




Notes 
Reasons for non-responsiveness 
 
Note-1: M/s Lion Engineering Consultant (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s Agroha Infrastructure 
ConsulƟng Engineers (P) Ltd. 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25 and 
FY 2025-26 (up to June 2025). However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the second quarter of FY 
2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme 
employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to 
September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has 
been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Lion Engineering Consultant (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s 
Agroha Infrastructure ConsulƟng Engineers (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive. 
 
Note-2: M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P). Ltd.  in AssociaƟon with M/s InnovaƟve CADD Centre 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2023-24 and 
FY 2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it 
has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P). Ltd.  in AssociaƟon with M/s 
InnovaƟve CADD Centre, has been considered Non-Responsive. 
 
Note-3: M/s Bloom Companies LLC In AssociaƟon with M/s Bloom Infrastructure & LogisƟcs India (P) 
Ltd. 

A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 



(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25 and 
FY 2025-26 (up to June 2025). However, in the absence of Form 26AS for second quarter of FY 2025-
26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme 
employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to 
September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has 
been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Bloom Companies LLC, In AssociaƟon with M/s Bloom 
Infrastructure & LogisƟcs India (P) Ltd., has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, “The firm should have 
minimum experience of detailed Project Report/Feasibility Study cum Preliminary Design Report 
of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal to 2 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which 
RFP is invited (i.e. at least 92.22 Km).” 

In the present case, the bidder has claimed a total of 14 (fourteen) projects under this category. Out 
of these, only 1 (one) project was found to be eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement. 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as 36.75 
Km, against the minimum required aggregate length of 92.22 Km. 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the RFP. 
 
Note-4: M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s Vaishnavi Infratech 
Services (P) Ltd. 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2023-24 and 
FY 2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it 
has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s 
Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) Ltd., has been considered Non-Responsive. 
  



Note-5: M/s K&J Projects (P) Ltd. 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2023-24 and 
FY 2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it 
has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s K&J Projects (P) Ltd., has been considered Non-Responsive. 
 
Note-6: M/s Casta Engineers (P) Ltd. in JV with  M/s Hexa (P) Joint Stock Co. Ltd.  

A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the Lead Partner has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25. 
However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been 
possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-
year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key 
Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the Lead Partner has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
Similarly, the Other Partner, being a company based outside India, has submiƩed Insurance Record 
Report of its key Professionals for the FY 2023-24 or Calendar Year 2023. However, in the absence of 
the Insurance Record Report for the FY 2024-25 or Calendar Year 2024, it has not been possible to 
verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period. 
Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the Other Partner has been 
treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Casta Engineers (P) Ltd. in JV with  M/s Hexa (P) Joint Stock Co. 
Ltd., has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: "InformaƟon to Consultants" of the RFP, "The firm should have 
minimum experience of Project Supervision/IC of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal 



to 3 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which RFP is invited (i.e. at least 138.33 Km)." 
Furthermore, as per Clause 15(B) of SecƟon-1, the Lead Partner must fulfil at least 50% of the 
aforesaid requirement. 

In the present case, the Lead partner has claimed a total of 5 (five) projects under this category. Out 
of these, none of the projects have been found eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement.  
 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as nil, 
which is less than the minimum required aggregate length of 69.17 Km (i.e. 50% of 138.33 Km). 
 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(B) read in conjuncƟon with Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the 
RFP. 

C. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: "InformaƟon to Consultants" of the RFP, “The Firm should have 
experience of Project Supervision/IC of at least one project of similar category of two/four/six 
laning of length equal to 40% of project length (i.e. at least 18.44 Km).” Furthermore, as per Clause 
15(B) of SecƟon-1, the Lead Partner shall meet the aforesaid minimum requirement. 

In the present case, the Lead partner has claimed a total of 5 (five) projects under this category. Out 
of these, none of the projects have been found eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum 
eligibility criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(B) read in conjuncƟon with Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-
1 of the RFP. 

D. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, the Annual turnover 
(updated average of last 5 years) of the firm from consultancy business should be equal to or 
more than 2% of Total EsƟmated Project Cost i.e. Rs. 18.00 Crores. Furthermore, as per Clause 
15(B) of SecƟon-1, the Lead Partner must fulfil at least 50% of the aforesaid requirement. 

 
In the present case, the annual turnover of the Lead Partner has been assessed as less than the 
minimum required turnover of Rs. 9.00 Crores. (i.e. 50% of Rs. 18.00 crores). 
 
In view of the above, the bidder fails to meet the minimum eligibility requirement, as sƟpulated 
under Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, thereby rendering the 
bidder Non-Responsive. 
 
Note-7: M/s FP India Project Management Consultancy Services (P) Ltd. In AssociaƟon with M/s 
Indian Engineering Consultants India (P) Ltd. 
 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 



(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25 and 
FY 2025-26 (up to June 2025). However, in the absence of Form 26AS for second quarter of FY 2025-
26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme 
employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to 
September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has 
been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s FP India Project Management Consultancy Services (P) Ltd. In 
AssociaƟon with M/s Indian Engineering Consultants India (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-
Responsive. 
 
Note-8: M/s Arkitechno Consultants India (P) Ltd. in  JV with M/s Pioneer Infra Consultants (P) Ltd. 
in AssociaƟon with  M/s Shaurya Engineering Consultancy LLP 
 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, both the JV Partners have submiƩed Form 26AS of their Key Professionals for FY 
2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has 
not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Arkitechno Consultants India (P) Ltd. in JV with M/s Pioneer 
Infra Consultants (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s Shaurya Engineering Consultancy LLP has been 
considered Non-Responsive. 
 
Note-9: M/s Global Infra SoluƟons in AssociaƟon with M/s InnovaƟve Engineering Advisory LLP 

A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 



In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25. 
However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been 
possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-
year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key 
Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s 
Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Global Infra SoluƟons in AssociaƟon with M/s InnovaƟve 
Engineering Advisory LLP, has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: "InformaƟon to Consultants" of the RFP, "The firm should have 
minimum experience of Project Supervision/IC of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal 
to 3 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which RFP is invited (i.e. at least 138.33 Km)."  

In the present case, the bidder has claimed a total of 16 (sixteen) projects under this category. Out of 
these, only 9 (nine) projects have been considered eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement. The remaining 7 (seven) projects have been found ineligible as per the evaluaƟon carried 
out. 
 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as 
132.29 Km, which is less than the minimum required aggregate length of 138.33 Km. 
 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the RFP.  
  
Note-10:M/s Yongma Engineering Co Ltd in Joint Venture with M/s Segmental Infrastructure 
Development Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s SRI Infra ConsulƟng Engineers (P) Ltd 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, both the JV Partners have submiƩed Form 26AS of their Key Professionals for FY 
2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has 
not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Arkitechno Consultants India (P) Ltd. in JV with M/s Pioneer 
Infra Consultants (P) Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s Shaurya Engineering Consultancy LLP has been 
considered Non-Responsive. 
 
  



Note-11: M/s. Saptagon Asia Private Limited in AssociaƟon with M/s Highraise ConstrucƟon  and 
Consultants (P) Ltd. 

A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25 and 
FY 2025-26 (up to June 2025). However, in the absence of Form 26AS for second quarter of FY 2025-
26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme 
employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to 
September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has 
been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s. Saptagon Asia Private Limited in AssociaƟon with M/s 
Highraise ConstrucƟon  and Consultants (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. The bidder has been declared debarred by NHAI unƟl 09.06.2026, vide its leƩer dated 09.06.2025. 
Accordingly, the bidder has been considered non-responsive. 

Note-12: M/s Geo Designs and Research (P) Ltd. 
 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

 
In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2023-24 and 
FY 2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it 
has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Geo Designs and Research (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-
Responsive. 
 
Note 13: M/s MSPARK FuturisƟcs & Associates in JV with M/s ARMENGE Engineering (P) Ltd. 



A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, both the JV Partners have submiƩed Form 26AS of their Key Professionals for FY 
2024-25. However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has 
not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the 
required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of 
Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the 
bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s MSPARK FuturisƟcs & Associates in JV with M/s ARMENGE 
Engineering (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, “The firm should have 
minimum experience of detailed Project Report/Feasibility Study cum Preliminary Design Report 
of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal to 2 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which 
RFP is invited (i.e. at least 92.22 Km).” Furthermore, as per Clause 15(B) of SecƟon-1, the other 
Partner must fulfil at least 40% of the aforesaid requirement. 

In the present case, the other partner has claimed a total of 6 (six) projects under this category. Out of 
these, only 1 (one) project was found to be eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length requirement. 
 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as 34.03 
Km, against the minimum required aggregate length of 36.89 Km (i.e. 40% of 92.22 Km). 
 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(B) read in conjuncƟon with Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the 
RFP. 
 
Note 14: M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s Mahamarg Infra 
Consultants (P) Ltd. 
 
As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three financial 
years; and 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the 
RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25 and 
FY 2025-26 (up to June 2025). However, in the absence of Form 26AS for second quarter of FY 2025-



26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme 
employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-year period (i.e., from September 2024 to 
September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has 
been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s 
Mahamarg Infra Consultants (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive. 
 
Note 15: M/s Almondz Global Infra Consultant Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s KAIUS ConsulƟng (P) Ltd. 

A. As per Clause 15(C) of SecƟon-1: “InformaƟon to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the 
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfil both of the following condiƟons 
simultaneously: 
 

(a) Demonstrate the Average Annual Turnover from consultancy services over the last three 
financial years; and 
 

(b) Have the required number of Key Professionals on full-Ɵme rolls (for a minimum period of one 
year), supported by submission of Form 26AS, in accordance with Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of 
the RFP. 

In the present case, the bidder has submiƩed Form 26AS of its Key Professionals for FY 2024-25. 
However, in the absence of Form 26AS for the FY 2025-26 (i.e. up to September 2025), it has not been 
possible to verify the conƟnuity of full-Ɵme employment of the Key Professionals for the required one-
year period (i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025). Accordingly, the number of Key 
Professionals on the full-Ɵme rolls of the bidder has been treated as nil, thereby rendering the bidder’s 
Technical Capacity as nil. 
 
Furthermore, the bidder has not submiƩed its Technical Capacity details, as required under Form T-11 
of the RFP. In the absence of the requisite informaƟon, the Technical Capacity of the bidder could not 
be determined. 
 
In view of the above, the bidder M/s Almondz Global Infra Consultant Ltd. in AssociaƟon with M/s 
KAIUS ConsulƟng (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive. 

B. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: "InformaƟon to Consultants" of the RFP, "The firm should have 
minimum experience of detailed Project Report/Feasibility Study cum Preliminary Design Report 
of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal to 2 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which 
RFP is invited (i.e. at least 92.22 Km)."  

In the present case, the bidder has claimed a total of 21 (twenty-one) projects under this category. 
Out of these, only 1 (one) project was found to be eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement. 
 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as 50.91 
Km, against the minimum required aggregate length of 92.22 Km.  
 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the RFP. 



C. As per Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1: "InformaƟon to Consultants" of the RFP, "The firm should have 
minimum experience of Project Supervision/IC of 2/4/6 laning project of aggregate length equal 
to 3 Ɵmes or more of similar category for which RFP is invited (i.e. at least 138.33 Km)."  

In the present case, the bidder has claimed a total of 14 (fourteen) projects under this category. Out 
of these, only 3 (three) projects have been considered eligible towards meeƟng the aggregate length 
requirement. The remaining 11 (eleven) projects have been found ineligible as per the evaluaƟon 
carried out. 
 
Based on the above, the total eligible aggregate length under this category has been assessed as 32.56 
Km, which is less than the minimum required aggregate length of 138.33 Km. 
 
Therefore, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeƟng the minimum eligibility 
criteria as sƟpulated under Clause 15(A) of SecƟon-1 of the RFP. 
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