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National Highways & Infrastructure Development Corporation Limited ' S
Ministry of Road Transport & Highways, Govt. of India BHARATMALA
3rd Floor, PTI Building, 4-Parliament Street, New Delhi-110001, +91 11 23461600, wwwnnhidcl.com  roanTo proseeriTy CIN: U45400DL2014G0I1269062
(AT WP DT IEH) ey T S (A Government of India Enterprise
NH|DCL/NH-39/rmphal-Moreh/Pkg-m/2017/161553/17311 17.03.2021
To

All the respective bidders,
Sub: “Widening and Improvement of Imphal-Moreh section of NH-39 from Km
395.680 to Km 406.000 to Two (2) lane with paved shoulders configuration in

the State of Manipur (Package-Ill) on Engineering, Procurement & Construction
(EPC) mode” - Financial Bid Opening- Reg.

Ref.: Your Bid submitted on 23.02.2021
Tender ID: 2020_NHIDC_605658_1

Please refer to bid submitted for the subject project cited above. The
following is the result of Technical Evaluation.

Sr. No. Name of the Bidder Responsiveness
1 M/s Dwarkamai Constructions Pvt. Ltd. Responsive
2 [M/s R.K. Jain Infra Projects Put. Ltd. Responsive
3 M/s Ganesh Ram Dokania Responsive
4 M/s Krishna Infrastructure Non- Responsive
5 M/s Satya Builders Responsive
6 /s Dev Yash Projects & Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Responsive
7 M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd. — M/s SPG Infraprojects Pvt. Ltd (JV) Responsive
8 M/s Bharat Spun Pipe & Construction Co. - M/s Park Infrastructure Ltd. (JV) Responsive
9 M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Responsive
10 |M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Ltd. Responsive
2. The financial Bids of the Technical Responsive Bidders shall be opened on

19.03.2021 at 11.00 AM at NHIDCL HQ.

(i

(K C Bhatt) 312\
Dy. GM (Tech.)
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National Highway & Infrastructure Development Corporation
(Technical division)

Minutes of Meeting of Technical Evaluation Committee held at NHIDCL HQ, New
Delhi on the date 15.03.2021 for “Widening and Improvement of Imphal-Moreh
section of NH-39 from Km 395.680 to Km 406.000 to Two (2) lane with paved
shoulders configuration in the State of Manipur (Package-lll) on Engineering,

Procurement & Construction (EPC) mode”

The RFP for the subject work were invited on 04.12.2020 with Bid due date
23.02.2021,

Zs Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) opened the Technical Bids online through
the CPP portal on 24.02.2021 at 1630 Hrs. No representatives of the bidder attended

the opening of the technical bid.

3. On opening of the bids online through CPP Portal, the Committee observed that
total 10 (Ten) nos. of bids were received online on the CPP Portal against the subject
project.

Sr. No. Name of the Bidder
1 M/s Dwarkamai Constructions Pvt. Lid.

M/s R.K. Jain Infra Projects Put. Lid.

| M/s Ganesh Ram Dckania

M/s Krishna Infrastructurs

M/s Satya Builders

M/s Dev Yash Projects & Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

M/s SKV Infratech Put. Ltd, - M/s SPG Infraprojects Put. Ltd (JV)

M/s Bharat Spun Pipe & Construction Co. - M/s Park Infrastructure Ltd. (JV)
M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Lid.

Ol |~ |®m 0| &~ |w| M

M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Lic.

Y
(e}

4, In accordance with the Clause 2.15.2 of the RFP, the TEC opened and noted the

receipt of following documents submitted by the bidders online through CPP Portal;

A. Bids Received on CPP Portal

Bidders MName of Details of document submitted as per RFP
Sr. Bidders Power of | Power of Joint | Bid Integrity Bid Undertaking
no. Attorney | Attorney Bidding | Securing Pact docume | of the Person
for forthe |Agreement |declaration | (Forwork | nt Cost having POA
Signing Lead for Joint value of that they agree
the bid if Member of | Venture 100 Cr. not and abide by
sole firm Joint required ) the bid
Venture documents
uploaded
M/s Dwarkamai
1 Constructions Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes Yeas
Put. Ltd.
M/s R.K. Jain
2 Infra Projects Yes | NA NIA Yes Yes | VYes Yes
Put. Ltd = | f

b By W@Qﬁu
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Bidders Name of - Datails of document submitiad as par RF?
Sr. Bidders Powerof - Powerof |  Joint Bid Integrity Bid Undertaking
no. CAttorney | Atterney | Bidding | Securing Pact (docume  of the Parson
. for forthe Agreement |declaration | (Forwork ' ntCost | having POA
' | Signing | Lead | for Joint ' valugof | that they agree |
‘ , | the bidif  Memberof = Venturs | 100 Cr.not ‘and abide by |
| | | sole firm Joint i “ | requirad ) i the bid
' I l | Venture | ' ; g | documents
, l | ‘ I | ? uploaded
: L Mis G i | 1
I gta?nuggfas:ia l Yes N/A J N/A ’ Yes ’ Yes | Yes | Yes
1 /s Krishna ' [ ] ‘
| 4| e Yes | NA | NA | Yes | Yes No | Yes [
f 5 # gtj dSear;ya Yes | A ! N/A ; Yes ’ Yes Fl Yes l Yes [
: M/s Dev Yash ]
! 6 | Ezrf(r)ﬁ?rtic%ure Yes NIA N/A f Yes ' Yes Yes Yes
| Put. Ltd. | ' |
Mis SKY i f r
Infratech Put, , l
7 Ltd. —M/s SPG Yes Yes Yes ' Yes | Yes Yes Yes "
Infraprojects J ’
Put. Ltd (JV) f |
M/s Bharat |
Spun Pipe & ! .
8 ((:;g,ni!rhj/cshggrk Yes Yes Yes Yes | Yes Yes Yes
| Infrastructura
Ltd. (JV)
M/s BKD
9 Infrastructure Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes Yes
Pt Ltd. l
M/s Divya
10 ggﬁﬁii?:m Yes N/A N/A Yes Yes Yes Yes
Put. Ltd.

5.

online

The Committee observed that all 10 (Ten) bidders submitted the bid document

maode

submission due to COVID-19 situation) on online bid submission date.

fees of Rs. 23,600/~ (Rupees Twenty Three Thousand and Six Hundred only) through
(RTGS/NEFT/other online mode considering difficulty in its physical

The Committee in reference to RFP has considered the following Evaluation

e R AR

6.
Criteria for estimated project cost of Rs. 183.28 Crore.
. Amount
Sr. No. | Particulars Rs. in Cr.
1 Estimated Project Cost 183.28
Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) as per clause
2 22224 G
3 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for Lead 5493
Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) '
1 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for Other 18.33
Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) :
Minimum required amount of Completed Eligible Projects in Category 1 and/or Category
5 3 from at least One Similar Completed Work -15% of Estimated Project Cost as per 27.49

le

| clause 2.2.2.2 (ii)

w v
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| For a oroiect to qualify as a Eligitle Projest undsr Calsgory 142, the
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Capital Costef the | 613
b 43

project should be more than (as per cia

(e ¥

| One half of the

Proiect Cost of

& Minimum required amount of self-constructed project by the Bidder for a project to qualify | eligitle projects

' as a Eligible Project under Category 1&2 (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) {d)} as defined in

clause 2.2.2.6
(i) (d).
8 For a project to qualify as a Eligible Project under Categary 384 | the receipt / payments 915

of the project should be more than (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) '
9 Minimum Financial capacity required as per clause 2.2.2.3. (i) 9.16
10 Minimum Financial Capacity required for Lead Member to fuffill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 5.50
11 Minimum Financial Capacity required for Other Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 1.83
12 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required as per clause 2.2.2.3 (i) 27.49
13 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required (For Lead Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 16.50
14 Minimum Average Annual Tumover required (For Other Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 550
15 Minimum Regquired Bid Capacity (For each Bidder) as per clause 2.2.21 91.64
16 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Lead Member) as per clause 2.224() 54.98
17 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Other Member) as per clause 2.224() 18.33
7. The details of Technical Capacity, Financial Capacity and the Bid Capacity of the

10 (Ten) bidders are attached as Annexure-I.

8. Observations of the Committee:

The Committee observed that 2 bidders out of 10 (Ten) bidders, have submitted the
financial capacity such as Net worth of FY 2018-19 and annual turnover from FY 2018-19
to FY 2014-15. Accordingly, the Committee considered the financial statements for
annual turnover from FY 2018-19 to 2014-15 for such bidders who have submitted the
undertaking as per clause 2.2.2.8 (ii) of RFP and from FY 2018-19 to 2015-16 for such
bidders who have not submitted undertaking as per clause 2.2.2.8 (ii) of RFP.

9. As per the RFP, the Net worth of previous financial year and the Annual Average
Turnover of the last five financial years certified by Statutory Auditor submitted in

technical bid should be uploaded on UDIN portal of ICAI.

The Committee observed that some bidders have uploaded certificates indicating the Net
Worth and Annual Turnover on the UDIN portal other than that of statutory auditor and
few bidder have provided the UDIN no. not reflecting year wise break-up of receivable
value for civil work given by the Statutory Auditor. The Committee decided to consider
the values uploaded on UDIN Portal matched with the value of Audited Balance Sheet.
However if any of these bidders becomes L1, then further verification if required can be

done before award of the work.

L oy @(ﬁ o
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0 During the evaluation the committ

o
Ly

A Py e h ; .
to meel the technical capacity as pe

and reasons of failing have been given below:

- | Name of Biddars |
. S.No. | * Y Ramarks

| | failing criteria

! ‘ M KiiShita ¢ The E:fdr;f_sr should ‘nave_ submitted at least (_)f‘.‘ercrompfetgd si:rm‘fzjr work to

| | 2.2.2.2 (ii). However, bidder has not met eligicility criteria of RFP Cl. 2.2,
| bidder considared bidder as non-responsive.

| Infrastructurs

|

14. Further the committee had sought clarification from following bidder w.r.t to
their submitted documents. The bidder has furnished their comments as below:

| SNo. | NameofBidder | Clarification sought i Bidder's Reply | Ramarks r‘
| .

I 1 | MisBharat Spun In Table “To calculate the vaiue of B of | Replied J Found satisfactory i
j J Pipe & Construction | Annexure-Vl, M/s Bharat Spun Pipe & l i ?
i | Co. - Mfs Park Construction Co. (lead member of JV) has | I \
Infrastructure Lid. | assessed value of B Rs. 7159.68 Cr. and has ! | ;

(JV) calculated bid capacity taking Rs. 75.34 Cr. as | f f

| ‘ | value of B. Please clarify. J J ,

12, Based on the documents submitted by the bidders and their evaluation, the

Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) in its meeting has discussed and deliberated that
the following bidders are found to be technically responsive/non-responsive:

| st. ’ Name of the Bidder F Responsiveness ]
| No. | |
| 1| Mis Dwarkamai Constructions Pvt. Lid. | Responsive |
2 | MisRK. Jain Infra Projects Put. Lid. [ Responsive j
| 3 | M/s Ganesh Ram Dokania j’ Responsive ]
|4 | Mis Krishna Infrastructure [ Non- Responsive ]
| 5 | M/s Satya Builders | Responsive N
| 6 | Mis Dev Yash Projects & Infrastructure Put. Ltd. j Responsive l
| 7 | Mis SKV Infratech Put. Ltd. — M/s SPG Infraprojects Pvt. Ltd (JV) 4 Responsive ]
\ 8 | Mis Bharat Spun Pipe & Construction Co. - M/s Park Infrastructure Ltd. (JV) ! Responsive !
| 9 | Mis BKD Infrasiructure Pvt. LI, , Responsive !
L 10 | Mfs Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Ltd. | Responsive '

13. The Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) has recommended opening of the
financial bid of the above 9 (Nine) technically responsive bidders subject to the approval
of the Competent Authority w.r.t Clause 2.1.15 of the RFP before opening of the

Financial Bid.

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to chair.

A Lty Phnobloi

. Blah, K C Bhatt, A ha, Bhaskar Mallick,
(ED-V) DGM(T) (T) Manager (Fin)
Convener Member Secretary Member

2 LR R,
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Sr.Ne. 1 2 3 4 5 G
s NS RLE M
) o ey i s
‘ Cwarkamal Jain infra snna N
: RN P i Satys
) Conslructicns Projects | ® il
. -
Name of the bidder Pyt Lid But Ltd Builders
| |
I 100% 100% | 100% 100% 10C% ‘ 10C%
I
SolelJV 1 Sole Sole | Sole Sole Sole | Scie
Country India India Incia Incia Incia Irdia
Minimum threshold
capacity (Clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
147.89 Cr. 480.62 Cr 175.03 Cr 152.08 Cr. 21837 Cr 205.54 Cr.

Scle = 91.64 Cr,
L.M=54.98 Cr.
OM=18.33 Cr.

Minimum threshold
technical capability from
category 1 & 3 in asingle
complete projects
(Clause- 2.2.2.2-(ii)

Rs. 27.49 Cr.

25.89Cr."C"

61.85Cr. *10°

Projects claimed |
does not meet the
RFP Clause

(&3]
s
<o
(o3}
L9
-2

(=

3017 Cr.C"

Minimum Net Worth (Rs.

in Cr.)
(Sole=9.18, LM=5.50,

26.40 Cr.

52.72Cr

27.23Cr. 7945 Cr,

2257 Cr.

OM=1.83)

Average Annual Turnover
{Rs. in Cr.)

(Sole=27.49, LM=16.30,

68.37 Cr.

145.80 Cr.

121.77 Cr.

86.52 Cr. 272.35 Cr.

134.78 Cr.

0OM=5.50)

Whether meeting the Bid
Capacity (Rs.in Cr) Voo
(Sole=91.64, LM=54.98,

Yes

Yes

Yeas Yes

Yes

0M=18.33)

Whether meeting the
Financial Threshold
Requirement

Yes

Yes Yas

Nos. -

- 1

Projects held

with NHIDCL Cost i

145.87 Cr.

Whether meeting the Yes
Technical Requirement -

Yes

Yes

Mo Yes

Yes

Responsiveness Responsive

Respensive

Responsive

Non-Responsive Responsive
|

Responsive

by

e I v R
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Sr. No.

(=51

17
[

Name of the bidder |

MsSKY | yiseeg |
Infratech Fut. | gr,:
Lid - t.Ld |
(lead \ ( l'er ;
memoer) | memter) |

C!’ F'-‘

OL“"L-SU

M5 Park
3 ) Infrastructura
| Cor
on Co.
(lead
membter)

Lid
(other

member)

structi |

i

B<D

{¥7]

Infrastructura |

CPE‘ Siru

Put. Ltd. o
; ) Put. Ltd.

b i 100/
51% | *uﬂ:ﬂ

|
[
l
SolelJV '
J Country

ndia |

India

Minimum thrashold capacity

87.89C |

(Clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
Sole = 91.64 Cr.
LM=54.98 Cr.
OM=18.33 Cr.

258.50 Cr. 83.65Cr.

Minimum threshold technical
capability from category 1 &
3in a single complete
projects (Clause- 2.2.2.2-(ii)
Rs. 27.49 Cr.

37.28 Cr. project “a” of lead
member

27.37 Cr.°A"

B =N
<
e
<
)
=~
=
(9]

Minimum Net Worth (Rs. in

819Cr. | 2224Cr.

Cr.)
(Sole=9.16, LM=5.50,
OM=1.83)

30.43Cr.

33.82¢Cr. 2084 Cr. ‘

Average Annual Turnover
(Rs.inCr.)

9.53 Cr. 82.27 Cr.

(Sole=27.49, LM=16.50,
0OM=5.50)

141.80 Cr.

15154 Cr. 54.52Cr.

Whether meeting the Bid
Capacity (Rs. in Cr.)
(Sole=91.64, LM=54.98,
OM=18.33)

Yes

Yes |

Whether meeting the
Financial Threshold
Requirement

Yes Yes

Yes Yes

[ Nes.

Projects held
with NHIDCL Cost

(Crores)

Whether meeting the
Technical Requirement

Yes Yes

O O

Yes Yes

Responsiveness

|

i

]
Responsive JRE onsive

Responsive

Responsive Responsive

Lo A
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