National Highways Authority of India
(Madhya Pradesh Division)
G-5 &6, Sector-10, Dwarka, New Delhi - 110075

NHAI/PIU/GWL/Ramnagar/PBMC (E- 235262) Date: 07.08.2025

To,

All bidders,

Sub: Short Term Improvement and Routine Maintenance work of tolling reach of
Ramnagar Fee Plaza from km 1251+814 to 1305+087 (Total Length = 53.273 Km) on Baran-
Shivpuri Section of New NH-27 in the state of Madhya Pradesh on PBMC Mode.- (Tender ID:
2025_NHAI_233624_1) - Result of Technical Evaluation - Reg.

Sir

bd

Please refer to your online bid submitted on 12.06.2025 for the subject project. The
result of Technical Evaluation of all the bidders is as under-

S. Name of the Remarks
No, Applicant o |
1. Mis Suraj | Qualified f
Construction
| Company _ 4
2 M/s Mahavir | Qualified
Sharma o .
3 Mis K.G. Gupta | Bidder has been considered as Disqualified for the following reasons.

Infrastructure  Pvt.
Ltd.

1. Bidder has not submitted the Fitness Certificates of the MMUs which is required as
per Appendix to ITB of Section 2 of RFP.

Therefore, in the absence of the Fitness Certificate of MMUs Submitted, Bidder is not
meeting the criteria mentioned in Note to clause 4.1(j)(1) of Appendix to ITB of section 2
of RFP.

2. In point no. 14, the operatable branch mentioned is Indore instead of New Delhi which
is required as per the format of Bank Guarantee provided in RFP.

Bidder was asked to submit an amendment to the Bank Guarantee duly rectifying the
above-mentionad discrepancy along with SFMS delivery confirmation report. However,
Bidder has not submitted the required amendment.

3. The experience of Mr. Satish Ingley as Project Manager/Team Leader in Highway
Sector is from May 2022 to September 2024 only, which is less then required experience
as mentioned in clause 4.1} (2) of RFP i.e. 8 years as Project Manager/ Team Leader of
Consultancy Contract on Highway, Bridge construction/ Maintenance works. A query
was asked from the bidder in this regard. However, in the replies submitted by the bidder
the required CV of Project Manager with required detail not found. Hence, CV of Mr.
Satish Ingley for the position of Project Manager has been rejected.

M/s Kaiser
Constructions
Engineers and
Contractors

Bidder has been considered as Disqualified for the following reasons.

1, The bidder has submitted supporting documents for cne MMU only, the second
MMU has not been submitted, Bidder has submitted an undertaking in this regard,
However, As per the note mentioned at the end of clause (4.1j(1) of RFP “The bidder
must upload scanned copy of the decumentary evidence in support of his owning/
leased/rented of the above eguipment along with fitness Certificates” and it is also

| _mentioned in the same clause that "Any conditional evidence of deployment of above




eqﬁprh_en_t or inadequate proof as rédﬂﬁéd?o?ﬁy of th?fzquibment shall make the bid
non-responsive and financial bid shall not be opened”

Hence, in view of the above mentioned clause the Undertaking submitted by the bidder
has not been considered.

2, Bidder has submitted proof of Semi Automatic Drum Mix Mcbile Plant DM35 (35-
45) TPH instead of 1 Mini hot mix plant (6/10 T/Hr capacity) with indirect heating
arrangements which is required as per clause 4.1 (1)(a). of section 2 of TB.

3. Bidder has not submitted any proof in support of 1 Static Roller, having the
capacity of 8/10 T. Which is required as per clause 4.1 (1)(a). of section 2 of ITB.

5 M/s Saraswati | Qualified
Buildcon
6 M/s AK Shivhare | Bidder has been considered as Disqualified as per clause 4.1 (d) of RFP as Bidder has
Infrastructure  Pvt | not submitted Fitness certificates in support of the both MMUs. which is required as per
Ltd Note to clause 4.1.(j)(1) to Appendix to ITB of Section 2 of RFP.
Therefore, in the absence of the Fitness Certificate for MMU, Bidder has been considered
as Disqualified as per clause 4.1 (d) of RFP.
7 Mis Mahavir | Bidder has been considered as Disqualified for the following reasons.
Prasad Gupta And
Sons 1. The CV submitted in the Reply indicates a total experience of 69 months (5 years and
9 months) as Incident cum Road Property Manager cum Route Operation Manager,
however project-wise designation has not been provided which is required as per Note
to clause 4.1(j)(2) of Appendix to ITB of Section 2 of RFP.
2. The CV submitted in the reply reflects a total of 104 months (8 years and 8 months) of
experience in highway projects, it does not clearly specify the designations held (i.e.,
Project Manager/Team Leader) in each project.
The resubmitted CV is identical to the original and lacks the required designation-wise
breakdown which is required as per Note to clause 4.1(j)(2) of Appendix to ITB of Section
2 of RFP.
8 M/s KCC Infra Pvt | Qualified
Ltd B - -
9 M/s Godec | Bidder has been considered as Disqualified as Bidder has not submitted the following
Construction Pvt. | documents as per clause 4.1 (d) of RFP.
Ltd. 1. Mobile Maintenance Unit with necessary equipment
2. Vibratory Roller (Capacity 8/10 T)
3. Static Roller (8/10 T)
4, Mechanical Broom (1250 sgm per hour)
5, Mini hot mix plant (6/10 T/Hr capacity)
6. Required CVs of Key Personnel as per clause 4.1 () of RFP
Further, Bank Guarantee submitted by the Bidder is not as per the format provided in
RFP. i.e. “In point no 14 Address of the branch of the bank in New Delhi not mentioned.
Which is required as per the format of Bank Guarantee provided in RFP.
Further, in para no (c) of Notwithstanding clause of Bank Guarantee, Address of the
Bhopal branch of the bank is mentioned which is required to be deleted or Address of
New Delhi Branch is required.”
Clarification was asked in detail from the bidder in this regard However, Godec
Construction Pvt. Ltd. has not submitted replies to the clarification sought. Hence, in the
ahsence of any clarification, Bidder has been considered as non responsive due to
shortfall in the documents required as per clause 4.1 (d), (e) and 16.1 of section 2 of ITB.
10 M/s Shiva Buildtech | Qualified
Pvt Ltd 7 B
11 WS Murari  Lal | Qualified
| Agarwal L B




14

Mis KK Gupta | Bidder has been considered as Disqualified as per clause 4.1 (d) of RFP.

Constructions Pt
Ltd

‘Mls  Naseeb
Construction Co.

Bidder has not submitted the Fitness Certificates of the MMUs which is required as per
Note to Clause 4.1()(1) of Appendix ITB of Secton 2 of RFP.
Bidder has submitted an undertaking in this regard, However, As per the note mentioned
at the end of clause (4.1j(1) of RFP “The bidder must upload scanned copy of the
documentary evidence in support of his owning/ leased/rented of the above equipment
along with fitness Certificates” and it is also mentioned in the same clause that "Any
conditional evidence of deployment of above equipment or inadequate proof as required
for any of the equipment shall make the bid non-responsive and financial bid shall not be
opened’

Hence, in view of the above mentioned clause the Undertaking/explanation submitted by
the bidder has not been considered.

Therefore, in the absence of the Fitness Certificate for MMU, Bidder is not meeting the |
criteria mentioned in Note mentioned under Clause 4.1(j)(1) of Section 2 of ITB of RFP.

Bidder has been conside'ré?és_Disqualified for tﬁéma\fﬁé reasons.

% Bidder has not submitted Mechanical Broom having capacity more then (1250
sqm per hour) which is required as per clause 4.1 (1) of Section 2 of [TB.
2. In the 3rd Notwithstanding clause mentioned in the end of the Bank Guarantee

Address of Chandigarh Branch of the bank was mentioned which was required to be
deleted or Address of New Delhi branch of the bank is required. Clarification was asked
from the bidder in this regard Bidder has submitted an amendment to the Bank guarantee
duly correcting the said discrepancy.

However, Bidder has again mentioned the address of Chandigarh Branch in 3rd
notwithstanding clause of Amendment.

Therefore, the same has not been considered.

3, Bidder has submitted the CV of Mr. Nitish Bahuguna for the position of incident
cum Road Property Manager cum Route Operation Manager in replies, which was not
submitted in the Technical Bid. Therefore, as per clause 23.4 of Section 2 no additional
documents in support of clarification will be entertained. In view of the above, the same
has not been considered.

4. Bidder has claimed Project “Widening and Strengthening of Two - Lane Chakki
- Banikhet - Chamba - Bhamour Road NH-154A Km. 93 to 106 in the state of HP on EPC
Mode" in its Eligible projects. In the project Bidder has claimed a receipt of Rs. 45.36
Crore. However, as per Subcontracting Agreement submitted Bidder has been approved
for Maximum 49% of the cited work and as per the LOA issued to the main contractor |
i.e. M/s Royal Deep Construction Pvt. Ltd., the cost of the project is Rs. 49.33 Crore. |
Therefore, as per the Sub-Contracting Agreement Bidder is entitied for work of only 49% |
of Rs. 49.33 Croere. ‘
A Clarification was asked from the bidder in this regard, |
bidder has not given any justification and submitted the same documents again with |
some attachment of the financial statements reflecting receipts from the EPC contractor.
Which can not be considered as per the Sub-Contracting Agreement wherein Bidder is
entitied for work of only 49% of Rs. 49.33 Crore.

Hence, only 49% of the claimed amount for the project code “C" has been considered in
the evaluation.

Accordingly, Bidder is not meeting the requirement of Minimum Threshold Technical
capacity as required under clause 4.3 (i) of section 2 of ITB.

M/s R.R. and Sons

Bidder has been considered as Disqualified for the following reasons.
A, Bidder has not submitted the documentary evidence in support of his owning/
leased/rented of the following equipment.
T MMUs having capacity equal to or more than 6 tonne along with fitness
certificates.
2. Mechanical Broom (1250 sqm per hour)
Mini hot mix plant (6/10 T/Hr capacity)
Static Roller (8/10 T)
~ Both Air compressor




6. Dewatring Pump
7. String line set
A clarification was asked from the bidder in this regard, Bidder in its replies has
mentioned that ‘If we achieve the LI position, the equipment wilt either be purchased or |
hired, depending on the requirements and circumstances'”. ‘
However, as per the note mentioned at the end of clause (4.1 (1) of RFP “The bidder |
must upload scanned copy of the documentary evidence in support of his owning/
leased/rented of the above equipment along with fitness Certificates” and it is also
mentioned in the same clause that “Any conditional evidence of deployment of above
equipment or inadequate proof as required for any of the equipment shall make the bid
non-responsive and financial bid shall not be opened”
Hence, in the absence of documentary evidence in support of his owning/ leased/rented
of the String line set, conditional reply has not been considered.

B. 1) Bidder has Proposed Mr. Vikas Kumar Baliyan for the position of Project
Manager. From the available CV it is noted that Mr. Vikas Kumar Baliyan have
experience less then 8 ysars as Project Manager/ Team Leader of Consultancy Gontract
on Highway, Bridge construction/ Maintenance works which is required as per clause 4.1
j@.

2. Bidder has Proposed Mr. Rahul Singh Gurjar for the pesition of Site Engineer-
cum-Surveyor Engineer cum Material Engineer. From the available CV it is noted that
Proposed CV is not having experience of 4 years on Highway Construction/Maintenance
] work which is required as per clause 4.1 (2). -

15 M/s Radhakishan | Radhakishan Infra Developers Pvt. Ltd. has not submitted the Bid Security in the
Infra Developers | submitted bid, Hence, bidder has been considered as Non-Responsive as per clause
Put. Ltd. | 16.30of SECTION - 2 i.e. INSTRUCTIONS TO BIDDERS (ITB).

2. If any of the bidder has any objection to the above result, the same may be conveyed
to the Authority i.e. on or before 1500 Hrs.; 13.08.2025 on e- Mail ID tusharvyas@nhai.org
& mukeshmeena@nhai.org. After that, the financial bids shall be opened at 1600 Hrs. on
14.08.2025.

s

(Tushar Vyas)
General Manager (Tech)-MP

Signature Not Verified
Digitally signed by “

Location: eProcure
Central PSUs |
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