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National Highways & Infrastructure Development Corporation Limited

Ministry of Road Transport & Highways, Govl of india
17 & 27 Floor, Tower A, Workd Tracde Contre. Naurog Nagar. Now Dolhu- 110029, waw nhsdcd com

All Bidders

BHARATMALA

POAD FO FROSFERITY

axmm - BUSLDING THE NANION
CIN: U45400DL2014G0I269062

Subject: Balance work for construction of 2-Lane with Hard Shoulders of Demwe-
Brahmakund Section of NH-13 from Ch. 0.000 Km to 18.464 Km in the state of
Arunachal Pradesh on EPC Mode under NH(O)-NE -Result of Technical Evaluation-

Reg.

Ref.: Your bid submitted on 28.10.2024.

Please refer to your bid submitted for the subject cited above. The following
is the result of technical evaluation:

> Name of the bidder Techrlucal Local Supplier Remarks
No. Responsiveness Status
() M/s Jayshree International- M/s B K - ‘Class-I'-Local
Construction (JV) P Supplier
M/s Spar Geo Infra Pvt. Ltd.- M/s L P As per clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
(ii) SVS Mookambika Construction| Non- Responsive i of RFP as explained in
Put. Ltd. (JV) PP Annexure.
Class-I"-Local As per clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
(iii)  |M/s GRRB Associates Non - Responsive , of RFP as explained in
Supplier
Annexure.
; oy , Class-I'-Local
(iv) M/s Badri Rai & Company Responsive Supplier
M/s UCN Construction Co. Pvt. ) Class-I'-Local A3 ber SR L)
(v) Non - Responsive . & (i) of RFP as
Ltd. Supplier SR
explained in Annexure.
(Vi) | Mis Tribeni Construction Limited Responsive i
Supplier
(vi M/s  Spica  Projects  and Hesnndie Class-I'-Local
Infrastructures Pvt. Ltd. P Supplier
As per clause 2.6.2 and
(i) M/s Jandu Construction India Pvt. Non- Responsive Class-I'-Local |2.6.3 of Section-2 of
Ltd. P Supplier RFP as explained in

Annexure,
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M/s Suryodaya Infra Projects- M/s
Ananth Enterprises (JV)

Non - Responsive

Non-Local Supplier

As per clause 2.2.2.2 (i),
(i) & 2.2.2.4 (i) of RFP as
explained in Annexure.

0 M/s Ganpati Bharat - M/s Gawar Responsive ‘Class-I'-Local
Construction Ltd. (JV) P Supplier
(i M/s TTC Infra India- M/s Lopon — ‘Class-I-Local
Enterprises (JV) P Supplier
o As per clause 2.2.2.2
_ |Ws Niraj Cement Structurals | “Class-P-Local (i), 2.2.2.3 () & 2.2.2.4 ()
(xii)  |Limited-M/s Satish Aggarwal and| Non - Responsive . , :
Supplier of RFP as explained in
Company (JV)
Annexure.
M/s Prasad & Company (Project ; ;
(xiii)  |works) Pvt. Ltd- M/s RSV| Responsive Clgsus li:;)‘cal
Constructions Pvt. Ltd. (JV) =UpP
M/s Roadridge Developers Pvt. Ltd- Class.I-Local
(xiv)  |M/s Sunshine Overseas Pvt. Ltd. Responsive ;
Supplier
(V)
3. As per Note-4 of RFP Cl. 2.2.2.1 of RFP, the bidders are required to submit

the updated bid capacity by 1100 hrs. on 19.02.2025 before opening the Financial
Bids. Further, in reference to Cl. 2.19 of RFP, the bidders may submit their
representations, in case of any objection, within 07 days from the date of uploading
of technical result (i.e., on or before 19.02.2025).

Financial bids of technical responsive bidders shall be opened on 19.02.2025 at 1700
hrs. at NHIDCL, HQ.
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General Manager (Tech.)
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Annexure

M/s Spar Geo Infra Private Limited- M/s SVS Mookambika Construction Private
Limited (JV)- The lead member is not meeting the required criteria of having Threshold
Technical Capacity as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP. The Threshold Technical Capacity of the
lead member calculated as per RFP comes out to be Rs. 112.39 crore against requirement
of Rs. 125.53 crore. Hence, M/s Spar Geo Infra Private Limited- M/s SVS Mookambika
Construction Private Limited (JV) is considered technically non-responsive as per clause
2.2.2.2 (i)-of RFP.

2, M/s GRRB Associates: The bidder is not meeting the required criteria of having
Threshold Technical Capacity equal to or more than project cost as mentioned under clause
2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP. The Threshold Technical Capacity of the bidder calculated as per RFP
comes out to be Rs. 165.74 crore against requirement of Rs. 209.22 crore. Hence, M/s GRRB
Associates is considered technically non-responsive as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP.

3. M/s UCN construction Co. Pvt. Ltd.: The bidder is not meeting the required criteria
of having Threshold Technical Capacity equal to or more than project cost as mentioned
under clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP and at least one Similar work completed of category 1 or 3
of 20% project cost as mentioned under clause 2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP. The Threshold Technical
Capacity of the bidder calculated as per RFP comes out to be Rs. 193.83 crore against
requirement of Rs. 209.22 crore. Also, the bidder is not having one similar work having 20%
cost of the project. In addition, the bidder is also not having one project of span length 40
mtr or above of Major Bridge/ ROB /Flyover as per clause 2.2.2.2 (ii). Hence, M/s UCN
construction Co. Pvt. Ltd. is considered technically non-responsive as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
& (ii) of RFP.

4, M/s Suryodaya Infra Projects- M/s Ananth Enterprises (JV) : The bidder is not
meeting the required criteria of having Threshold Technical Capacity equal to or more than
project cost as mentioned under clause 2.2.2.2 (i) of RFP and at least one Similar work
completed of category 1 or 3 of 20% project cost as mentioned under clause 2.2.2.2 (ii) of
RFP. The Threshold Technical Capacity of the other member of JV calculated as per RFP
comes out to be Rs. 21.60. Bidder has submitted projects for which received payment in
last 5 years is less than 5% of the estimated project cost and for this reason the projects are
not eligible for evaluation. Also, the bidder is not having one similar work having 20% cost
of the project. Hence, the bidder is considered technically non-responsive as per clause
2.2.2.2 (i), (ii) & 2.2.2.4 (i) of RFP.

5. M/s Niraj Cement Structurals Limited - M/s Satish Aggarwal and Company (JV): The
bidder is not meeting the criteria of having one project with 40 mtr span length of Major
Bridge/ROB/Flyover as per clause 2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP. Only one project has been found with
maximum span length of 37.20 mtr which is less than the requirement of 40 mtr as per
clause 2.2.2.2 (ii) of RFP. Also, the Lead Member of JV has not submitted duly signed
financial statements for the FY 2023-24 in the technical bid and the same cannot be
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considered for evaluation, therefore, networth of the Lead Member cannot be assessed.
Hence, the bidder is considered technically non-responsive as per clause 2.2.2.2 (ii), 2.2.2.3
(i) & 2.2.2.4 (i) of RFP.

6. M/s Jandu Construction Pvt. Ltd. : There is mismatch in the financial statement
submitted by the bidder for FY 2022-23 in both the tender i.e. (i) Tuting-Zido, (ii) Demew-
Brahmakund. The bidder has done misrepresentation of facts during submission of their
technical bid as per clause 2.6.2 and 2.6.3 of section-2 of RFP. Therefore, the bidder is
considered technically non-responsive as per clause 2.6.2 and 2.6.3 of section-2 of RFP,
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