
Minutes Of 21lC1Meeting of the Bid Evaluation CommIttee held on 19.01.2026 for selection 'of
.Cori~ltaOqyServices for Supervision of Dubtajpur Bypasswith 4-lane configuration of lqtb 5•.676
km on NIi~60 (new NH-14l from design chainage. 0.00 (existing km 316',135 On NH6Cl) to desIgn
chalnage 5.676 (exlstfng km 320.980 on NH60) in the district of Bfrbhum, West 8~ngal on EPc Modt!
(J9b No. NH~014JW8I2012·23/518)>> [Tend~r Ref No. MORTiH/RO-KOLlNIT/AE11025-26103, dt,
02~01~20~5 and CPP Portal Tender 10 No. (2025_MoRTH_867102_1)].

Meeting of Sid Evaluat10n Committee was held on 29.01.2026 under the chafrmanshfpofthe
R~iobal:Officer) Kolkata.. MaRTHthrough VC. The Chairman, Evaluation Committee welcomeo all
'fJeMem~rsanci req1.lesteciMember Secretary to elaborate. the evaluation earned out (or selection
'o'fGoosllltancy services for Authority Engineer (AE)for the project mentioneci above. . .

(2) The Member Secretary apprised the Committee that the bid for selection of Consultancy
services for Authority Engineer (AE)was invited on 02.07.2025 on CPP Portal with extended bid due
'~ate, ~s ~.5.08,2025 and technical bid was opened from the portal on 26.08.2025. Sips were

., ' .r~~tv~ trom the following bidders on INFRACON Portal: -

m Kaius ,CQnsultini Pvt. J.,.td.
'ttl) TPF Engineering Pvt. Ltd.
(iii) Jatman Construction and COl'l$iJltantslLP In Association with Abhlshfra Infrastructure'

Consultants Private Umited.
(iv) ON, Consultant Joint Venture with Indian Tecnoaat Limited In AsSOCiationwith Ekarnra

Techn~t$ {OPC)Private Umited.
(v) Sugam Technocrats Private tlrnlted JC)'fntVenture with Ste.rtfng Indo Tech CGns:tdtants

Private Ltd. In Associati()n with KI<RPCOri$Ultants PriVate limited.
(vJ) (eoma (on"SU\tins Joint ventr\ie with Casta EhgfMefS Pvt ltd InASsociatfon With

PrithYlg Infra Consultant Private IJmtted.
(vii) l NMalviya Infra Prajects Pvt. ltd.
(vlU) MSPARKFuturfstics ft Associates.
Firm ",MSPARKFuturistic:s a Asso¢Iate$D submitted 'the btd onty an INFRACONPortal Md
df(in't participate on [-procurement (ePP) Portal. As pet NfT (Para 6) Bid must be SUbmitted
Online .'at e-tender portal of NIC t.e. http:UtnffJcon.nlc.1n and https:lleprocure.fl9~.I!J.
Accordingly, the bid hasn't been C4MJdered.

(3) The Std Evaluation tommittee examtn$d anef evaluated the technical bids striCtly as per RFP
, ,

stipulation.

-. (5) In due course of time Within stipulated period representatfons were submitted by 1~) Kafus
Consulting Prlva~e LImited.
1.) TPF Engineering Pvt·Ltd. .
3.) Jllman Constru~on aod Consultal"lts Lt..PIn As5o(:fatlon with Abhtshfra InfraittU¢ture
Consultants prtvate Umfted.

(4) The Member Seere'tarY qppriseci.the ¢ottlntittee that 1" meeting of the commtttee was .held
on 17.12.202.5 and results were uploaded on ()9.01.2026 on the tppp portal for comments. If
any.
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4.rbH 'CollSult..ntJ.,tnt Venture with Indian Tettnocrat limited In Association wlt.h Ekamra
Tfthnoeats (ope) Pnvate Unlited.
5~)L~ Malvfya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd.
6;) Shri HarendrA Mhatre.
74 Shn Anirtidh KUl'lfar.

(6)' #frin "I(,'U$Consulting Private Umlte(j'" subm~tted tn their representation Vide letter dated
13~01~1.O26regarding consideration of result of technical evaluation that as per evaluation
~bmitted by themselves the firm should score 96.6,8 in total. Further, firm submitted 28
1)05. of highway professional where 12 nos. of-highway professionals have not updated their
CV on .Infracon portal neither submitted Form 26M. Hence, earlier obtained marks remain
u'naitered for no. of HighwayprofesSional category.

In the o~her representation' submitted QY Shri AnJrudh Kumar vide e-mail dated
~9;01.2026 wherein it Is claimed thatSenior Pavement Spedaltst from "Kalus Consuiting
,Pvt. 'Ltd~" submitted false Information, forged documents, and misrepresentation' of facts,

, whleh constttute a violation of the Request for Proposal (RFP) conditions and the,Code of
lnt~r1ty for'" Public Procurement. In the instant case Committee decided to seek a
·darification from the mentioned project authority. Firm "Katus Consulting Private Limited"
b~s P(oposed Mr. Dhfrendra Kumar Singh asSenfcr Pavement Specialt.st. In hIs submission
(followtng discrepancies and fraudulent claims have been identified.

(i) Mr. Dhtrendra Kumar Singh mentioned that he worked as a Highway cum
Pavement Engineer from 01.06.2011 to 28.02.2013 for Construction of 4 Lane of Balal1ce
w~rk of New Four Lane Agra Bypassconnecting from Km. 13.03 (On section of NH"UI)to
\J{m. '~16,,8 (On seCtton of NH~II)in the state of Uttar Pradesh. PPP, Length: 163.5 Km. 4
lari~.. ~o;~:U~R385~01 under PH' Inftatech limited. However, PNC Infrateeh Ltd. \4.de
em~n on 24.01.2026 subtnnt~ that Mr. Dhtrendra Kumar Singh neither worked with PNC
Infrateen·nor attached certificate is Issued by PNClnfratech Ltd.

(U) Mr. b~trendra Komar Singh menti~ned that he worked as a Highway Engineer
fr~r:n Q2.01.2006 to 31.1~.2007 for Con~ttudion work for Hoshangabad .. Pipariya -
PachrnarlSH-Road (SH22, 19 a 19A); Madhya Pradesh. Length: 126 km, EPC. However, as
per information available in Public domain i.e, MPRDC Website
(ht!Ds:/lmprdc,gov. in/uploads/medlalrdc.completedpro1.pdfh actual project commenced on
29.07.1003 and CODIssued on 25.05.2005. No construction activity was ongoing during the
claimed period.

(nil Mr~ Dhlrendra KiJmar Singh mentioned that he worked as a Highway cum
P4yemnet Engineer from 03.01.2008 to 30•.05.,"011 with Stanley Consultants Indta Pvt

. Ltd., forGonsul~n~ Servfc~sfor pi"oJ~ Impl~mel)tation and Supervision f()rconstrUdfon
. ;i:·.Of'ft~)JrLarifP8.qf'~jkot- Jamna.ar';.~Vadtnar<road sectlen of SH·25 in the state ofGUjarat
.,onBpt (T<>II) Basf~~ppp ~ngth:' 131.65 Km Cost: INR 678 (rores. However, as per deUXils
'j;:U~nteertlflcate ..uploa,ded on IHFRACONby stanley Consultants, actual project commenced
on 03..05.2010 and concluded on 09~09.20.14. Hence, there is mismatch tn the claimed
J)ertDd.

As per para 1..7 sub-para (a) (tt) this kind of activity comes under "Fraudulent
Practice". As per Section 2: letter of,lrivitaUon to Consultants Sub-para 3.4, Point No. X, "If

... ~
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any Information is found i'neorrect I fake I inflated In the CViat any stage, debarment of the
k~ personal from future MoRTHor its ExecuttngAgencies projects up to 2 year~ may be
taken by MoRTHor Its Executing Agencies. Hence. the Sentor Pavement Specialist (Mr.
Dhirendra Kumar Singh) Is found to be not qualified and awarded marks shall be Zero for
the said Key Personnel. I

(7) Finn"TPF Enslneer1na Pvt. Ltd. II submitted in their representation vide letter dated
13.01.2026 regarding consideration of result of techn1c~l evaluation that "the debaJ'lMt'lt
.periOd Imposed upon MIS TPF Engineering Pvt. Ltd. (hereinafter, "TPFEPL") has been
fofmaUy lifted with effect from 14.11.2025." In this regard, it Is to mention that the
debarment was imposed on 09.06.20:25 & was valid upto 14.11.2025. In thfs instant tender,
the bfd was opened on 26.08.2025, t.e., on the date of openfng of the bld the ffrm was
debarred. As per Cl. 10.3 under GeC of RFP, "upon declaration of non-performer, the AE will
not be able to participate in any bid for National Highways projects with MoRTHor fts
executing agencies tm such time the debarment persists. or the AE Is removed from .the list
of non-performers, In bidding for a particular proiect. bids from only suth firms should be
considered fo~ placement of contract, which are neither debarred on the date of openfnqof
tender nor debarred on the date of Issue of Letter of Acceptance (LoA)." Hence, in this
instant case our earlier stand remains unaltered that MIS TPFEPL may be taken as "Hon­
responstve".

'(8) Firm" Jafman Construction and Consultants UP In Association with Abhtshfra
Infrastructure Consultants Private limited·' submitted in their representation Vide le.ttet
dated 15.01.2026 regarding consideration of result of technical evaluation that as per
evaluation submitted by themselves 'the firm should score 96.18 in total. In this regard, upon
re-examination with the provisions as per RFP, the total marks of evaluation committee is
fbUt)d justified.

In another representation by "L NMalviya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd. It vide thefr letter
dated 10.01.2026 claimed that proposed Senior Quality cum Material Expert (Mr. Anup
Kumar Das) degree is doubtful from Jaiman Construction and Consultants UP. In the instant
cease Firm -Jatman Construction and Consultants LLP In Association With AbhfShira
Infrastructure COnsultants Private LImited" has proposed Mr. AnUp Kumar Das as a Senior
Q.uallty cum Material Expert. In his submissionMr. Anup Kumar Das submitted Bachelors of

, Teo:hnology (B~'tech)from Bund,U<hand University, which is not verified by lnfraean with
RemarkS·Candidate record not found in Untversitv.Records".

. i

~ per Section 2: letter of invltati.on to Consultants Sub-para 3.4, PoInt No. X (f), If the
. ~ .Personnel dOes not fulfill the minimum academic qualification (as mentioned at
~lQ5Ure-B .ofTORQf RFP), the overall score of his CVwill be evaluated as zero. Hence, the
.Senior Quality" (UmMaterial Expert (Mr. Anup Kumar Das) is found to be not qualified and
awarded marks shall be Zero for the said KeyPersonnel.

Ffrm -ON Cons",ltant Joint Venture with Indian Tecnocrat Llmtted In Association with
EkIm,., T~hl)o<at$ {ope) PrIvate Lfmlted- submitted In their representatton vide
'4'~t dat.l14.0i .10~6.reBJrdJng consideration of result of technJcal evaluatfon that as pet
_l~tJ~ subrnt(ted :by .Ulemselves. In thIs regi!rd, it Is to mention that ftrm submitted 51
;~f'. Qf .~Jah~y:protmJnl where 33 nos. of highway professIonals have not updated ~elr
fJI·.~ 1nfticOn pct1't.alnefhr submItted Form 26M. Hence, earUer obtained marks tor
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category Firm ~perlence Is unaltered. tn another category "Exprlence In MBIUor Better
Teehno\ogy", Firm earUer submitted 6 nos. of MB1UExperience certificate where In one
.~~periehte¢~~fJca~~MBIU,·was. not mentfon~ ..~y.authority .. Now with "representation firm
has' submitted the MBiU Experience certificate Issued by authority' for the same mentioned
project where MB}U'is mentioned, However the issued certificate does not tontaln letter
9~Tber or date; (h,efefore, It is not considered valid for evaluation. Further, regarding reo
evaluatton Of Bridge/StrUctural Engineer and Road safety expert. it Is to mendon that after
further examination with the provtslons as per RFP, the total marks of evaluation committee
Is found justlfled.

In another representation by "l NMaJvtya Itlfra Projects Pvt. ltd." vide their letter
. da~~ 10~Oh2026 claimed .that proposed tv of Team leader cum Highway Engineer from DN
C~~s.ultant is d~~tfQrand the same r~presentatfon has been submitted by "ShrfHarendra
b\A",tre~ Vipe e-mail dated 15.01.2026; In the Instant case committee decided to seek a
,cl~r1f1ca'tionfrom th~ mentfoned 'project authority. firm "ON Consultant" has proposed Mr.Qu. Prakash Kaushal as a Team leader. '

(t) Inn~submitted experience Mr. ,Om Prakash Kaushal, it is mentioned that he had
worl<e(Ias a Project Manager from December 1997 to January 1999 for "Constructfon of 4-
1a...:I"1 from km, 446.40 (Barwaadda to Baraker) of Delhi Kolkata Section of NH-2. Package
2 ,,,:the State of Bihar of Golden Quadrilateral Project. length 51km" where HHAJwas the
.Authority (Client). However, NHAI, RO Ranchi, vide email 19.01.2026 submitted that Mr.
·Om'PrakashKaushaltlas not worked as Project Manager In the project of "4-(aning of NH-2
, (rpm BafWa Adda to Barakar in the state of Bihar (presently Jharkhand)" during the period
~: t~tn'De,cember 1997 to January 1999.

(it) In the. another project ·Consultancy Services for Preparation of feasfbmty Study
-i. . 'illS ~etallEtd'Pl'9j~ Report for Deyelopment Upgradatlon to V4Lanfns of Darbhansa­

, i~taul.8asatha";JAadhawapur stretch Km. 0.00 to Km. 52.36 of length 52.36 km of SH·
", :,:;jS/lnsute ,of Bfhar'"Mr. Om Prakash Kaushal Claimed that he has worked as Team Leader
',<, ,c~t"rSr~,Highway,Enslneer from 01.1l.2003 to 30.09.2004wfth CPCS Upham Corporatfon
. ,c:ll1ow)~"as ':lJpham Intemati.onal Corporation). However, Upham lnternatfonal
..• ,·t0tPP~~tic,n'V1dee-mail dated 27.01.2026 confirms that attached exprlence certificate is ~

·'ssued 'by {hell' office.

As per para 1.7 sub-para (a) (if) this kind of activity comes under "fraudulent
Pta(tice" ..·Hence, the Team Leader is found tb be not quaUfled. As per Sectfon 2: letter Of
I~vttatlon to Consultants Sub-para 3.4, Point No. X, "If any information Is found incorrect I
::fake I Inflated' in the (;.V, at any stage, debarment of the key personal from future MoRTHor

, ,fij '~~tjfl8 ~~hcl~ projects up to 2 years may be taken by MaRTH 'or its Executing
, , ,',As'e~Cfes.Het~,.'Vie'''i4m leader Is non-responsive. As per Section 2: letter of invitation to

, ,./co~\iant$ Sub·~@J.t4, point No. X (f) this iostant bid is con~fdered to be technically -Non-
"RiPg'risf~·~. "

(1P) :..".$~9H.,;,..~ralMh,treisubmltted their representation vide e-maH d~ted 15.01.2026 claimed
, .. ; ~t#tVi 1t\It.i,...Ab4mea:~saricream'Leacf~rcum Senior Highway Engineer) and Mr. ShaUesh

, ~ !atnak (Resfdent cum Highway Engineer) submitted fake education certificate fro.m
·~~'it ;MatVJya :intra" Projects ltd.". In the Instant case committee decided to seek a
, ·datlfldttfon from the rnen1foned proJec;:tautf!orlty as well as firm.
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In the case of Resident cum Highway Engineer (Mr. ShaUesh Kumar p.tha~)
cOmmittee sought clarification by flrm as well as Candidate vide letter dated 20.01.2026.
Wherein firm LNMalvfya Infra Projects Ltd. replied that attached educational documents Is
verified by Infracon. Hence, Committee stand remain unaltered for Mr. ShaUesh Kumar
Pathak (Resident cum HighwayEngineer).

In another case Firm "L 1'04 IMlvIya Infra Projects Pvt. Ltd." has proposed Mr. Mattn
Mamed Ansa.ri in the position of Team Leader. In his submitted experience Mr. Madn
Mamed Ansari mentioned that he worked as a Team Leader cum HfBhwllYEngfn~ from
11.04.20216 to 31.01.2017 for ·Consultancy Services for preparation of FeasfbUlty Study
and Detatled<Project Report for Improvement to 2 lane With paved shoulderl4 fanfng of
NH~40 between ShUlong to Oawki section including construction of Dawkf Bridse fn
Meghalaya for execution on EPCMode under JICA 2 lane 61.31 Kms (Hill Road) .. lane
10.19 Kms (HtIl Road)" where NHIDCLwas the Authority (Client). However. NHIDCL~
Regional Office, Shfllons vide email on 22.01.2026 submitted that Mr. Matfn Ahamed Ansari
was neither the Team Leader cum HighwayEngineer fn the project "Consultancy Servfces
for preparation of FeaslbUfty Study and Detailed Project Report for Improvement to 2
lane with p.aved shoulderl4 laning of NH-40 between ShUlong te Oawkf sectfon Including
construction of DawkfBridie tn Meshalaya for execution on EPCmode under JICA" !!2! he
has ever worked at any position fn the said project on behalf of the firm MIs Transys
Consulting Pvt. Ltd. It has also been clarified by the associate partner of the project Mis
Ac'CreteConsulting Engineers (P) ltd. that Mr. IMtin Ahamed Ansari has never worked with
thefr firm and the experience certificate of Mr. Matin Ahamed Ansari attached in the trailing
email's Fake/forBed.

As per para 1.7 sub-para (a) (II) this kind of activity comes under "Fraudulent
Practice". Hence, the Team Leader is found to be not qualffied. As per Section 2: letter of
Invitation to Consultants Sub-para 3.4, Point No. X, "If any Information Is found incorrect /
take I inflated In the CV,at any stage, debarment of the key personal from future MoRTH or
its Executing Agencies projects up to 2 years may be taken by MoRTH or its Executing
Agencies. Here, the Team leader is non-responsive. As per Section 2: tetter of inVitation to
Consultants Sub-Para 3.4, Pofnt No. X (f) this instant bid is considered to be technically
."Non..Responsfvt" •

(11) As per "Section:3 Format For Submission of Ftrm Credentials" of RFP, as a evidence of
Average annual turnover, the Firm shall su~rnft CertUfcate of incorporation and audited
balanCe sheet for the last three years t.e, FY 2022-2023, FY 2023-2024 and FY 2024.;~5.Lead
partnet of Btdder "SuB,m Technocrats Private Limited Joint Ventur& with Sterlfne Indo
Tech Consultants Private Ltd. In Association with KKRPConsultants Private Limited- has
submitted the Annual turnover for the FY 2023-24, 2022·23 upto 2019·20 and not submttted
the annual turover of FY 2024-25, hence no wetghtage of turnover has been c:onsldered for

. "thiS Pt. Since u"rnover of only last 3 FY has to be taken into account as per RFPt.e, FY 2024-
25,<p( 2023-24 &_<FY2022.23, the avg. of last 3 years of turnover of lead partner "Supm
Technocrats Private LImited" is coming out to be Rs. 2.046 Cr.

_~ per para 151>fSection A of RFP deHnlngthe eligibility erttena, the Annual turnover
(upda~ed average of last 3 ye~rs) of the sole firm frem consultancy business should be equal
~o,ormore than ~,of Proj~t CQst. t.e, Rs. 4.65 Cr. and In case of JV, Lead firm has to fulfill
:atleast50 % cr'tter:h!tI.e.Minimumannual turnover (last 3 years) shall be Rs. 2.315 Cr. Hence,
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thEt Firm d~ ilQt quaUfy the ·jMfnfmum EUglblllty Criteria", Accordingly, the firm is found
"Hon-responSfve" •

(11) firm ·C~ma Consulting Joint Venture ~th Casta Engineers Pvt. Ltd. In association with
Prtthyl, Infra Gonsultaot prtvate LImited" has submitted necessary certificates from the
statutOry aucUtdr With~ut Unique Do(:ome.ntIdentfff¢atJon Number (UDIN). As per the Gazette
Notlflcat.ion: Extraordinary {PART III-SEC. 4} No.1-CA (7)/19212019, "Whereas the UDIN Is
Mand.atory for atl kinds of the certificates". In the RFP also it Is mentioned that "Annual
tu,rnQver duly certified by Chartered Accountant shall be accepted. In case of non-availability
of such documents no weightage of turnover/experience will be considered!' Therefore,
·MnualAverage Turn Over could not be conflrmed from the firm's submtsslon,

Regarding this issue in the Hon'ble High Court of Calcutta in a case WPA 513712025 in
,~tWeen the Freysslnet Prestressed Concrete Co, Ltd, a Anr. VS, The State of West Bengal ft
0ts.' the Hon'ble Court upheld the decisjon of declaration of the bidder as 'Non~responsive'
for which one of the reasons Was non-submission of UDIN certificate. In another case in the
<Hoplble High Court of Delhi Vide case No. W.P.(C) 4628/2024 ft CM Appl. 18.999·1900012024
~~Mn MJS SONSHINECATERERSPRIVATeLIMITED vs. UNION Of INDIA THROU(jH MIN1ST'RY
OF;\f(AII;.WAV$'~ANR.The Hon'ble Court upheld the decision of declaration of the bfdder non­
resPonsive as the UDIN could not be verified in the portal.

Hence, the Firm does not qualify the «Minimum Eligibility Criteria". Accordingly, the
firm is found "Hen-responsive».

(13) It is noted that out of 4 firms which were found responsive after 1st Technical evaluatfon .
meettng, 2 bidders i.e, MIs ON Consultant Joint Venture with Indian Tecnocrat l.imited In
Assqeiatfoh Wi,th Ekamra Technocats fOPC) Private Limited ft Mis L N Malvfya Infra Projects
Ltd' have become' nOr'Hesponsfve due to Fraudulenl Practice by the Team leader. further,

. remaIning z bJdder3 t.e, MIs Kafus Consulting. Pvt. Ltd, a: MIs Jaiman Construction and
Consultants'liP In Association. with' Abhishfra 'Infrastructure Consultants Private limited,
Wh1Ch still remains t~ponsiVe; However#marks of both of these firms have been reduced due
'~'F:raudalent .prilc;ttcelnon-fulfiUment .of minimum academic qualification by the Key
.personnel.

. :Ac.cordfngly, The Evaluation Committee decided to cancel the tender and float the
fresh RFPtn due course of time.

"

v.!.;.~
.~

(N~ztmKhan)
Member Seaetaeym,MoRllf.'Kolkatll

~~
. (Shrl Vlnod )i;~,StnBh)

Member
E,E,NH Dlv XII, PW (RoadS) Dept.
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~'L~
(Shn M9ban S"'m'la)

Mimber
; '.r.Wfstant Anandal AdYfsor PWD Govt. of.... '" '. . . . ) ,.

Westben.al

(Sandfp .Krishna Saha)
Chatrman

kesJonal Offlc,er, Kof~ta, MoRTH
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