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RECOMMENDATION NOTE FOR APPROVAL TO ACCEPT THE TENDER
FOR AWARD OF WORKS CONTRACT

farferer . Fufae/ o fere/aist/ardsi~ra/ s+ 892/2024

TENDER NO. MAPS/CTC/MM/PUBLIC/ET 892/2024

(TR ST §RT HRT ST to be ﬁlled in by the Engineer-in-charge)

1 [ erdaraM Uiy Wrd A #ug# dvmdied
D ofwoik TUTTell B Wb WisfUv SifaRes g
l .
Process piping Fabrication & Erection
work for MAPS # 1 CFVS System at MAPS
Site.
2 | foxita il 9. g fomies (e @R 1 Yol / RTRd [N NPciL/seo09/ meom/m/20 24/ % Or-DH-Jo
o) \: CAPITAL
Financial sanction no. & date (also indicate whether capital /
revenue work )
3 |39 Wc Tq foxig Wigd IR / 39 A & folg e
SATATSTT §IRT JAT AT fafora ey 3 47,08,249.56/-
Amount of financial sanction for this item / apportioned to this (Refer pg. no. 40-41 of file)
item as certified by site planmng
4 | 39 PR e AbIId! A IR JUHITTS 9. 3 47,08,249.56/-
Amount of technical sanction for this work & USI no. (Refer pg. no. 37-39 of file)
5 | [Fremg 3 <1 AT @RI Estimated cost put to NIT 3 44,84,047/-
(Refer pg. no. 37-39 of file)
6 | fAfdeT &1 TR (ST a1 € S $Udl (S BY) : ArdSI-Th
fAfagr/afae ffder/gee fHfder/amice Public
Mode of tender (please tick the applicable): Public tender /
limited tender/Single tender / Nomination.
7 | arEate [faer faaxu/<Afa [/ vea e/
HEHANT & 1 AHIBT o FeH THRT BT AFAGT 2,
I BT A, IFAIG T Wl B, 3R TI Al SHHT BRI
fored UG
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 | Fraa \wg o um diferal / MfaeTT &F e 3
Number of bids / tenders received in due time (Refer pg. no. 66 of file)
9 | JoTHd fdeRy IR fRaAr W iR S
ST & BRI §IRT ST (BT 77 & Yes
Whether comparative statement prepared and checked by the (Refer pg. no. 75 of file)
officer from the engineering section:
10 | 1 g4l HfdareRl gRT WieRl WY 4§ qiell Jierfd Ivqd |
g Yes
GRIRIEI
Whether bid security has been submitted by all tenderers in
acceptable form
11 |7 {9y gIRT qerIcTe fddaRor o1 SfpTfordiy St fohdl |« v

T, Afe &1 4, IS B rgfpdl (i ufdeT A

(Refer pg. no. 75 of file)
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o STTaTel Wyl T 31Tl )
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 fo<ft fafden =, afs 15, A wrdl a1 iR el |
forarer & HIRT Sieh o | TS T B

8/l / el _

ffaeTet @1 NEEISED fRrfer:

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:

oy 7€t NA

EBSIH T A ﬁﬁmd ﬂwd g?) SJjHlHdoil‘lhdedN - TG ((+)/(-)%)
) Tendered Value | Variations with respect Estimated cost ((+)/
12 | No e (Rs.) ) %)
: s L-1
1 M/s. Friends Engineering % 31,79,000/- (29.10%
2 M/s. Win tech Developers T 40,98,900/- -8.59% L-2
3 M/s. Prasanna Engineering 3 42,20,200/- -5.88% L-3
13 | BpRIve™ W%{{Wﬁﬁlﬂ MfdeTdR &1 H M/s Friends Engineering, No.2/86,
Name of the party whose tender is recommended for award of | Kannikoil Street, Sadras, Kalpakkam 5
work: 603102
14 | R AFATD “T B JdIdb Hiadad, FHifed faavor
UG Bl © (81/81 $g, IS T2 1, FUIT HRT A1)
Whether evaluation report provides the following details. (Say
yes, 1o, if no please give reasons) ’
14.1 el &t Ih-1d! T ETYES, As per Tech bid evaluation refer
Technical capability of recommended party : page No. 67-69 of file
14.2 | SR AT B! fohia Frae BT YES, As per Tech bid evaluation refer
Financial capability of recommended party page No. 67-69 of file
15 | Egfar Uil 8 g9 2, e T8l © Al YT urel gq \
e g Yes
The recommended party is lowest, if not the justification for
proposed party _ _
16 | fofaeT # < 1IN ANTd & deH H URATAd AT bl
T IUHY oMy f&Aid:  01/10/2018 F A
JATIILAR e fohar T & (-)29.10%

% age variation of the proposed offer with reference to estimated
cost put to tender.

Whether negotiations as required under
01/10/2018 have been carried out

DFP order dt.




17 | &I QAT 9 &xX / JIOHRId: -8 o) Aal @1 | ‘Nil' AHR & 6” ALR items
T8 {1

Ife 81, A1 ST SF ©% WEl B HIH 3TE B B
R IR =UTehTS(er Bl fad o1 REUR 8¢ FRalad HRATS

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

18 | <1 UGTH R B AR el I
gﬂ ol Amount quoted by the L-1 bidder & % 31.79.000/
Tot';ll .atmount recommended for award of ~ Accepted (Including GST 18%) 217, -
contrac
19 [dig ---- / ARg ----- H SUEl golc UIaET IR UTaern=
EIRENIN & YES
Budget provision available in BE ---- / RE ----- and amount
provided ; :
20 | S9eTH HTEbRT Authority competent to
a. J&HIl 8 Concur SM (F&A)
b. ITFHIG %Tj Approve SME(M)
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Signature Not Verified o

Digitally signed by R THHRUMURUGAN
Date: 2025.01.29 13:45:53 IST (
Location: eProcurement System for Central PSUs
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