MINUTES OF MEETING to discuss representation of technically non-qualified bidder held
on 23-09-2025 for the work of *Construction of Bridge Over Swan River at Km. 13/450 On NH-
S03A in District Una, Himachal Pradesh.”

I The work has been sanctioned by the MoRT&H vide letter no, NH-12037/66/2025/HP/North -
(comp no=280700) dated 31032025 for Rs: 36.93 Crore, e
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eight Nos. were found technically responsive,
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project 1o, 2222 (i) (a) m which the bidder M/s Vijay Kumar armia was found

technically non-responsive,

Hence, committee decided to reject the representation of M/s Vijay
kumar Sharma as per clause 2.2.2.2(iii) (a).

4.3 Representation received from M/s Gurbachan Singh Construction Pvt. Ltd.The committee
vide technical evaluation meeting dated 11.09.2025 declared M/s Gurbachan Singh
Construction Pvt. Ltd.as technically non-responsive as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i1i) (a) of REP. The

bidder vide Letter No. Nil dated 17-09-2025 represented that the following works uploaded in
bid are eligible for required experience:-

a) Bathinda-Malout NH-07 Project (Punjab)
' » Project cost:- Rs. 30.64 Cr
* Flyover: 33 m span, 1.020 Km. length at Ch. 0.880 Km.
* Bridge: 47 m span at Ch. 28.180-28.227 km.
* Performance certificates and drawings enclosed.

b) 4-Lane ROB on Bhatinda-Suratgarh Railway Section (Rajasthan)
* Project cost: Rs. 35,97 Cr.

* Span:-37.28 m
s  Length: 1,80 Km.

Performance certificates and drawings enclosed.
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& Afier detailed deliberation. the comminee finally decided that following hidders N1 b

considered as technically responsive;
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| Rohini. New Delhi-110085. i
M/ Statish Kumar Sharma Gavt. Contractor, VPO Dht
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(M-'s Om Prakash Sharma & Sons. Near Soharoo Com
Tehsil and District. Hamirpu ur (HP). _
M/s Ram Kumar Lunlracmf Pﬂ. Ltd pLF Co
SPR Road Gurugram. Hz 2004,
Mfs Mm Builders Pﬂvm Lumteﬁ




