Minutes of Meeting of Evaluation Committee for Re-evaluation of
Technical Bid for Short term maintenance Contracts (STMC) of NH 122 A
(Vishwanathpur chowk Ch. km 0.000 to Kharka basant Ch. km31.820) on
existing alignment under NH Division Sitamarhi for the year 2025-26 in
thestate of Biharheld on 15-06-2026 in the office of Chief Engincer, NH
(North) Wing, RCD, Bihar, Patna.

Amount put to Tender: - Rs. 4.5455Cr.

(9]

)

. The above-mentioned work was sanctioned by MoRT&H, Government of

India vide file no.- RW/PAT/NH-122A/Km 0.00 to Km 31.820/STMC/2025-
26-1646 Computer no-259349 dated 06-10-2025(Job no-STMC/NH-
122A/25-26-04) amounting to Rs. 4.6593305 Cr. The amount of the work put
to tender was Rs. 4.5455Cr.

1™ time bid for the above-mentioned work was invited online by Executive
Engineer, NH Division, Sitamarhi vide NIT dated-06-10-2025 on
e-procurement site with Bid Due date —04-11-2025.Technical bid was opened
on 05-11-2025 in which single bidder Ram kumar singh was participated, the
bid was cancelled by the Engineer-in-chief (work) RCD Bihar vide letter no-
1794(E) dated-11-03-2026 due to insufficient time for tendering process.

2™ time bid invited by Executive Engineer, NH Division, Sitamarhi vide NIT
dated-09-04-2026 on e-procurement site with Bid Due date-
25-05-2026.Technical bid was opened on 26-05-2026 in which following
three bidders participated.

| S.No. Name & address of Bidders.

1 | Abhiraj Kumar

Vill Maruki, P.O. Kumma, P.S. Sursand, Sitamarhi, Bihar-843331

2 | OM SAI CONSTRUCTION

colony, P.O. Ramji Chak, P.S. Digha Patna, Bihar - 800018

Address G. Floor, Utsav, H/O Subodh kumar singh,Ward no 33 Mithila

3 | M/S. KABBU KHIRHAR

843301

Address - Shankar Chowk, Dumra, Ward No. 1 Dist - Sitamarhi, Bihar -

4. The technical bid of the above bidders was evaluated by the Evaluation

Committee on 15-06-2026 and the details Average annual turnover for last

three years, Amount of similar nature work&Bid Capacity as tabulated
below:-
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Sii. Subject | Requirement |  Abhiraj KHIRHAR
No. : Kumar CONSTRUCTION
“<core | 111.18 Crore
1 Average 4.3791Crore | 5.5345Crore
annual
turnover 4.5455Crore
for last
three years
2 2.2727 Crore | 7.27Crore 3.4381Crore 52.82Crore
Amount of | (One Work)
e 1.5909 Crore
! (Two Work)
nature 1.1364 crore
work (Three Work)
3 Bid 10.09 Crore | 11.12 Crore 150.198Crore
; 4.54 crore
Capacity
5. The Evaluation Committee found that 2 bidders out of 3 are Technically
Non-Responsive, their reason as following: -
Si. Bidder Reason for non-responsive.
No.
1 Abhiraj Kumar | Non-Responsive

(1) Bidder doesn’t achieve minimum average
annual financial turnover as per clause 4.3 A(a)
of RFP.

(11) Bidder doesn’t submitted undertaking that the
bidder is not affiliated to the firm or entity that
has been hired or employed by the Employer
for preparation of bid documents or to
supervise the contract as per Clause 4.1(h) of
RFP

2 M/S. KABBU | Non-Responsive
KHIRHAR

(1)  Bidder doesn’t submitted undertaking that the
bidder is not affiliated to the firm or entity
that has been hired or employed by the
Employer for preparation of bid documents or

to supervise the contract as per Clause 4.1(h)
of RFP




6. Both technically non-responsive bidders, have submitted their representation.

The evaluation committee has examined their representation and following
decision:

e —

Evaluation Commiitce Decision

Reason for Non responsive

I1.

| Abhiraj Kumar

1.

Bidder doesn’t achieve
minimum average annual
financial turnover as per
clause 4.3 A (a) of RFP.

Bidder doesn’t submitted
undertaking that the bidder
is not affiliated to the firm
or entity that has been
hired or employed by the
Employer for preparation
of bid documents or to
supervise the contract as
per Clause 4.1(h) of RFP

I) Bidder Abhiraj Kumar has achicved average
annual financial turnover i.c. Rs-7.4551 Cr. as per
clause 4.3 A (a) of RFP.

1) Both bidders have admitted in its representation
that it failed to upload the mandatory
undertaking required under Clause 4.1(h) of the
RFP. The said clause specifically requires
submission of an “Undertaking that the bidder is
not affiliated to the firm or entity that has been
hired or employed by the Employer for
preparation of bid documents or to supervise the

contract.”
Further, Clause 4.3 B(a)(b) of the RFP expressly
stipulates  that failure to submit the

M/S. KABBU KHIRHAR

[ Bidder  doesn’t
submitted undertaking that
the bidder is not affiliated to
the firm or entity that has
been hired or employed by
the Employer for
preparation of bid
documents or to supervise
the contract as per Clause
4.1(h) of RFP

certificates/documents as specified shall make the
bid non-responsive. Since the bidder admittedly
failed to submit the mandatory undertaking along
with its bid, the bid suffers from a material non-
compliance with the requirements of the RFP and is
therefore liable to be treated as non-responsive and
rejected.

The omission cannot be treated as a minor
procedural deficiency, as the undertaking forms part
of the mandatory bid documents prescribed under
the RFP. Permitting its submission after bid opening
would amount to allowing the bidder to rectify a
material defect in its bid, contrary to the terms of the

RFP and the principles of fair and transparent
tendering.

The Evaluation Committee during scrutiny of representation of Abhiraj
Kumar; observes that OM SAI CONSTRUCTION has suppressed the
mforme}tlon regarding “Construction of Panchayat sarkar Bhawan at J alalpur
Gangati Panchayat Block Mahua District-Vaishali.” It is made misleading or
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false representations in bidding process as per RF
reinforced by OM SAI CONSTRUCTION by his lett
W/PATNA/2026-27/122 dated-19-06-2026.

The Evaluation Committee after examination t
bidders, results as tabulated bellow: -

P clause 4.5(1). It also
er no-OSC/CE/NH(N)

he representation from the

Earlier decision of TEC Decision of TEC after

Si. | Name of Bidders. ks
No held on 15-06-2026 examination of
representation
1 Abhiraj Kumar Non-responsive Non-responsive
2 OM SAI Responsive
CONSTRUCTION Non-responsive
3 M/S. KABBU Non-responsive Non-responsive
KHIRHAR

9. In view of above, Evaluation Committee recommends to cancel the tender
and invite a fresh tender for above said work for a short-term period for
timely disposal of tender and early execution of work.

Meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the chai%
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Chairman cum
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NH (North) Wing, RCD, Bihar, Patna



