 dl, PYAT BRI A7)
Whether evaluation report provides the following details. (Say
yes, no, if no please give reasons) :

14.1 Clléi aﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁw ﬁYES, As per Tech bid evaluation refer
Technical capability of recommended party : page No. 234 of file
14.2 QZIQ?JMI?I g1t 3t fa<h BIYES, As per Tech bid evaluation refer

Financial capability of recommended party page No. 234 of file

15 | I urel 8 g o, ﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬂﬁaqﬁ%ﬁ

UERSR] & Yes

The recommended party is lowest, if not the justification for
proposed party .

16 | ffder 4 <1 SIgHIa oFTd & W H SR<Iidd IR<d &
T SITHYT 31wl f&HIe: 17.12.97 & AT JATTLID
qraard far mar g -8.32%
% age variation of the proposed offer with reference to estimated
cost put to tender.
Whether negotiations as requlred under DFP order dt. 17.12.97
have been carried out :

17 | 91 JYAMIA: 99 &% / JYAMNIG: 719 X #AGI P | ‘Nil’ AHR & “Nil” ALR items

RECIERCRIRI

ﬁm,ﬁwww:wa'ﬂﬁaﬁwmﬁ#a%
fRrfer ox =guTehTSIeT 1 et 1 Ry B SRR BRaTs
Whether abnormally high rates / 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.
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RECOMMENDATION NOTE FOR APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE TENDER
FOR AWARD OF WORKS CONTRACT -

fafaer . gufee/s e /.31, /ardse/sel 894/2024

TENDER NO. MAPS/CTC/CSR/PUBLIC/ET894/2024

(Fﬁﬂﬁ 3T §RT HRT 1Y to be filled in by the Engineer-in-charge)

T, Aafs & @, afs S8 rgfeal (i afaded |
o1 STTaTet 319G T 3TFUTerT)

Whether arithmetic check of comparative statement has been

done by finance, if so, the remarks if any. (compliance to
remarks to be recorded in evaluation report)

1 BT BT ATH Construction of Anganwadi Building at
Name of work Konthakarikuppam and Nedumaram
Village, under MAPS CSR Activities.
2 | fo<Tg Wil 9. @ fadie (gRua @) fb goft / Jrora
! i) REVENUE
Financial sanction no. & date (also indicate whether capital /
revenue work )
3 |39 W g foxiiy Wdiepd 1T / 39 98 & fov e
SATATSTT §IRT AT FHTIOIT AT RT3 % 67,33,317/-
Amount of financial sanction for this item / apportioned to this Ry s (Refeor g, no. 182-184 of file)
item as certified by site planning » A odlet
4 | S B TG TbII] T I3 JUAITTS 3. 3 67,33317/-
Amount of technical sanction for this work & USI no. (Refer pg. no. 174-180 of file)
5 ﬁ:ﬁﬂﬁﬁ al Wﬁ%ﬁ oI[Td Estimated cost put to NIT % 64,12,683/-
: i : : (Refer pg. no. 174-180 of file)
6 | FIacT &1 YR (S o & 9 Pl S BY) : ATdSi-Tdh ’
AT/ ffder/ved fFAfder/amie Public
Mode of tender (please tick the applicable): Public tender /
limited tender/Single tender / Nomination.
7 | |ArasrtTe Sider fqarv/Aifa [ider/gee FHider/fa<a
et & A1l TG 2 WeH WIGRT &1 oTfHIeT g,
Ife &1 A, TG Ukt HoTd B, 3R T8l dl SHBT BRI
o : ! ar et NA
Whether approval of competent authority exists for PTD / LT /
ST / nomination with F/C, if so, attach a copy of approval , if not
the reasons for doing so may be recorded
8 | e 97T 5 U qiferdt / FIEeTY ot v 1
Number of bids / tenders received in due time (Refer pg. no. 224 of file)
9 | qaHe fdaRu IR fhar TR &R Srwie! :
IJHT & ATABIRT IRT ST fepT 1T & Yes
Whether comparative statement prepared and checked by the (Refer pg. no. 247-253 of file)
officer from the engineering section:
10 mﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁmmﬁmwﬁmﬂﬁ{ﬁrw -
fopar 8 Yes
R
Whether bid security has been submitted by all tenderers in
acceptable form
11 | &R fod gRT ol icTd [qaRol &l AHI0g Sirg b

& YeSignature Not Verified
(Refer pg. no. 274-253 of file
Digitally 5|gned by THIRUMURUGA

Date: 2025.01.28 10:09:28 IST
Location: eProcurement System for Cen

tral PSUs
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