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All bidders,

sub: Restoration & Repair of NH-244 by taying Bituminous concrete in setected stretches from
Batote (Km 0'000) to Khettani (xm qi.ooor--.rj 1Xrl.ffii;, (Km s.000) of paryote_putdoda 

stretch[:ilil]1T;Y;;:l[l'::l;::'^= 2,,$ Km] in the Ur o,,u,,, e xasrrmir in tr,e Fy 2022.33..

Ref: your bid dated 17.OZ.ZOZZ.

Sir,

This has reference to your bid cited above. rn this connection, it is to inform you that the
financiatbids of the fottowint i"Jr,..tt, quatified rirrr rr.,utiue opened on zg.0:.2022 at 12:00 Hours
at Regional office, NH.ID!., i. Nr.'ri]',i..,o, No. 6, Crrlrri Himmat, rur* rn'the presence of the
etigibte bidders or their duty authorlrui ,.prurentatives who choose to attend the same:

This issues with the approval of Competent Authority.

(Jot
Dy. Generu, *Jftffif log/ \

NHIDCL, RO-Jammu

Name of the Bidder
fechnicattV ffigible / I,totEligibte

,,'9I_.
LIMITED
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3'd Minutes of Meetins of
Technical Bid Evaluation Committee (TEC)

Name of work: Restoration and Repairs of NH-244 by laying Bituminous concrete
in selected stretches from Batote (km 0.000) to Khellani (km 45.000) and (km
0.000) to (km 8.000) of Paryote-Puldoda stretch (re-alignment portion) [Totat
length=29.343 kml in the UT of Jammu & Kashmir in the Fy zozz-23.

Date: 22.03.2022.
Venue: NHIDCL-RO Jammu.

The bids for the subject project were invited on 11.01.2022 with Bid Due Date as
17.02.2022 (1200 Hrs) with a comptetion period of 09 months. The bids were opened on
18.02.2022 at 12:30 Hrs in NHIDCL-RO Jammu. No representative of any bidders was
present during the bid opening of the subject project.

2. The Technical Bid Opening Committee (TBC) has broadty determined the
responsiveness of the bids with reference to BG/DD towards bid security, cost of
documents and POA and detiberated that the fottowing 08 nos. bids may be evatuated
further for determination of technicaI responsiveness:

st.

no.

Name of the bidder Cost of bid

documents

amounting to Rs

10,000 + GST@18%

BG/DD amounting to Rs.

9.00 Lakh

1, M/s GREEN EARTH INFRASTRUCTURE

PRIVATE LIMITED

YES (Bank Transfer) YES(BG)

2. M/s BUILDWELL CONSTRUCTIONS YES (Bank Transfer) YES(BG)

3, M/s HARISH GUPTA YES (Bank Transfer) YES(BG)

4. M/s SATWANT SINGH CONTRACTOR YES (Bank Transfer) YES(DD)

5. M/s R&B INFRA PROJECTS PRIVATE

LIMITED

YES (Bank Transfer) YES(BG)

6, M/s MALIK CONSTRUCTION COMPANY YES (Bank Transfer) YES(DD)

7. M/s EIMSIM BABAS INFRASTRUCTURES YES (Bank Transfer) YES(DD)

8. M/s RAJESH KUMAR CONTRACTOR PVT

LTD

YES (Bank Transfer) NO

3. The aforementioned detaits of Bank transfer of cost of bid documents and DDs

towards Bid Security were sent to Finance Division, RO-Jammu and it has been confirmed
by the Finance Division that att the 08 no:. payments have been received in the fottowing
bank account provided in the RFF-frtheri the confirmation of BG towards Bid Security of
the above mentioned 04 nos. of the bidders has been received by SFMS.

lv



DetailsS,no Pafticulars

1. Name of BeneficiarY Nrbnatrhghways & lnfrastructure Development Corporation Limited

2. Beneficiary Bank Account No. 76411010002171

Beneficiary Bank Branch IFSC CNRBOOO2975

4.

I

Beneficiary Bank Branch

Name

Canara Bank, Channi-Himmat

Beneficiary Bank Address Canara Bantt Channi-Himmat, Jammu, J&K, 180015

4. The Technical Evatuation Committee (TEC) met on 07.03.2022 to determine the

technicat etigibitity of 08 nos. of bids with respect to conditions of RFP. As per

recommendation of TEC, ctarifications were sent to 08 nos. bidders. Further, the

comptetion certificate submitted by the bidders, M/s Green Earth lnfrastructure Private

Limited and M/s Buitdwett Constructions towards simitar work was sent to the respective

ctients for verification and were duty verified by the concerned department'

5. The repties to ctarifications were received from att 0B nos. bidders. TEC again met

on 16.03.2022 to further evatuate the bids w.r.t the ctarifications provided by the

bidders. with respect to the bidder, M/s Rajesh Kumar Contractor, the bidder had not

submitted BG/DD towards Bid Security during submission of bid and the submission of the

same at a later stage is not acceptabte in accordance with ctause 16.3 of RFP, which

states that, "any bid not accompanied by an acceptable bid security shall be

rejected by the Employer as non -responsive". Therefore, TEC was of the opinion that

the bidder M/s Rajesh Kumar contractor may be dectared as non-responsive.

6. TEC detiberated on the ctarifications received from the remaining 07 no. of bidders

and conctuded that ctarification may again be sought from 06 nos. of bidders' The

repties to ctarifications has been received from 05 nos. bidders within due date and

time. TEC again met on ZZ,O3.ZOZZ to further evatuate the bids w.r.t the ctarifications

provided by the bidder, the cletaits of the same are given as fottows:

Clarification provided bY the

Bidder

. The requisite solvencY

certificate for 90 Lacs is

enclosed.

. The requlsite Turnover

certificate of SRM-GE(JV) &

Green Earth lnfrastructure

Pvt. Ltd has been attached.

The requisite ITR 7 Balance

sheet of SRM-GE(JV) has

been attached.

. The bidder has Provided a

solvency certificate of Rs.

70 lakhs which is below

10% of the Contract value

as per requirement of RFP.

Bidder to clarifY.

. The turnover claimed for the

FY 2016'17, does not

match with the balance

sheets of the resPective

year. Further, the turnover

claimed from 50% share

from SRM includes

securities, FDR, tax refund

rather than the contract

receipts (turnover from civil

M/s GREEN

EARTH

INFRASTRUCT

URE PRIVATE

LIMITED

S,

No.

Name of the

Bidder
Observation

Remarks

L

. Accepted.

. Accepted.



construction works) only.

Bidder to clarify.

. The details of the

experience provided for

technical personnel does

not qualify as per

requirement of RFP, Bidder

to clarify.

Needful has been done. . Accepted,

2. M/s

BUILDWELL

CONSTRUCTI

ONS

. The suppofiing documents

pertaining to the

owning/leased equipment

are not legible/readable.

Bidder to clarify.

o As directed by you, as per

clause (4.4) B) (b) (i), that

we have already submitted

the scanned copies of the

documontary evidence in

support

owning/leased/renting of the

equipment required for

carrying out the work. We

are resubmitting the

scanned copies as per para

no. (4.4)B(l),

. Accepted.

3. M/s HARISH

GUPTA

. The solvency certificate

provided by the bidder is not

on the letter head of the

bank. Bidder to clarify.

o There is a shortfall of the

suppofting documents

peftaining to the

owning/leased equipment.

Bidder to clarify.

. No clariflcation received o NotAccepted.

4. M/s SATWANT

SINGH

CONTRACTOR

. The bidder has not provided

the detailed, signed and

scanned CV of the Project

Manager. Further, as per

clause 4.4(B)(b) (ii) of the

RFP, 04 nos. of site

engineers need to be

deployed but only details of

01 no. of S.E has been

provided in the bid. Bidder

to clarify.

o Provided. o NotAccepted.

The bidder was asked to
provide detailed CV of the

Project Manager as per

requirement of RFP, duly

signed by the personnel

himself, the CV has since

been provided by the bidder

when clarifications on the

same were sought. However,

the qualification of the

personnel as claimed by the

bidder does not match with

the information furnished in

the CV. That is, the bidder

has claimed the total

experience of the Project

Manager as 20 years in the

bid but as per the resume

attached alongwith the

l,y =Slr--t<'



. There is a shortfall of the

supporling documents

pertaining to the

owning/leased equipment,

Bidder to clarify.

o Not provided.

clarification provided, the

experience of the personnel

is 7 years only and no

information regarding

experience in highway

constructions/maintenance

work has been provided. lt is

pertinent to mention here that

as per RFP, the Project

Manager must have a total

experience of '10 years

including 5 years of

experience in highway

constructions/mai ntenance

work.

. Not Accepted

5. M/s MALIK

CONSTREUCTI

ON COMPANY

r The bidder has not provided

the detailed, signed and

scanned CV of the Project

Manager as per clause (4,4)

(B) (b) (ii) of the RFP,

Bidder to clarify.

. There is a shoftfall of the

supporting documents

perlaining to the

owning/leased equipment.

Bidder to clarify.

. Provided,

. Partially Provided,

. Accepted.

. Not Accepted.

o. M/s EIMSIM

BABA'S

INFRASTRUCT

URES

. The CV considered for the

Project Manager is not

signed/attested by the

Project Manager himself as

per requirement of RFP.

Bidder to clarify.

. The supporting documents

perlaining to the

owning/leased equipment

as provided by the bidder

does not clearly specify the

name of the equipment

purchased/leased. lnstead,

the model number of the

equipment has been

displayed in the documents.

Bidder to clarify

The clarifications are being

submitted as detailed in the

enclosed sheets along with the

suppoding documents as

sought by the Authority. The

same was attached at the time

of uploading of the bid,

however as desired the same

are again attached in detail for

further clarification.

. Accepted.

. Accepted.

\W " S1-t,'



7. The comptetion certificate submitted by the bidders, M/s Harish Gupta, M/s R&B
Projects lnfra Private Limited and M/s Matik Constructions towards simitar work was sent to
the respective ctients for verification. TEC examined the same, the detaits of which are
fotlows:

8. The TEC noted the fottowing:

8.1 M/s Harish Gupta:

(i) The bidder has not provided the sotvency certificate on the letter head of the
respective bank as per requirement of RFP.

st,

no.

Name of the bidder Completed work Client Verification

from concerned

department
1 M/s

GUPTA

HARISH
l(i) 

ProvidinO, Laying and Compaction of Wtrrttvt ZS

I MM Thick, WMM 'l00MM thick DBM 50MM

I tnict, BC 30 MM, prime coat and tack coat all

I as per MoRT&H specifications for surfacing

I work between Km 78.419 to Km 96.059

(original location from Km 80.00 to Km ,l00.00)

road Reasi-Pouni-Siar-Rajouri under bB

RCC/31 BRTF in project Sampark in J&K.

(ii) Providing, Laying and Compaction of ready mix

for WMM 75 mm thick (compacted), WMM

100mm thick (compacted) bituminous (HMP)

mix for DBM 75mm thick compacted, BC 40mm

thick (compacted), prime and tack coat for

surfacing works between km 156.035 to km

161.200, km 161.650 to km 162 00, km 162.060

to km 163.28, km 164.500 to 164.810 and km
'164.900 to km 165.010 on road Basoli-Bani-

Badenruah in 114 RCC Road sector under 35

BRTF in J&K.

BRO

BRO.

Not verified.

Not verified

2. R&B

PROJECTS INFRA

PRIVATE LIMITED

M/s Repairs to main carriageway, service road by

bituminous treatment, renovation to footpath,

repairs to storm water drain & ancillary work at

Km 517/600 to 5271680 on Western Express

Highway.

Road

Development

Division,

Mumbai.

Verified.

3. M/s MALIK

CONSTRUCTION

COMPANY

Providing laying and Compaction of Ready Mix for

WMM 75 MM thick (Compacted), WMM 100 MM

thick (Compacted) Dense Bituminous Macadam

(DBM) 75 MM thick (Compacted) Dense Bitumen

Macadam (DBM) 40 MM thick (Compacted),

prime Coat and Bituminous Concrete (BC) 40 MM

thick (Compacted) for surfacing works between

Km 145.000 to 149,400 on Basoli-Bani-

Bhadenruah Road in 1'14 RCC Sector.

BRO. Not verified

lv S.'n'



(ii) There is a shortfatt in the documents submitted in support of the equipments

required as per the provision of RFP'

(iii) After tast TEC meeting dated 16.03.2022, ctarifications on the above-mentioned

points were sought from the bidder, however, the bidder has not responded to

the ctarifications.
(iv) The simitar work ctaimed by the contractor does not fatl in the NH/SH category

as Per requirement of RFP.

(v) The authenticity of the comptetion certificate provided towards simitar work

ctaim has not been verified by the concerned department.

considering the above, TEC was of the opinion that the bidder, M/s Harish Gupta

may be declared as non-responsive.

8.2 M/s Satwant Singh Contractor:

(i) The bidder was asked to provide detaited CV of the Project Manager as per

requirement of RFP, duty signed by the personnel himsetf, the CV has since

been provided by the bidder when ctarifications on the same were sought.

However, the quatification of the personnel as ctaimed by the bidder does not

match with the information furnished in the CV. That is, the bidder has ctaimed

the totat experience of the Project Manager as 20 years in the bid but as per

the resume attached alongwith the ctarification provided, the experience of

the personnel is 7 years onty and no information regarding experience in

highway constructions/maintenance work has been provided. lt is pertinent to

mention here that as per RFP, the Project Manager must have a total

experience of 10 years inctuding 5 years of experience in highway

constructions/ mai ntenance work.

(ii) There is a shortfatt in the documents submitted in support of the equipments

required as per the provision of RFP. ctarifications on the same were sought

from the bidder, however, no ctarification w.r.t the shortfatl of the equipment

has been Provided bY the bidder'

considering the above, TEC was of the opinion that the bidder, M/s satwant singh

Contractor may be declared as non-responsive'

8.3 M/s Malik Construction Company:

(i) There is a shortfatt in the documents submitted in support of the equipments

required as per the provision of RFP'

(ii) The simitar work ctaimed by the contractor does not fatl in the NH/SH category

as Per requirement of RFP'

(iii) The authenticity of the comptetion certificate provided towards simitar work

ctaim has not been verified by the concerned department'

Considering the above, TEC was of the opinion that the bidder, M/s Satwant Singh

Contractor may be declared as non-responsive'

[*z -Skq'
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1 M/s GREEN EARTH

INFRASTRUCTURE

PRIVATE LIMITED

YES

Valid

YES

Valid

YES YES 1623 00 YES Eligible

2. M/s BUILDWELL

CONSTRUCTIONS
YES

Valid

YES

Valid

YES YES 4685.00 YES Eligible

3. M/s HARISH GUPTA Not Eligible (Refer to para B 1 above)

4. M/s SATWANT

SINGH

CONTRACTOR

Not Eligible (Refer to para 8,2 above)

5. R&B

PROJECTS INFRA

PRIVATE LIMITED

M/s YES

Valid

YES

Valid

YESYES 13607.00 YES Eligible

6, MALIK

CONSTREUCTION

COIMPANY

M/s Not Eligible (Refer to para B 3 above)

7. M/s EIMSIM BABA'S

INFRASTRUCTURE

S

YES

Valid

YES

Valid

YES YES 7567.00 YES Eligible

8. Mis RAJESH

KUMAR

CONTRACTOR

Not Eligible (Refer to para 5 above)

9. The fottowing was observed by the TEC vis-d-vis the quatification criteria provided
in the RFP to determine the technical responsiveness of the firms. The detaited evatuation
sheet is attached as Annexure-1.

10. TEC after due detiberations, recommends the financial opening of the fottowing
technicatty responsive firms on 26.03.2027 (12.00 Hrs) after obtaining approvaI from the
Competent Authority:

i. M/s Green Earth lnfrastructure private Limited
ii. M/s Buitdwetl Constructions
iii. M/s R&B lnfra projects private Limited
iv. M/s Eimsim Babas Infrastructures

1,ry {>r,-r-r'



11. TEC atso recommended that before opening of financial bids, the technicatty
qualified bidders may be asked to submit the hard (physicat) copy of bid.

The meeting.ended with vote of thanks to the chair.

tlY Rrr
Saoteen J. Ur6ashi, Graduate Engineer Negi R-am,Sanager 1Fy(Member) (Memb\er)

-s\--t4'
John Vati Shaik, DGM(P)

(Chairman)
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