- oy thechalfmanﬂfthe Evaluation Committee welcomed the
members,

%, MemberSecretarymformedthecommxtteethat

) Based on the Tecommendations of the Evaluation. Committee, the
tje,chniﬁca{_ responsiveness of the thirteen {13) bidders menjﬁiapgd ,'Ijezfoy;; was
intimated vide letter dated 20.02.2026, duly giving seven days’ time to' the
non-responsive: bidders to submit their representation; if any, against their
‘technical non-responsiveness, |

[SI [ NameofBigder ———— T

,Respﬁnsfyév
Responsive
Responsive

] _ il _Non-Responsive
elimited.  —~ 380 B Responsive:
ures Limited- JSP Projects Putlid vy | Responsive.
FRAENGINEERS PVT LTD -LLC Mulf Responsive
gional Company MMIKGIV; :

ELLENGINEERSITD
A PROJECTS - TANOR Engineering (V)
ISTRUCTIONLIMITED

ORATHIA TNRA PUT 170
rewal Infracon Put LIG (V)

Further, the Financial o 1sultant, M/s Spine Aaii.r‘-s_gxﬁy Pyt Ltq'bfn?qgfmefq
the Comimittee that two: bidders, namely M/s VELJI RATNA SORATHIA INFRA
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PYT, LTD - Dmeschandra R Agrawal Infracon Pyt Ltd (JY) and Mi/s R.G
BUILDWELL ENGINEERS LTD; were declared as non-pe’rf ‘ mersfdebarred m NH
-wcrks Consequently_ on recommendation of ava heir
& Ss was modified from ééspi;n;swé fct:_ ben—R-espcns; & &5

S shown below; was
" The result wa also‘

[y e — G-

s L .ABCI Infmsirucmres Pvi-!};td' - sy RegponSIVa'
2 | Bhatta I oF ey Bl Rgsponswe
3_{ CEIGALLINDIA mlTEa’_Rgxnuer fnfrasfmcmre ALY | Recpons

g HazsorMultzg bjecis i LR ,)_Noanesponsnve

2
3
e
5 _| Kram Infracon Pri il ' Responsive
_ 8| Mayashesl entures Lim mited- JSP Drojents"f?;?t.;m‘. (v 1 _Responsive
7 ;:_Mc,iRs‘a 1 C INFRAE PVTLID=LLC Vil ’ _iesp.ansiﬁia

8 ’PUNAE—" o — | NonResponene
g FELL ENGINEERS LTD A A R . "Ngn-Responswe
RA PROJECTS - TANORfEngmeenn-i: m s _Non-Responsive _
Y ,;-i;,owsmucrfom LMTED T T onresonsie
AINDIA™ g NNILE R Responsive™
 Non-Responsfve

: : \acﬂ:y received.
}from ] he seven {07) techmcaﬁy resnonswe brdders and found them ehglb e for
opening of the financial bids..

o technically
116.03. bids were handed
M/s Spme Advrsory Pvt Ltd for financial
le Financial Consultant wds received vide
15 annexed,

of b s.. The report :
letter _,,ated 18.03.2026. The 5

4. The report of the Financial Consultant_ was deliberated by the: Evaluation
Committee in its meeting held on 19.03. 2026 and the s same is detailed be{ow
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the"i”re.spectwe bidders have been evaluated on the
and 3 3 of the RFP document, whichis reprcduced as helow:

sk j_ﬁéhi%@fﬁid&erx Bid Price Guoted ) ' ~%(+! - aboye or [ Rank |

No e e ‘befawEsﬁmated
’ Amount in Rs Amaunt in Words i

[T | ABCT irastrictures Py 3.74.95,00,000 ,J'Rupaes Thes Hundred | 9580 115
| g P

2| Bharlla Infra Projecis G | 4,40,89,00,000 | L [

i'"3,5_0;‘9_??;IJC{;(:EIGQ‘ T Rupees Thres Hundied | (33025 1E
i Ten Crore Ninety Seven
Infrastmcture Pyt L Lakh Orly

Sh/

“j_f"4? | Kram Infracan ana%e 357,9300000 ' Rupees Three Hundred (18.72 (12
Limited Frﬂy Seven: :
' ] Three Lakh

5 | Mayasheel Ventures '3,06,53,00,000 Rupees Three 3125 7

Limited- JSP Projects Hundred Sxx Crore

PUtLtd, (.w)

| 3:21,00,88,705 2o (5

lnteweglonaf Gompany
MK EV)

| TTCNEROR ”3,68;93;?2;?.835 :?-’7'?

s G

(i) The fmanmal bid of M/s Mayasheel Ventures Limited - JSP Projects Pyt.
| qiioted bid price émountmg to Rs. 3,06,53,00,000/- (Rupees
d. Six Crore F}_,,.Vy Three: Lakh: Oniy} excluswe of GST has been
ed 4;_1 b}d as per RFP. The quoted bid project cost: of L-1 bzdder, Mis
Mayashee[ ¥Yentures Limited « Jsp Projects Pvt. Ltd, (JV) is 31,25% below" the
appreved Estimated Project Costof Rs.4, 45,8456, 535f~

J




(it} The engmal docume
received. from the L.~ 1 bi
uploaded along Wwith the b

Nts as per the requirement of the RFP have been

er and have been compared with the docurrients
id found to be'in order.

& .,:Memh.él"_?._Searetary..appnsedff:hé» C'o;mmigtéé»fthatqﬁz:

{a-) As per ‘clause 2'21“1 of REP,. the selected Bidder shall Fu;rmsh to the
' #Bond (1ssued by Insurance Com' any auth |
: [cpment ALthonty of Indz 1) I8

an "'unf’cfg':'r_’ndiftfon;a“l Bé‘n?{--,ﬁ;iai:antee f(fl,nclud?ngf-ze'-téank:‘Gu ‘::antee) from a Banf ’n
the form set forth in: Appendix-y] | {the “Performance Security™) for an amotint
equal to 3% (three percent} af quoted Bi Pnce Ty, amounting to Rs,
9,19,59 OOOI (Rupees Nine Crore: Nmeteen,,,&aw_” Fifty Nme Thousand Onky}

b) In case: _of bids mentioned below, the Selected. Bidder, along with the
Performance: S"cunty, shall also fiirnish to the Authenty in the form of
'ﬂSUf’aﬁC. .‘i&’”BO?H‘d {iSSUéd fby l'nsurance_ :Co 'pany, authorized by Instrance

Guarantee) frcm a Bank in the: same form gwen'at é#bendlx Vil fowards an

Additional Performance Security (the "Additzonal Performance Sef:unty”) for an
-amaunt calctlated as under: '

(i} Wh" e the bid Pprice is below 10% but not: below 20% of the project cost
putto | the adciztmna{ perfermance guarantee/ secunty percentage shall be:
incremented by 0.1% for every percentage of bid price be w 10% of the
Project cost put to bid starting at 11% with. the. additional bid performance:
guarantee being 0.1% and this additicnal performance guarantes percentage
shall be applied on the bid price.

{n) Where the b}d price is: -20% or more below of’ the project cost put to bid
the add}txona{ performanice guarantee percentage shall be i incremented by 0.2%
for EVery percentage of bid price below 20% of the project cost put to bid in
addztmn to 1% of the bid pnce and this additional performance guarantee
percentage shall be applied on the bid price;

(i) The Additional Performance Security percentage shall be rounded off to
the next lower p centage based on whether the decimal point of the
percentage of Bid Price is below 0.5% or next higher percentage based on
whether fthe_;»-&egi_ al point of the percentage of Bid Price is 0.5% or mareb/
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(v} The Additional Performance Security shall be treated as part of the
Performance Secunty -

In the instant case Bid Price of the Lowest Bidder is Rs. 3 86 53 GU ,000/=

against the Fstimated Project Cost of Rs; 4,45,84,56,535/- wmch is: 31 5%
lower than the Estimated Project CGSt A the Addltlor}al;
Performance. Securrty has been wor ut as

nd 11.25% 1.6.; 11%

Addstzonai Performa 2 Security (APS} for 20% below bid=1%
* Increment @ 0.2% for each 1% beyond 20?’ 0. 2 X %= 2.2%
Addltmnal Performance Security Percentage 2.2% + 1%=3.2%

.

Therefore, the Selected Bidder-is required to' submit Additional Perfariance
Security am; ntmg te Rs. ¢ ,6007- (Rupees* Nine Crore E}ghty Lakh Eighty
Nine Thousan 121X fundred Only), @'3.2% of the Bid Price,

6. ) ;
the Estlmated Pro;ect’ co
Authonty s
adequate qu:

at the quoted Bid Price’is mgmﬁcantly lower than
- The Committee advised that the Competent
co"‘“"irder appointment of a: Third- -Party Qualxty Auditor to ensure
y control. dunng the construction pericd.

# After Eiéhbvgrgwt@ﬁs”, the Evatuation Committee recommended the
following for pproval of the Competent Authority:

(i) Award of work to M/s Mayasheel Ventures Limited- JSp Projects Pyt Ltd.
{Jvy, the Lowest Qualified {L-1) Bidder, at a quoted Bid Price: amauntmg to Rs.
3,06,53,00,0007~ (Rupees Three Hundred Six Crore Fifty Three Lakh Gniy)
exclusive of GST, and.

{#)  To obtain Performance Security of Rs. 9, 19,59,000/+ {Rupees Nine Crore
Nineteen Lakh Fifty Nine Thousand On[ )@ 3% of the Bid Pnce and Addztlona{
Performance Security of Rs. 9, 80‘ Qf (Rupees Nme are Eighty Lakh
Eighty Nine Thousand Six Hund ed Only), @ 3. 2% of the Btd Pmce for the work
as per clause 2.21.1 of the REP from L-1 bidder.

(iii} To appoint a Third -Party Quahty Auditor to ensure adequate quahty
control during the construction period.
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(Rohin Kumar Gupta)
Superintendi ng Enginesr (West Zone) Superint
MORTEH ' h

Q{La!;atéiidﬂ.v.ﬁéﬁ\&?fa) o
ending Engineer (North Easty
MoRT&H

(2 - :4::{3
o 56 Loonlya) (SanjayKumar)
"Chief{Engjneer {BRO),.  AFA, FD
Project Brahmank MORT&H

. (Rejeey Singhy

Additional Director General. (North East),
MORT&H

Signature Not V

Digitally signed by
Date: 2026.045@f
Location: eProcure-EPROC
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