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National Highways Authority of India
(Ministry of Road Transport and Highways, Government of India)
-5 tF 6, THT-10, BRFHI, 75 Rl - 110075 @ G-5 & 6, Sector-10, Dwarka, New Delhi-110075
AN /Phone : 91-11-25074100 / 25074200

TRy A

Result of Technical Proposals

Tender ID: 2026_NHAI_261501_1 13.05.2026
To,

All the Participated Bidders

(As per table below)
Sub: Consultancy Services for Authority Engineer of (i) Construction of a 4-lane Western bypass

for Jaunpur city, connecting NH-731 at existing Ch. Km. 223+200 to NH-135A (Eastern Bypass) at
Ch. Km. 107+780 (total length: 12.205 km) in the state of Uttar Pradesh, on EPC mode (ii)
Construction of 4-Lane Link Road from Thekma village (existing chainage Km 36.758 of NH-128A)
to Gosai Ki Bazar Bypass (existing chainage Km 242.787 of NH-28) with length of 8.952 km,
including a VUP on NH-28 at Km 242.787 , along with widening of NH-128A from 2-Lane to 4-Lane
from Smt. Lata Mangeshkar Junction to Prasad Institute for a length of 4.700 km and Strengthening
of NH-128A from Prasad Institute to Mochammedpura Junction, covering a length of 40.900 km
(total length: 55.902 km), in the State of Uttar Pradesh on EPC Mode. [Tender ID:
2026_NHAI_261501_1] - Evaluation of Technical Bids- Reg.

Sir,

This has reference to RFP invited for above subject consultancy work. The result of
Technical Evaluation of the bids received along with reasons for their non-responsiveness are
tabulated below:

S. No. Name of Bidders Responsive/ Non-Responsive

M/s Theme Engineering Services (P) Ltd. in
Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions
(P) Ltd.

Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f)
and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP.
(Refer Note-1 Below)

M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Ltd. in
Association with M/s Mahamarg Infra
Consultants (P) Ltd.

Responsive

M/s FP India Project Management
Consultancy Services (P) Ltd. in
Association with M/s Indian Engineering
Consultants India (P) Ltd.

Responsive

M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd.
in  Association with M/s Techhub
Engineering & Advisory (P) Ltd.

Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f)
and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP.
(Refer Note-2 Below)

M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd.

Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f)
of Section-2 of the RFP.
{Refer Note-3 Below)

M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P) Ltd.

Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of
Section-1 of the RFP.
(Refer Note-4 Below)
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S. No. Name of Bidders Responsive/ Non-Responsive
M/s Sterling Indo Tech Consultants in Ban-Respansive &3 p_er Glanise: 43(a) and
S ; . Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause 5.3
74 Association with M/s I&R Projects and )
Constiltants of Sectin-2 of the RFP.
(Refer Note-5 Below)
M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. in Association
8 with M/s Highraise Construction and Responsive
) Consultants (P) Ltd. P
M/s Global Infra Solutions in JV with M/s Non-_Responswe 25 Periclauise d5(c) of
94 Coista Enigiheers (P Lid Section-1 of the RFP.
g : (Refer Note-6 Below)
M/s Yongma Engineering Co. Ltd. in JV Do Tepoane o .per Hae
, . . . Clause 15 (c) of Section-1 and Clause 5.3
10. | with M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) .
Ltd of Section-2 of the RFP.
) (Refer Note-7 Below)
Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(a) and
fi/e Amishoe: Enafnesrihe (P Ttd.  in Clause 15(c) of Section-1 anc! Clause 3.4
e o . : (x) (f) and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the
Association with M/s Aaryan Infra Projects REP
(Refer Note-8 Below)
M/s Lion Engineering Consultants (P) Ltd. | Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of
12. in  Association with M/s Yatinidhi | Section-1 of the RFP.
Consultancy (P) Ltd. (Refer Note-9 Below)
Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(a) and
e ; Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause 5.3
13. | M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates of Section-2 of the REP.
(Refer Note-10 Below)
Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of
; Section-1 and Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of
14. | M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd. Section-2 of the RFP.
(Refer Note-11 Below)
M/s Bloom Companies LLC in Association | Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of
15. | with M/s Bloom Infrastructure & Logistics | Section-1 of the RFP.
(I) (P) Ltd. (Refer Note-12 Below)

2. As per relevant clauses of RFP, result of the technical evaluation is being made available on
the website giving opportunity to the bidders to respond within 7 days (i.e., till 19.05.2026) in
case they have any objection. After which, Authority shall not entertain any correspondence with
any Bidder in relation to acceptance or rejection of any BID.
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Yours sincerely,

Osl—

(Manoj Kumar Sharma)
General Manager (Tech.) UP (East)
B manojksharma@nhai.org




Annexure-I|

Reasons for Non-Responsiveness

Note-1: M/s Theme Engineering Services (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions

(P) Ltd.

I. As per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “the Team

Leader cum Senior Highway Engineer should score at least 75% marks, otherwise the
entire proposal shall be considered non-responsive.”
In the present case, the CV of proposed key personnel has scored less than the 75%
marks. Accordingly, the bidder M/s Theme Engineering Services (P) Ltd. in
Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-
Responsive.

Il. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants

whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”
In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to
have scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Theme Engineering
Services (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions (P) Ltd. has been considered
non-responsive,

Note-2: M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Techhub
Engineering & Advisory (P) Ltd.

I. As per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “the Team Leader
cum Senior Highway Engineer should score at least 75% marks, otherwise the entire proposal
shall be considered non-responsive.”

In the present case, the CV of proposed key personnel has scored less than the 75% marks.
Accordingly, the bidder M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s
Techhub Engineering & Advisory (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive.

Il. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants

whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”
In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to
have scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Technocrats Advisory
Services (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Techhub Engineering & Advisory (P) Ltd. has been
considered non-responsive.




Note-3: M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd.

As per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “the Team Leader cum
Senior Highway Engineer should score at least 75% marks, otherwise the entire proposal shall be

considered non-responsive.”
In the present case, the CV of proposed key personnel has scored less than the 75% marks.
Accordingly, the bidder M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd. has been considered Non-Responsive.

Note-4: M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P) Ltd.

As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following conditions
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-time 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 submitted Form 26AS of its Key Professionals, as required
under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-time employment of the
requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the required one-year period,
i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be established based on the in-hand
DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting Form 26AS documents submitted.
Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeting the minimum
eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the firm to undertake new
projects.

Note-5: M/s Sterling Indo Tech Consultants in Association with M/s I&R Projects and
Consultants

I. As per Clause 15(A) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, “The firm should
have minimum experience of preparation of Detailed Project Report/ Feasibility Study cum
Preliminary Design Report of 2/4/6 laning/Bridge project of aggregate length equal to 2
times or more of similar category for which RFP is invited (i.e. at least 136.21 Km).”

Based upon the evaluation carried out, the total eligible aggregate length under this category
has been assessed as less than the minimum required aggregate length of 136.21 Km.

Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeting the minimum
eligibility criteria as stipulated under Clause 15(A) of Section-1 of the RFP.




Il. As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim
the maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following
conditions 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-time 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 submitted Form 26AS of its Key Professionals, as required
under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-time employment of the
requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the required one-year period,
i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be established based on the in-hand
DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting Form 26AS documents submitted.
Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeting the minimum
eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the firm to undertake new
projects.

lll. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants
whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”

In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to
have scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Sterling Indo Tech
Consultants in Association with M/s I&R Projects and Consultants has been considered non-
responsive.

Note-6: M/s Global Infra Solutions in JV with M/s Casta Engineers (P) Ltd.

As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following conditions
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-time 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 of the Consortium has submitted Form 26AS of its Key
Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-time
employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the




required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the Lead Partner and the
supporting Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-
Responsive for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical
Capacity of the firm to undertake new projects.

Note-7: M/s Yongma Engineering Co. Ltd. in JV with M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) Ltd.

I. As per Clause 15(A) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, “the Annual
Turnover of the firm from consultancy business should be equal to or more than 2% of the
Estimated Project Cost. In this regard, the Annual Turnover duly certified by a Chartered
Accountant shall be accepted. In case of non-availability of such documents, no weightage
towards turnover shall be considered.”

In the present case, the Other Partner of the Consortium has neither submitted a certificate
from the Statutory Auditor nor furnished audited annual accounts for the purpose of assessing
the Average Annual Turnover for the last three financial years, as stipulated under Clause 15(A)
of Section-1 of the RFP. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not
meeting the minimum eligibility criteria as stipulated under Clause 15(A) of Section-1 of the
RFP.

Il. As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim
the maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following
conditions 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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.

ll. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants
whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”




In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to have
scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Yongma Engineering Co.
Ltd. in JV with M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) Ltd. has been considered non-responsive.

Note-8: M/s Armenge Engineering (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Aaryan Infra Projects

I As per Clause 15(A) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, “The firm should
have minimum experience of Project Supervision/ Independent Engineer/ Consultant of
2/4/6 laning/ Bridge project of aggregate length equal to 3 times or more of similar
category for which RFP is invited (i.e. at least 204.32 Km).”

Based upon the evaluation carried out, the total eligible aggregate length under this category
has been assessed as less than the minimum required aggregate length of 204.32 Km.
Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeting the minimum
eligibility criteria as stipulated under Clause 15(A) of Section-1 of the RFP.

Il. As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim
the maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following
conditions 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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.

lll. As per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “the Team Leader
cum Senior Highway Engineer should score at least 75% marks, otherwise the entire proposal
shall be considered non-responsive.”

In the present case, the CV of proposed key personnel has scored less than the 75% marks.
Accordingly, the bidder M/s Armenge Engineering (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Aaryan Infra
Projects has been considered Non-Responsive.

IV. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants
whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”




In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to have
scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Armenge Engineering (P) Ltd.
in Association with M/s Aaryan Infra Projects has been considered non-responsive.

Note-9: M/s Lion Engineering Consultants (P) Ltd. in Association with M/s Yatinidhi
Consultancy (P) Ltd.

As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following conditions
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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.

Note-10: M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates

I. As per Clause 15(A) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, “The firm should
have minimum experience of Project Supervision/ Independent Engineer/ Consultant of
2/4/6 laning/ Bridge project of aggregate length equal to 3 times or more of similar
category for which RFP is invited (i.e., at least 204.32 Km).”

Based upon the evaluation carried out, the total eligible aggregate length under this category
has been assessed as less than the minimum required aggregate length of 204.32 Km.
Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive for not meeting the minimum
eligibility criteria as stipulated under Clause 15(A) of Section-1 of the RFP.

Il. As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim
the maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following
conditions 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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.

lll. As per Clause 5.3 of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “Only those Applicants
whose Technical proposal scores 75 marks or more out of 100 shall qualify for further
consideration.”

In the present case, the Technical Proposal submitted by the bidder has been assessed to have

scored less than 75 marks. Accordingly, the bid submitted by M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates

has been considered non-responsive.

Note-1 1 M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd.

I.  As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim
the maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following
conditions 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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.




Il.  As per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of the “Letter of Invitation” section of the RFP, “the Team Leader
cum Senior Highway Engineer should score at least 75% marks, otherwise the entire proposal
shall be considered non-responsive.”

In the present case, the CV of proposed key personnel has scored less than the 75% marks.

Accordingly, the bidder M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd. has been considered Non-

Responsive.

Note-12: M/s Bloom Companies LLC in Association with M/s Bloom Infrastructure & Logistics

() (P) Ltd.

As per Clause 15(C) of Section-1: “Information to Consultants” of the RFP, in order to claim the
maximum number of DPR/AE/IE projects, a bidder must fulfill both of the following conditions
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-time 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 (including both JV Partners) have submitted Form 26AS of their
Key Professionals, as required under Note (vi) of Clause 15(C) of the RFP. The continuity of full-
time employment of the requisite number of Key Professionals in the relevant category for the
required one-year period, i.e., from September 2024 to September 2025, could not be
established based on the in-hand DPR/AE/IE projects claimed by the bidder and the supporting
Form 26AS documents submitted. Accordingly, the bidder has been considered Non-Responsive
for not meeting the minimum eligibility requirement with respect to Technical Capacity of the
firm to undertake new projects.




Annexure-I

Consultancy Services for Authority Engineer of (i) Construction of a 4-lane Western bypass for Jaunpur city, connecting NH-731 at existing Ch. Km. 223+200 to NH-135A (Eastern Bypass) at Ch. Km. 107+780 (total length: 12.205 km) in the state of
Uttar Pradesh, on EPC mode (ii) Construction of 4-Lane Link Road from Thekma village (existing chainage Km 36.758 of NH-128A) to Gosai Ki Bazar Bypass (existing chainage Km 242.787 of NH 28) with length of 8.952 km, including a VUP on NH:
28 at Km 242.787 , along with widening of NH-128A from 2-Lane to 4-Lane from Smt. Lata Mangeshkar Junction to Prasad Institute for a length of 4.700 km and Strengthening of NH-128A from Prasad Institute to Mohammedpura Junction,
covering a length of 40.900 km (total length: 55.902 km), in the State of Uttar Pradesh on EPC Mode.

MINIMUM ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA

Technical Capacity

Technical Responsive (TL
Score)

Technical Proposal Score

Preparation of DPR
(NH/SH/Equivalent)

Project Supervision/IC (NH/SH/Equivalent)

Annual Turnover

The firm should have Minimum|The firm should have minimum|(Firm  should also  have|Annual turnover (updated
experience of Preparation of|Experience of Project experience of Project|average of last 3 years) of
. . 8q Bq q whether the
detailed Project Report/|Supervision/Independent Supervision/ Independent the firm from consultancy T
$.No. Name of the Applicants Technical Capacity Provisions | ., - A Team Lead Techmnical Pe : Feasibility Study cum|Engineer/Consultant of 2/4/6**{Engineer/ Authority’ Engineer|business should be equal to Technical
e eSS (BF I PO LIGERm) | L (5 T Ay et Preliminary Design Report of{laning/Bridge project of|of at least one project of similarjor more than 2% of| "Responsive" or
. . should score at least 75% should score at least 75% e . L . Qo] g . " ool
works to be permitted with one marks Marks 2/4/6**- laning/Bridge project of|aggregate length equal to 3|category of four /six**|Estimated Project Cost. Non-Responsive".
consultant: aggregate length equal to 2 times|times or more of similar|laning/bridge work of
or more of similar category for|category** for which RFP is(length equal to 40% of project
which RFP is invited. invited. length
M/s Theme Engineering Services (P) Ltd. In .
1 Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions (P) Ltd. Yes No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Ltd. In
2 |Association with M/s Mahamarg Infra Consultants Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Responsive
(P) Ltd.
M/s FP India Project Management Consultancy
3 |Services (P) Ltd. In Association with M/s Indian Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Responsive
Engineering Consultants India (P) Ltd.
M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. In
4 |Association with M/s Techhub Engineering & Yes No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
Advisory (P) Ltd.
5 M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd. Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
6 |M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P) Ltd. No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
M/s Sterling Indo Tech Consultants In Association .
7 with M/s I&R Projects and Consultants No No Yes No Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. In Association with
8 |M/s Highraise Construction and Consultants (P) Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Responsive
Ltd.
9 M/ S Global Infra Solutions In JV with M/s Casta No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
Engineers (P) Ltd.
M/s Yongma Engineering Co. Ltd. In JV with LM-Yes .
10 M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) Ltd. No Yes No Yes Yes Yes OM-No Non- Responsive
M/s Armenge Engineering (P) Ltd. In .
1 Association with M/s Aaryan Infra Projects No No No Yes No Yes Yes Non- Responsive
M/s Lion Engineering Consultants (P) Ltd. In
12 |Association with M/s Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
Ltd.
13 |M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates No Yes No Yes No Yes Yes Non- Responsive
14 | M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd. No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive
15 M/s Bloom Companies LLC In Association with No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Non- Responsive

M/s Bloom Infrastructure & Logistics (I) (P) Ltd.




FIRMS RELEVANT EXPERIENCE FOR THE ASSIGNMENT

11

< 2% of TPC

12

2% of TPC

‘Add additional 0.25 (zero point two five)
mark for every 1% of TPC above 2% of TPC
subject to maximum marks 0.5 marks.
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//Independent Engineer and 2dd 05 (Zero

.2 | point five) marks extra for completed

assignment of supervision consultancy
subject to maximum 2 (Two) marks.

1 project: 4 marks

0.5 (Zero point five) marks extra for each
additional project subject to maximum 1
mark.

2-5

10

1.75

10

10

10

1.75 2

10

10

10

S. Applicant No. 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No Marks
. P o 5 M/s FP India Project N
m::’sm:mm‘s"m_‘“ml‘gn & “"“y w2 Projedts C e .:;‘h“"(;)““ L sery Mfs Sterling Indo TechM/s Saptagaon Asia (B) Lty youye oo Mfs Yongma Engineeringly o L M/s  Lion  Engineering M/s Bloom Companies LLC In
A with  M/s|A q with Ms Services (P) Ltd. Im ool T M M/s Marc Technocrats M/s L N Malviya Infra Consul In A ion|In  Associati with M/s]'Vwith M/s Casta Co. Ltd. In JV with M/s| /o | ") with M/ Consultants  (P) Ltd. In| M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Association with M/s Bloom
Descripti Ishita Info Solutions (P)Mahamar, Infra Association  with ~ M/s Techhub  Engi q & Ltd. Projects (P) Ltd. with M/s I&R Projects and Highraise Construction and (P) Ltd. Vai: i I h i an Infra Projects Association with M/s Yatinidhi| Associates Ltd. Infrastructure & Logistics (I) (P)
Scuptien Ltd. Cons: “lhns“ ®)Ltd Indian Engineering| Advisory (P) Lﬁd.g s Consultants Consultants (P) Ltd. : (P) Ltd. Y ) Consultancy (P) Ltd. Ltd.
g Consultants India (P) Ltd. ory
Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed | Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed Assesed Claimed

10

6.1 | 1 project - 2.0 marks 2
Add 0. 5 (Zero point five) marks
6.2 |extra for each agdiﬁtoml project subject to 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
i 1 marks
40 30 40 40 40 35 40 29.75 40 39 40 40 40 38.25 40 29.5 40 28 40 27.5 40 26.5 40 40 40 31 40 40 40 35 40

10

11

14




Experience in Network
Survey Vehicle (NSV) or
1 petter technology for
pavement inspection

Criteria for

of

inuse of

for road il

1.

I

Oown
Equipment/Equipment on
MOU with Associate or on
hiring basis

12

(i) Experience of 1-2
projects

(ii) Experience of 3-5
projects

(iiii) Experience of >5
projects

2]

Experience in Falling
Weight Deflectometer
(FWD) or better
technology for pavement
strength measurement

~N
by

22

hiring basis

Oown
Equipment/Equipment on
MOU with Associate or on

(i) Experience of 1-3
projects

(ii) Experience of > 3
projects

w

Experience in Mobile
Bridge Inspection Unit
(MBIU) or better

for bridges

B

i

Own
Equipment/Equipment on
MOU with Associate or on
hiring basis

3.2

(i) Experience of 1-2
projects

(ii) Experience of 3-5
projects

(iii) Experience of >5
projects

Experience in Retro
reflectometer
technology

4.

o

Own
Equipment/Equipment on
MOU with Associate or on
hiring basis

4.2

(i) Experience of 1-3
projects

(ii) Experience of >3
projects

Total

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

18.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00

20.00




Team leader cum Senior Highway Engineer
S. Applicant No. Max 1 2 3 4 5 7 8 10 11 12 13 14 15
No. Marks
M/s FP India Project
M/s Theme EngineeringM/s Chaitanya Projects| N M/s Technocrats Advisory Services M/s Sterling Indo  Tech M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. In . M/s Yongma Engineering . . M/s Lion Engineering| M/s Bloom Companies LLC In
N Services  (P) Ltd. In| Consultancy Ltd. In Association ::::u.lta.ncy sef":e’ () Ltd;. a (P) Ltd. In Association with M/s h d M/s L N Malviya Infra Proj; In with with M/s M,/ ; GE] ::r;fra so'"‘.m"s ety Co. Ltd. In JV with M/s Mgs A""Azs":e' E.ngmee.rlrr:g (P) Consultants  (P) Ltd. In|M/s Mspark Futuristics &| M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Association with M/s Bloom|
Name of the Applicant Association with M/s Ishita with M/s Mahamarg Infra Engii clan.o n C: i I ta:/sl dln |aPn Techhub Engineering & Advisory RSN hicca b (P) Ltd. M/s I&R Projects and|Construction and Consultants (P) ::: Lt (xim 3 () Vaishnavi Infratech Services| :; . I"I nf : |a.tu:: i with M/s Ltd. Infrastructure & Logistics (1) (P)
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. Consultants (P) Ltd. L e Sonsdfants fndia ®) (7). Consultants Ltd. . (P) Ltd. W LR Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) Ltd. Ltd.
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1
i) |Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
Post ion in /C ion /Ti P
... |/Highway Engineering /Structural Engineering or equivalent
ii) specialised stream of civil engineering. 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4
(o Memoylortwepolt [ w | e | e | 70 | 7 | e | & | s | 8 | 6 | 6 | 7 | 70 e | 7 | e | 7 | 6 | 7 | 5 | 70 | 6 | 70 | 6 | 6 | e | 7 | e | 70 | 6 | 70
) |Tot@! Professional Experience in handing Highuay Prolects v | 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
<12years-0 0
) 12 years - 8 marks 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Add 1 marks extra for each additional year of experience subject to a
maximum of 2 (two) marks. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity in Highway
Sovelapment prolectsof fsmilar configuration (2/4/6 aning™)and | 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
i <5 years — 0 marks 0
ii
S years - 11 marks 1 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
Add 1 mark extra for each additional year of experience subject to
maximum 4 (four) marks. 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity in Highway
Development projects (of length 40% of project length or more of
similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above) on EPC 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
" 3 project 4 marks a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a a
1 mark extra for additional projects subject to maximum1 (one)
mark 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Experience as Team Leader or similar capacity of project preparation
including design of major highway project (of length 40% of project
length or more of similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above). 15 13 15 15 15 13 13 0 13 15 15 15 15 13 15 11 15 15 15 0 15 15 15 15 15 13 15 13 15 11 15
b) |<2 projects -0 0
2 Projects -11 marks 1 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
Add 2 marks for each additional project, subject to maximum 4 marks.
4 2 4 4 4 2 2 2 4 4 4 4 2 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 4 2 4 0 4
Experience in position of Team Leader/Project Manager or similar
capacity in construction supervision/IC length 40% of project length or
more of similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 18 20 20 20
) <2 projects -0 o
2 Projects -16 marks 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16
a::; :::: extra for each additional project subject to maximum 4 a 4 4 4 4 4 4 a4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 4 4 4
Experience as Team Leader or similar Capacity in Operation &
Maintenance of major Highway (of length 40% of project length or
more of similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above) 5 4 4 5 5 4 4 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 0 5
d)
1 project - 4 marks 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Add 1 mark extra for each additional project 1
subject to maximum 1 (one) marks. 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1
Hp D 5 35 3.5 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 35 5
s <lyear-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1year-3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
:\:;::tr:arks .for eaczh"s‘l;?::quent year 0.5 0.5 2 2 0.5 2
Total 100 97.5 91 91 93 93 | 89 | 94 91 91 91 91 95 93 94 76 91 91 20 20 89 95 95 85.5 100
Weightage @ 12 12 0 11.7 10.92 10.92 11.16 11.16 8.52 10.68 0 11.28 | 10.92 | 10.92 0 10.92 10.92 11.4 11.16 11.28 9.12 10.92 0 10.92 10.8 10.8 10.68 11.4 0 11.4 10.26 12
‘ Engaged 2 3 ‘ 4 ‘ Engaged ‘ Engaged 8 10 ‘ Engaged 12 13 ‘ Engaged 15




Resident cum Highway Engineer-1

S. Applicant No. Max 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No. Marks

M/s FP India Project

a . |M/s Chaitanya Projects| M/s Technocrats Advisory " M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) M/s Yongma M/s Lion Engineering p
C
Mis ~ Theme — Engincering/c o joncy ~ 1td,  In/ b2 Services (P) Ltd. In ) M/s Sterling Indo Techp q 1" cociation with|Mis Global Infra Solutions|Engineering Co. Ltd, In/ V. Armenge| ¢ cultants (P) Ltd. In " ) Il Gombanies
. Services (P) Ltd. In Association N N Services P) Ltd. In . . M/s Marc Technocrats M/s L N Malviya Infra|Consultants In . . . a N .| Engineering (P) Ltd. In N . M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & LLC In Association with
Name of the Applicant . p .~ |Association  with M/s G . . |Association  with  M/s q P S M/s Highraise In JV with M/s Casta|JV with M/s Vaishnavi e . Association  with  M/s ;
with M/s Ishita Info Solutions Association with M/s Indian . . Ltd. Projects (P) Ltd. Association with M/s I&R . . . Association with M/s PR Associates Research (P) Ltd. M/s Bloom Infrastructure
®) Ltd Mahamarg Infra) Engineering Consultants India Techhub Engineering & Projects and Consultants Construction and|Engineers (P) Ltd. Infratech Services (P) Aaryan Infra Projects Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) & Logistics (I) (P) Ltd
. Consultants (P) Ltd. (P)g;‘t o 2 Advisory (P) Ltd. ) Consultants (P) Ltd. Ltd. Ty ) Ltd. s .
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed

1) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
1I) Post Graduation in Transportation/Highway

Engineering/Structural Engineering/Geotechnical 4 1} 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1} 0 0 1} 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
Engineering

Professional Experience

Total Professional Experience in handling Highway projects

20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 0 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
<12 years -0
) |12 years-18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 0 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
‘Add one marks extra for each additional completed year of
experience subject to maximum 2 (two) marks. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2

Experience as Resident Engineer/Project Director/Project 20
Manager/Superintending Engineer or equivalent/Executive

Engi ivalent tructi ks/Ind dent
Enchtoes Projests (similar cunfignration (2416 lnoing®) and 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
above)
i)
<5 years -0
Syears-15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 1 ks extra f h additi 1 f i
subject to meximum 8 (ivey marks, 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Ex?erience il‘l similar capacity in handli.ng major 2/4/6- 25
B s e e 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 2 25 0 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
iii) |<2mnos-0
2nos-19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 0 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19
Add three marks extra for each additional project subject to
st 6§60y marks, projectau 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 3 6 0 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Experience in similar capacity of Highway Project of 5
Construction/Construction Supervision/IC on EPC Mode (of
length 40% of project length or more of similar 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above)
iv) -
1 Project- 4 Marks 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
o st 1 (Oney Mo < dional project subject 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Employment with the Firm 5 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
<Lyear0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 year -3 3 3 3 3 3
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year subject to 2 2

maximum 2 marks

Total 100 91 91 91 96 91 95 91 91 91 91 91 95 91 91 94 91 97 98 91 91 91 95 91 91
Weightage @ 3 3 0 2.73 2.73 2.73 0 2.88 2.73 2.85 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.85 2.73 2.73 0 2.82 1.35 2.73 291 2.94 0 2.73 0 2.73 2.73 2.85 2.73 2.73

| Engaged 2 | Engaged 4 5 6 7 8 | Engaged | 10 11 | Engaged | Engaged 14 15




Resident cum Highway Engineer-2

S. Applicant No. Max 2 3 4 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No. Marks
a a M/s FP India  Project q q . . "
. . |M/s Chaitanya Projects| M/s Technocrats Advisory . M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) M/s Yongma M/s Lion Engineering 5
M/ Th E i C q M/s Sterlis Indo Tech P 5 5 4 5 M/ Al M/s Bl Ci
Name of the Applicant S?:vices (P;T::d. In :sgsl::i:;i:ﬁ i:::::;::y WI::: MIJ'; Servic.es. (P? Ltd. .In iesls':l:i:iion ® wit%lmh MIJ: M/s Marc Technocrats Mjs' L N Malviya Infra Co;su.lt:;t: g. e e:n I]\;:Z I Assocla;llti);h::;:: xls J(élol::ilnllnf;: /sSOh(':t::t': ?{l]g;l:;:;m%{ /fo‘VaI;:lin;laI\": En;in?el:ing (P). E:fll%: i:::::;::‘s (12“:‘ m’MI/: M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & LLsC In 0::;0&;;:1]: axfls.
with M/s Ishita Info Solutions Mahamarg Infra Association with M/s Indian Techhub Engincering & Ltd. Projects (P) Ltd. Association with M/s I&R Construction and|Engincers (P) Ltd. Infratech Services (P) Association  with M/s Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) Associates Research (P) Ltd. M/s Bloom Infrastructure
(P) Ltd. Consultants (P) Ltd. g:l)g;::frmg Consultants India Advisory (P) Ltd. Projects and Consultants Consultants (P) Ltd. Ltd. Aaryan Infra Projects Ltd. & Logistics (I) (P) Ltd.
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
1I) Post Graduation in Transportation/Highway
Engineering/Structural Engineering/Geotechnical 4 1} 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 1} 0 4 1} 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4
Engineering
Professional Experience
Totatprofessiona Experience inhandling Highvay profecs 50 29 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 2 2 | 2 | 2 | 20 18 0 20 20 20 20 @ 20
<12 years -0
) |12 years-18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18 18
‘Add one marks extra for each additional completed year of
experience subject to maximum 2 (two) marks. 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 2 2
Experience as Resident Engineer/Project Director/Project 20
Manager/Superintending Engineer or equivalent/Executive
Engi ivalent tructi ks/Ind dent
o ot o o e O o 19 20 20 20 20 20 17 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
above)
i)
<5 years -0
5 years -15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 1 ks extra fc h additional f i
subject to macimnam 5 (five) marks, T 4 5 5 5 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Experience in similar capacity in handling major 2/4/6- 25
ing** proji f 40% of proj;
ofsmlaf onfigaation (46 Taninge ) and abave) 25 25 5 25 25 25 25 35 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 | 25 25 25 25 25 | 25 25 25 25 25 | 25 25 25
iii) |<2mnos-0
Znos-19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19
Add three marks extra for each additional project subject to
maximum 6 (S) marks P 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Experience in similar capacity of Highway Project of 5
Construction/Construction Supervision/IC on EPC Mode (of
length 40% of project length or more of similar 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above)
iv) -
| Project- 4 Marks 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
dd 1 (One) Marks extra for each additional project subjec
(o masimam 1 One) Marks PO bt 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
et wih e i 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
<1year-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
30 year -3
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year subject to
maximum 2 marks
Total 100 90 95 91 91 91 91 92 95 91 91 91 95 95 95 95 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 95
Weightage @ 3 3 2.7 2.85 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.76 2.85 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.85 0 2.85 2.85 2.85 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 2.73 0 2.73 0 2.73 0 2.73 2.73 2.85
2 3 4 | Engaged 8 9 10 11 | Engaged | Engaged | Engaged 15




Bridge/structural engineer

S. Applicant No. Max 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 10 11 12 13 14 15
No. Marks M/s FP India Project
M/s  Chaitanya  Projects| M/s Technocrats Advisory|
M/s Th Engineeri M nt  Consult 5 M/s Sterling Indo Tech/M/s Sapt Asia (P) Ltd. . M/s Y Engineeri M/ Li Engineeril M/s Bloom C jies LLC |
N Ser\sllces e"::) T.fdr.‘eer 'I‘g ::::l{n:.ncy L:: MI" Se:\';::gezme P) oI.':iu amI:x :i;'c.e st @ .t:':d' MI" M/s Marc Tech s Ltd M/s L N Malviya Infra C . Z "gln e In : e v:lth M/s| x/s _f:?::l In(f:ra StSqutlons a f.:o.s Ltd?“?:‘ aJv :ﬁt:ee'wi I\:/su:rrlne:g;o E ':.gmee".'t‘: Co:sultan\:n (P) "BL::er ':5 M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & Research Assj:cl:t;:: \:ImpaM"/essnloom“
Rapeciitefopleany Rssociation with M/s Ishital ooeioor Wt WS pocociation with M/s Indian| foorion o | With WS Ms MareTechnocats id: —proects (7 1. with /s 18R Projects and|Highraise Construction and 1 wifl W/ Co5t2 Vaishnavi Infratech Services( () L% 1" ASSOCiaton WM pssociation with /s Associates (P)Led. Infrastructure & Logistics (1)
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. (P)a Ltadmarg ra Consuftan Engineering Consultants India A:'\:lis:rv ) Ltr:’gmeermg Consultants. Consultants (P) Ltd. . (P) Ltd. SN Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) Ltd. (P) Ltd.
. (P) Ltd. :
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1
! Graduate n Civl Engineering 21, 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
11) Post ion in
4 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
(2 Meawgorthercee (70| s0 | e | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 6 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 7 | 7 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 6 | 7 | 6 | 70
Total Professional E; i il handli
Highway/erdge progects 15| 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 13 15 15 15
) <10years -0
i
10years -11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
e e o ch addtfonal 2 year sublectto) 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 4 4 4
Experience in  similar  capacity in  Design
/C / i of
idges/ROB/Flyover/! fany other such| 20 0 18 20 20 20 20 20 20 19 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 15 20 18 20
structures (similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and
above)
ii) |<5years-0
5 years 15 15 0 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 1 (one) mark extra for each additional completed
year of experience subject to maximum 5 (five) marks. 5 0 3 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 5 3 5
Experience in similar capacity in supervision of Major|
e aveter 50 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
iii) |< 2 Bridges -0
2 Bridge -15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 2.5 k extra f h additional brid bject t
25 mark exta for each additional bridge sublect t0 | 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Experience in similar capacity in supervision of|
Rehabilitati d i f Maj
Bridges/aoB/Flyovesf Interchanges/ any other| 10 | 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
structures
v) |<2-0
2 nos - 08 marks 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
3ormore-10 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Experience in similar capacity of modern bridge
construction technology viz.,, Precast Segmental,
Balanced Cantilever Construction, Extradosed Bridge, 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
v) Full Span Launching, Incremental Launching.
Experience in 1 project - 4 4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4 a4
More than one project - 5 marks 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Ea i iR 5 4.5 4.5 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 5 5 0 0 0 0
<1year-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
¥ fiyvears 3| a4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3
Add 0.5 ks fa h sub: it bject t
n;ar;:rk:r each subsequent year subject to| o 0.5 0.5 1 1 1 1 2 2
Total 100 97.5 91 91 95 91 20 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 95 95 96 84 91 89 91
Weightage @ 6 6 0 5.85 5.46 5.46 0 5.7 0 5.46 5.4 5.46 0 5.46 0 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 0 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.7 5.7 0 5.76 5.04 5.46 5.34 5.46
‘ Engaged 2 ‘ Engaged ‘ Engaged Engaged Engaged 8 ‘ Engaged 11 12 ‘ Engaged 14 15




Senior Pavement Specialist
S. Applicant No. Max Marks| 1 2 3 4 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No.
M/s Chaitanya Projects M/s FP India Project
M/s Theme Engineering M/s Technocrats Advisory M/s Sterling Indo Tech M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. In N . N . . M/s Lion Engineering. M/s Bloom Companies LLC In
Name of the Applicant Services (P) Ltd. In A?;«:‘:I:I::;:zv:.tt: n:l’}s se:?ﬁ:?;:;‘;:f f::ssls.:::i:z;m Services (P) Ltd. In Association M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd. M/s L N Malviya Infra | C In with with M/s valst:f I'::';:I é:';zi‘::::‘::::;)v Ln{slvvln;\'lgr:v?thﬁ:\:l/r;m\!;;m::\;i NLIt/: :’::::;ash"gr: n:?;":ﬂ(/? Consultants (P) Ltd. In M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & Research (P)| Association with M/s Bloom
Association with M/s Ishita Mah. Infi ith M/s Indian Engi N with M/s Techhub Engineering & Projects (P) Ltd. M/s I&R Projects and Construction and Consultants (P) Ltd. Infratech Servi P) Ltd Aa Infra Projects Association with M/s Yatinidhi Associates Ltd. Infrastructure & Logistics (1) (P)
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. Conzu;'::trsg(l”; IT d. w:.‘,onstﬁa:tsl:: di:g(':)e;:?g Advisory (P) Ltd. Consultants Ltd. " et arvis () il Pl Consultancy (P) Ltd. Ltd.
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1
Graduate in Civil Engineering
] 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
Post Graduate in Transportation/ Highway
" or 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 Meuoylortepolet [ 70 | 70 [ 70 | 70 | 70 | 6 | 6 [ 70 | 70 | & | 70 | 70 [ 70| 70 | 70 | 70 [ 70 | 65 | 65 | 65 6 | 70 | 70 | 70 [ 70 | e | 70 [ 70 | 70 [ 6 | 70
Total i i of
i) |Design/C and i of 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 17 18 19 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
Highways/Road/ Air Field Runway
<10 years—-0
10years - 15 marks 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 1 mark extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 5 (five) marks. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 3 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Experience in Similar capacity in Construction/
Construction Supervision of 2/4/6 laning** of major|
Highways Projects) (similar configuration (2/4/6
laning** and above) 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 17 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 19 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 16 20
ii) |<5years—0
5 years - 15 marks 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
Add 1 mark extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 5 (five) marks. 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 1 5
iii)
Experience as similar capacity as Pavement/Geo-
technical Engineer in construction/construction
supervision of Major Highway projects (of lengtth 40%
of project length or more of similar configuration 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 225 225 225 25 25 25 25 25 20 25 25 25 25 25
(2/4/6 laning**) and above)
<2nos-0
2 nos 20 marks 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
Add 2.5 ks extra f h additional project
aubject to maximum Sl O 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2.5 2.5 2.5 5 5 5 5 5 0 5 5 5 5 5
Experience in similar capacity on EPC Projects (of|
length 40% of project length or more of similar 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 5 5 5 5 0 5 5 5 4 5
(2/4/6**) and above)
1 Prolect -4 marks 4 a4 a a 4 4 a4 4 a 4 4 4 4 4 a4 a4 a 4 4 4 4 a 4 4 a4 4 a 4
::d 1 rflarks ix:;:::sr each additional project subject 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
e tin 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4.5 4.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 3.5 3.5 0 0 0 0
<1lyear-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1year -3 marks 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Add 0.5 ks fe h sub: t
subject t':" s o eacz :;ri:q"e" vear 2 1 1 15 1.5 0.5 0.5
Total 100 95 91 91 90 90 91 88 91 91 91 91 91 95 95 91 86.5 90 91 91 91 91 84.5 94.5 91 91 86 91
Weightage @ 6 6 0 5.7 5.46 5.46 5.4 5.4 0 5.46 5.28 5.46 5.46 | 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.7 5.7 0 5.46 5.19 5.4 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.07 5.67 5.46 5.46 5.16 5.46
| Engaged 2 3 | Engaged 7 8 | Engaged 10 11 12 13 14 15




Senior Quality / Material Expert
Applicant No. Max 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
Marks M/s FP India Project
M/s Chaitanya Projects M/s Lion Engineering M/s Bloom Companies
M/s Theme Engineering C M/s h Advisory! M/s Sterling Indo Tech|M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. N M/s Yongma Engineering M/s Armenge e N
Services (P) Ltd. In :onsulltalncy :'t: . Mln Services P) Ltd. In|Services (P) Ltd. In Association M/s Marc Tech Ltd M/s L N Malviya Infra|Ct In iati InA iation with M/s M/Is ‘j:? baII':n“f;l'a Szlautlons Co. Ltd. In JV with M/s |Engineering (P) Ltd. In (‘::;nsu:taln 5 (PI) Il;t:ll L M/s Mspark Futuristics & M/s Geo Designs & e In:l\lssol:llatlon it
Ramebithefnelicant Association with M/s Ishita Ms s:c at onl f wct It {: Association with M/s Indian|with M/s Techhub Engineering &/ Sl achechncoa iy Projects (P) Ltd. with M/s I&R Projects and| Highraise Construction and nE w t /Ps Lt:ta Vaishnavi Infratech Association with M/s Yati s;c;:::on wl; /SP Associates Research (P) Ltd. Infrast c/ts °;T st
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. (P)auadmarg nira Consuitan Engineering Consultants| Advisory (P) Ltd. Consultants Consultants (P) Ltd. gtz Eb Services (P) Ltd. Aaryan Infra Projects atinidhi f::u ney (P) niras n(l“ :Pr)eud OBIScS
. India (P) Ltd. . B
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1
) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
11) Post Graduation in Geotechnical
e o o1 e/ 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 [Meaaofortnepoes {70 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 70 | 70 | 7 | 7 70 70 70 | 70 | 70 [ 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 655 6 | 6 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70 | 70
Professional Experience
o e ets 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 13 13 14 15 15 15 15 15
< 10years -0
j) [10vears-11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
Add one mark extra for each additional
e e ce sublect o maxmum 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 2 2 3 4 4 4 4 4
Experience in similar capacity in Construction
/Construction Supervision of major Highway Projects
({similar configuration (2/4/6llaning**) and above)), | 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
ii) |<5years-0
Syears-19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19 19
Add 2.0 (two) marks extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 6 (six) marks. 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Experience in similar capacity in
handling Similar Highway projects (of
length 40% of project length or more of
similar configuration (2/4/6 laning**) and above) 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 27.5 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
i <2nos-0
2nos-25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25 25
Add 2.5 marks extra for each additional
project sublect to maximum 3 (Five) 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 2.5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Eppoymentuithith iy 5 4 4 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0
<lyear-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
? ayear-3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
Add 0.5 marks for each subsequent year
subject to i 2 marks 2 1 1 2 2 2 2
Tota: 100 99 91 91 96 96 | 91 | | 91 | 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 91 94 | 90 91 91 91
Weightage @ 6 6 0 5.94 5.46 5.46 5.76 5.76 0 5.46 0 5.46 0 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 5.46 0 5.46 0 5.46 0 5.64 5.4 5.46 0 5.46 0 5.46
2 3 d d d 7 8 9 d d d 13 d




Road Safety Expert
S. Bidder No. Max 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
No. Marks
M/s Chaitanya Projects M/s FP India Project
M/s Theme Engineering M/s Technocrats Advisory| M/s Sterling Indo Tech/M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. . M/s Yongma Engineering| . . [M/s Lion Engineering| M/s Bloom Companies LLC In|
N Services P) Ltd. In znsu.k:.ncy I':: " MI/" 2ﬂan.a BeT:)Tt d.1 (::sv;u!tat!lcy Services (P) Ltd. In Association M/s Marc Tech s Ltd M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects| In In with M/s| :\:Ills ‘:::’ ::/I In(f:rastSoIEutl?ns n Co. Ltd. In JV with M/s| :\:)/s 1t dAnlnenAge .E:.gmeerl.rtl: Consultants (P) Ltd. In/M/s Mspark Futuristics &| M/s Geo Designs & Research| Association with M/s Bloom
Name of the Bidder Association with M/s Ishita M s:ua ton Infs WICo it ; 9:3’"‘:: ) d" n Engi cla '_°" with M/s Techhub Engineering| s Marc Technocrats Ld. (P) Ltd. with M/s 1&R Projects and|Highraise Construction and P ﬁ' d s Casta Engineers Vaishnavi Infratech Services| M/s Aa - In | : so:a _m;s wi Association with M/s|Associates (P) Ltd. Infrastructure & Logistics (1)
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. (P;L: e e Consan e a/:ts ndin (P)"l‘.’t':f“""‘ &Advisory (P) Ltd. Consultants Consultants (P) Ltd. Py Led. (P) Ltd. /s AaryanInfra Proja Yatinidhi Consultancy (P) Ltd. (P) Ltd.
Description Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed Assessed Claimed
1) Graduate in Civil Engineering 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21 21
1 11) Post Graduation in Traffic/Transportation/Safety
i ing or i Pe ionin
Transportation planning will also be considered 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4
provided it is obtained after Graduation in Civil
Engineering.
2 pdemsoyfortheriet [ 70| 63 | 70 | 6 | 70 | e | 70 | 70 | 70 | S | e | 7 | 70 | e | 7 | 70 | 70 | 43 | 725 70 | 70 70 70 | 73 | 7B | 72 | 75 | 15 | 15 70 75
Professional Experience
Total Professional Experience in handling
s S L 15| 15 15 12 15 15 15 15 15 11 11 15 15 15 15 15 15 0 14 15 15 15 15 13 13 15 15 15 15 15 15
.. |<10years-0 0
i)
10years-11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
Add one mark extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 4 (four) marks. 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 4 4 2 2 4 4 4 4 4 4
Experience in similar capacity in Road Safety works
A s wmlarconfigurstion. | 45| 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 0 15 15 15 1 15 15 15 0 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 12 15 15 15 15 15
jiy [< S vears -0 0 0
5years-11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11 11
Add one mark extra for each additional year of
experience subject to maximum 4 (four) marks. 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4
Experience in similar capacity in Road Safety Audits
S Afaig EwaY projectsatditeret | 20| 15 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20 20
stages including at least one at design stage
iii) |< 2 nos -0
2nos-15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15 15
B e o el ool 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Experience in similar capacity in identification and
improvement of black spots on Major Highway
e | ®| 8 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
above)
iv) <2 nos. - 0 marks
2 nos. - 8 marks 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
Add 2 marks extra for each additional improvement
of black spots subject to maximum 2 marks. 2 0 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Experience in similar capacity of preparing Road
Safety Management Plans for Inter Urban Highway | 5 5 5 5 5 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
v) .
L project- 4 marks 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
2 or more project- 5 marks 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Experience in similar capacity in field of Road Safety 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5
Plan
Vi) |1 project- 4 marks 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
2 or more project- 5 marks 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Er i iR 5 4 4.5 0 0 5 5 0 0 5 5 5 5 0 0 0 0 3 3.5 0 0 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 0 5
<lyear-0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 1year-3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
iii&i:azrl:::;:ach subsequent year subject to 2 15 2 0 0.5 2 2 2 2 2 2
Total : 100 88 95.5 88 91 95 100 91 91 77 96 96 87 91 91 91 93.5 95 95 100 100 94 94 100 96 96 95 100
Weightage @ 4 4 3.52 3.82 3.52 3.64 3.8 4 3.64 3.64 3.08 3.84 0 3.84 3.48 3.64 3.64 3.64 2.56 3.74 3.8 3.8 4 4 3.76 3.76 0 4 3.84 3.84 3.8 4
1 2 3 4 5 | Engaged 7 8 | 9 10 11 12 | Engaged 14 15




Summary Sheet of CV's

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
- 5 ; . M/s FP India Project Management § 5 5 o o 5 o .
s. : Total |M/s Theme Engineering Services (P)|M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy| | M/s Technocrats Aduisory Services (¢) W/s Sterling Indo Tech Consultants In(W/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. Inf\) oo oo | M/s Yongma Enginering Co. Lid. In IV|M/s Armenge Engineering (p) Ltd. In M/s Lion Engineering Consultants (P) Ltd, M/s Bloom Companies LLC In
No. izl Marks |Ltd. In Association with M/s IshitalLtd. In Association with M/s{ o 2" o] Ltd: In Association with M/s Techhub| M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd. M/s LN Malviya Infra Projects (P) Ltd. iation with M/s I&R Project: fation  with W/s _Highraisel 2 0 ,neers""',) T WIth! ith M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P)| Association with M/s Aaryan Infralln Association with M/s Yatinidhi| M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates M/s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd. Association with M/s  Bloom|
Info Solutions (P) Ltd. Mahamarg Infra Consultants (P) Ltd, | ~>>0¢124C  Indian) g eineering & Advisory (P) Ltd. Consultants Construction and Consultants (P) Ltd. el - Ltd. Projects Consultancy (P) Ltd. Infrastructure & Logistics (1) (P) Ltd.
Engineering Consultants India (P) Ltd.
Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed Score Assesed Claimed
1 L?;::a"ye;:;:;e::m Senior| 1, 0 0 117 91 1092 | 1092 93 1116 | 1116 71 8.52 10.68 0 0 11.28 91 1092 | 1092 0 0 10.92 91 1092 114 93 1116 | 1128 76 9.12 1092 0 0 10.92 9% 108 108 89 10.68 114 0 0 114 855 | 1026 12
2 2:;::‘” cum  Highway| 0 0 273 o1 273 273 0 0 2.88 o1 273 2.85 91 273 273 o1 273 273 91 273 2.85 91 273 273 0 0 282 45 135 273 o7 291 2.94 0 0 273 0 0 273 o1 273 2.85 o1 273 | 273
3 2:;::‘” cum  Highway| % 27 2.85 a1 273 273 91 273 | 273 92 2.76 2.85 91 273 273 o1 273 2.85 0 0 2.85 95 2.85 2.85 91 273 273 o1 2.73 273 o1 273 273 0 0 273 0 0 273 0 0 273 o1 273 | 28
4 |Bridge / Structural Engineer| 6 0 0 585 91 546 546 0 0 57 0 0.00 5.46 9% 5.40 546 0 0 5.46 0 0 5.46 91 5.46 5.46 91 5.46 5.46 0 0 5.46 91 546 5.46 95 57 57 0 0 576 84 5.04 5.46 89 534 | 546
5 |senior Pavement Specialist | 6 0 0 57 91 546 5.46 %0 54 54 0 0 5.46 88 5.8 546 91 546 546 91 5.46 5.46 95 57 57 0 0 5.46 86.5 5.19 54 91 546 5.46 91 546 5.46 845 507 567 91 546 5.46 86 516 | 546
6 zi:':r'; Quality / Materiall ¢ 0 0 5.94 91 546 5.46 % 576 5.76 0 0.00 5.46 0 0 5.46 0 0 5.46 91 5.46 5.46 91 5.46 5.46 91 5.46 5.46 0 0 5.46 0 0 5.46 0 0 5.64 9% 54 5.46 0 0 5.46 0 0 5.46
7 |Road Safety Expert 4 88 352 382 88 352 364 95 38 4 91 364 364 77 3.08 384 0 0 384 87 348 364 91 364 364 64 256 374 95 38 38 100 4 4 9 376 376 0 0 4 9% 384 384 95 38 4
40 622 | 3859 3628 | 36.40 2885 | 37.63 17.65 | 36.40 1922 | 369 2184 | 3672 1713 | 36.64 3676 | 3724 2737 | 3695 2219 36.50 2056 3697 2572 3682 2115 3175 17.07 3720 3002 | 3796




Final Summary

Annexure-V

Final Comparative Technical Evaluation Score.

f(:rralu::u;n mg:ter:): Qualifications and whethef the
Relevant Experience R erierslc:sin use of competence of the key Total Techmc.al
£ Bidd for the assignment* P staff for the Responsive
A Name of Bidder technology for road e Applicant/Bidder
e inspection Eligible for
Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed | Assessed | Claimed Assessed opening ot
Financial
Maximum marks 40 40 20 20 40 40 100 100 proposal**
M/s Theme Engineering Services (P) Ltd. In Non-
1  |Association with M/s Ishita Info Solutions (P)| Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP. )
Ltd. Responsive
M/s Chaitanya Projects Consultancy Ltd. In
2 |Association with M/s Mahamarg Infra| 40.00 40.00 20.00 20.00 36.40 36.28 96.40 96.28 Responsive
Consultants (P) Ltd.
M/s FP India Project Management
C 1t. Servi P) Ltd. In A iati .
3 |Consultancy Services (F) Ltc. In Assoclation 4qq9 | 3500 | 2000 | 2000 | 37.63 | 2885 | 97.63 83.85 Responsive
with M/s Indian Engineering Consultants
India (P) Ltd.
M/s Technocrats Advisory Services (P) Ltd. In Non-
4  |Association with M/s Techhub Engineering &| Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP. .
Advisory (P) Ltd. Responsive
5 | M/s Marc Technocrats Ltd. Non-Responsive as per Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of Section-2 of the RFP. Non--
Responsive
6  |M/s L N Malviya Infra Projects (P) Ltd. Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of Section-1 of the RFP. Non--
Responsive
M/s  Sterling Indo Tech Consultants In| No, Responsive as per Clause 15(a) and Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause Non-
7  |Association with M/s I&R Projects and 5.3 of Section-2 of the REP .
Consultants .3 of Section-2 of the . Respon51ve
M/s Saptagaon Asia (P) Ltd. In Association
8 |with M/s Highraise Construction and| 40.00 29.50 20.00 20.00 37.24 36.76 97.24 86.26 Responsive
Consultants (P) Ltd.
9 |Mss GIObfll Infra Solutions In JV with M/s Non-Responsive as per clause 15(c) of Section-1 of the RFP. Non-.
Casta Engineers (P) Ltd. Responsive
M/s Yongma Engineering Co. Ltd. In JV| N Responsive as per Clause 15(a), Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause 5.3 of Non-
10 |with M/s Vaishnavi Infratech Services (P) . .
Ltd. Section-2 of the RFP. Responsive
11 |M/s Armenge Engineering (P) Ltd. In Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(a) and Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause Non-
Association with M/s Aaryan Infra Projects 3.4 (x) (f) and Clause 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP. Responsive
M/s Lion Engineering Consultants (P) Ltd. In Non-
12 |Association with M/s Yatinidhi Consultancy Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of Section-1 of the RFP. .
(P) Ltd. Responsive
Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(a) and Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause Non-
13 M k Futuristics & A iat . .
M/s Mspark Futuristics & Associates 5.3 of Section-2 of the RFP. Responsive
Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of Section-1 and Clause 3.4 (x) (f) of Section Non-
14 s Geo Designs & Research (P) Ltd. .
M/ gn ®) 2 of the RFP. Responsive
M/s Bloom Companies LLC In Association Non-
15 |with M/s Bloom Infrastructure & Logistics (I) Non-Responsive as per Clause 15(c) of Section-1 of the RFP. R )
esponsive

(P) Ltd.

Signature Not Verified

Digitally signed by MANOJ KUMAR SHARMA‘P
Date: 2026.05.13 15:50:03 IST 3
Location: eProcurement System for Central PS
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