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H (AT ¥R PI 99H) ' : {A Government of India Enterprise)
NHIDCL/Nagaland/Civil Work/Peren Dimapur/Pkg2/2020 /{50 08.01.2021
To

All the Bidders

Sub: Construction of 2 Laning with Hard Shoulder of Peren - Dimapur section on NH -
129A from Design Km 126.775 to Km 146.208 (Length - 19.433 Km) in the state of
Nagaland on EPC mode (Pkg - Il) under NH(O)- TSP- Opening of Financial Bid - reg.

Based on the Technical Evaluation, following is the evaluation result of bidders for
the subject project:

Sr. Name of the Bidder Status

]1%' M/s Anusha Projects Private Limited Technically Responsive

2 M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive

3 M/s Fortune Group Technically Responsive
4 M/s Ajwani Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive
i 5 M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Technically Non Responsive
6 IJ\_/‘.t/ds-CoaI Mines Associated Traders Pvt. Technically Respons‘ive

Ltd. JV M/s AKMB Projects Pvt. Ltd.

i 7 M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co Technically Responsive
8 M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd. Technically Non Responsive
9 M/s Overseas Infrastructure Alliance Technically Responsive
(INDIA) Private Limited JV M/s PBA
Infrastructure Ltd.
10 M/s Niraj Cement Structurals Ltd. Technically Responsive
11 M/s DNC Infrastructure Private Limited Technically Non Responsive
12 M/s AK Shivhare Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive
13 M/s Dev Yash Projects and Infrastructure Techm'calfy Responsive
Pvt. Ltd.
14 M/s.Naagaamii Infratech Private Limited | Technically Non Responsive




15 M/s Yogi Construction Co. JV M/s LG Technically Responsive
- Chaudhary

16 M/s Satya Builders
Technically Non Responsive(as

per section 2 clause 2.1.14 (xiii)

of the RFP)
17 M/S Asean Agencies Technically Responsive
18 M/s Kalyan Toll Infrastructure Limited Technically Responsive
19 M/s S S Builders Technically Responsive
2. A copy of the Minutes of Meeting of the Technical Bid Evaluation Committee (TEC) is

also enclosed herewith for information of applicant bidders.

3 Authority will open the online Financial Proposal of technically responsive bidders on
11.01.2021 at 16:00 PM in the presence of the authorized representatives of the Bidders
who may choose to attend at NHIDCL, HQ, 3™ Floor, PTI Building, 4 Parliament Street, New
Delhi-110001

Encl: As above.

(A. a)
General Manager (Techpical)
Email: gmnagaland.nhidcl@gmail.com




National Highways & Infrastructure Development Corporation

2™ Minutes of Meetings of Technical Bid Evaluation Committee (TEC) for :* Construction of 2 Laning with
Hard Shoulder of Peren - Dimapur section on NH - 129A from Design Km 126.775 to Km 146.208 (Length
- 19.433 Km) in the state of Nagaland on EPC mode (Pkg - I1) under NH(O)” held at NHIDCL, New Delhi at
on 07.01-2021.

The bids for the subject work were invited and bids were received online on scheduled bid due date
as 22.12.2020 at 1100 hrs.

2: The following bidders have submitted their bids online.
(i) M/s Anusha Projects Private Limited
(i)  M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
(ifi) ~ M/s Fortune Group
(iv) . M/s Ajwani Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
(v) M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Ltd.
(vi)  M/s Coal Mines Associated Traders Pvt. Ltd. JV M/s AKMB Projects Pvt. Ltd.
(vil)  M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co
(viii) M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd.
(ix)  M/s Overseas Infrastructure Alliance (INDIA) Private Limited JV M/s PBA Infrastructure Ltd
(x) M/s Niraj Cement Structurals Ltd
(xi) ~ M/s DNC Infrastructure Private Limited
(xii)  M/s S S Builders
(xiii)  M/s Kalyan Toll Infrastructure Limited
(xiv)  M/s AK Shivhare Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
(xv)  M/s Dev Yash Projects and Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
(xvi) M/s M/s.Naagaamii Infratech Private Limited
(xvii) M/s M/s Satya Builders
(xviii) M/S Asean Agencies
(xix) M/s Yogi Construction Co. JV M/s LG Chaudhary
3. The Evaluation Committee in reference to RFP has considered the following Evaluation Criteria for

estimated project cost of Rs 190.37 Crore.

; . |
Sr.No. Barticulars | é;nount in Rs.
1 Estimated Project Cost 190.37
Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) as per
2 : 95.19
clause 2.2.2.2 (i)
3 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for 57.11
Lead Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) )
4 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for 19.04
Other Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) '
Minimum required amount of COMPLETED Eligible Projects in Category 1 and/or
5 = = 28.56
Category 3 from at least one similar work as per clause 2.2.2.2 (i1)
6 For a project to qualify as a Eligible Project under Category 1&2 , the Capital Cost 9.57
of the project should be more than (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) () ?
Minimum required amount of self constructed project by the Bidder for a project one half of the
7 to qualify as a Eligible Project under Category 1&2 (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) (d)) Project Cost of
eligible projects
as defined in
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clause 2.2.2.6 (i)
(d). |
" | For a project to qualify as a Eligible Project under Category 3&4 , the receipt / 9.5
payments of the project should be more than (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (ii) ) .
9 Minimum Financial capacity required as per clause 2.2.2.3 1 9.52
Minimum Financial Capacity required for Lead Member to fulfill as per clause
10 2.2.2.4 (i) 5.71
Minimum Financial Capacity required for Other Member to fulfill as per clause
11 - 1.90
2.2.2.4 (i)
12 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required as per clause 2.2.2.3 (ii) | 28.56
Minimum Average Annual Turnover required (For Lead Member) as per clausel
B 2.22.40) | 17.13
Minimum Average Annual Turnover required (For Other Member) as per clause
" 22.2.40) | %11
15 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For each Bidder) as per clause 2.2.2.1 95.185
16 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Lead Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 57.111 |
17 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Other Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 19.037
4. The Evaluation Committee during evaluation found that some of the data/information provided by

the Bidders are not adhering to the clauses given in the RFP document, so it was proposed that the
clarification may be sought from the Bidders as per clause no 3.1.4 of the RFP to facilitate the evaluation
process. Accordingly, the Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) in its meeting has decided that the
clarification as requested by the Technical Division is to be sought from the respective bidders.

5. The committee was informed that M/s Satya Builders have been debarred from NHIDCL and works under
other Centrally Sponsored Scheme vide letter NHIDCL/RO-Imphal/R&R/1-J/Km 145.350 to Km 158.628/2020-
241/1246 dated 06.01.2021 for a period of one year i.e. 07.12.2020 till 06.12.2021. As per section 2 clause
2.1.14 (xiii) of the RFP “Has been expelled or the contract terminated by the Ministry of Road Transporté&
Highways or its implementing agencies for breach by such Bidder, including individual or any of its Joint
Venture Member; Provided that any such decision of expulsion or termination of contract leading to
debarring of the Bidder from further participation in bids for the prescribed period should have been
ordered after affording an opportunity of hearing to such party” as the bidder has been debarred from
NHIDCL the committee considered the bid as technically non responsive.

6. In Continuation to 1°* Meeting of Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) held on 29.12.2020, replies
received from the bidders, the Evaluation report were deliberated by the TEC in 2™ meeting held on
07.01.2021.Some of the bidder has not given the year wise break up of receivable value for civil work
reflected in the UDIN Certificate however the value given by the statutory Auditor have been considered .
The remarks of ETEC w.r.t the observations and reply received are tabulated below:

S.N | Name of the | Clarification to be sought | Reply received by the | NHIDCL’s Comment

0 Bidder bidder
1 M/s  Anusha (i) The bidder has The reply submitted by
Projects (i) UDIN on ICAl Portal | submitted the UDIN the bidder has been
Private does not show the number which reflect year scrutinized by the
Limited turnover of last 5 years. wise breakup of receivable | committee and found to
Please clarify value of the civil work. be in order. Since the

bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
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responsive.

M/s BKD
Infrastructure
Pvt. Ltd.

(i) UDIN number on
[CAl Portal does not show
the turnover of last 5
years. Please clarify

{i) The bidder has
submitted the UDIN
number which reflect year
wise breakup of receivable
value of the civil work.

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive.

M/s Fortune
Group

(1)
could not be located.
Please clarify.

(if)  UDIN on ICAI Portal
does not show net
worth. Please Clarify

Appendix |A Annex-||

(i) The bidder has
submitted Appendix IA
Annex-| as per RFP
format.

(ii) The bidder has
submitted the UDIN
number which reflects
Net Worth of the
Firm.

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive.

M/s Ajwani
Infrastructure
Pvt. Ltd.

(i) For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3,
experience certificate
from the authority could
not be located .Please
identify the page number
and clarify.

(i)  Appendix X,
Appendix X| could not be
located. Please clarify

(i) The bidder has
submitted the experience
certificate of single work
under category 1 & 3.

(i1) The bidder has
submitted Appendix X,
Appendix XI as per RFP
format.

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive.

M/s Divya
Simandhar
Construction
Pvt. Ltd.

(i) UDIN on ICAIl Portal
does not show the
turnover of last 5 years.
Please clarify

(il)  As per Appendix
Threshold Technical
Capacity is 44.07 Cr but
as per RFP Section 7 (4)
Threshold Technical
Capacity should be
95.185 Cr. Please Clarify

(i) The bidder has submitted
the UDIN number which
reflect year wise breakup
of receivable value of the
civil work.

(i1) The bidder has submitted
the certificate of
Statutory Auditor for
evaluation of Threshold
Technical Capacity for
the projects to be
considered.

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee, The
committee observed that
The bidder has
submitted the three (3)
Statutory Auditor
Certificate’s for the
calculation of the
Threshold Technical
Capacity. It was :
observed that one i
additional project has |

W Y WW
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| (iii)

For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3,
experience certificate
from the authority could
not be located .Please
identify the page number
and clarify.

iii) The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

been added in the
clarification submitted

to the project submitted |
with the bid. The '
committee considered
three (3) projects out of
four (4). Further, the
bidder has claimed the

all the project under
Category 3, whereas
following two (2)

projects have been
considered under |
category 4 as per RFP |
and the additional

project has not been
considered for the
calculation of Threshold
Technical Capacity.

1 Providing WBM
Service Road, Carrying
out treatment to existing
WBM Roads and providing
C.C. parapet walls along
Miyagam Branch Canal
(From Ch. 62.500 to
86.600 Km.) & Vadodara |
Branch Canal (from Ch. |
67.440 to 115.090 Km) ‘
with O & M for five
Years.

25 Annual Rate
Contract for Work for
Four Zone.

The committee observed
that the Threshold
Technical Capacity of the
firm is 92.87 Cr but as per |
RFP section 7 (4), the
Threshold Technical
Capacity should be 95.185
Cr Since the bidder does
not fulfill the required
Threshold Technical
Capacity, the committee
has considered the bid as
Technically non
responsive.

W‘?ﬁv o
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M/s Coal
Mines
Associated
Traders Pvt,
Ltd. JV M/s
AKMB
Projects Pvt.
Ltd.

A. M/s Coal Mines
Associated Traders
Pvt., Ltd.

(i) Reference number
from bank for
submission of cost of
Bid does not match
with our records.
Please clarify

(ii)  For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3,
experience certificate
from the authority could
not be located .Please
identify the page number
and clarify.

(iii) UDIN on ICAI Portal
does not show the
turnover of last 5
years. Please clarify

B. M/s AKMB Projects
Pvt. Ltd.

(i) Reference number
from bank for
submission of cost
of Bid does not
match with our
records. Please
clarify

(ii)  For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3,
experience certificate
from the authority could
not be located .Please
identify the page number
and clarify.

A, M/s Coal Mines

Associated Traders Pvt.
Ltd.

(i)  The bidder has
provided reference
number which reflects
cost of bid.

The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

(i) The bidder has
submitted the UDIN
number which reflect
year wise breakup of
receivable value of the
civil work.

. M/s AKMB Projects Pvt,
Ltd.

(i)  The bidder has
provided reference
number which reflects
cost of bid.

(ii) The bidder has
submitted the UDIN
number which reflect
year wise breakup of
receivable value of the
civil work.

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically

responsive.
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(iii) Refer note number
11 of FY 2019-20 could
not be located. Please
clarify.

(ili) The bidder has
provided Refer note
number 11 of FY 2019-20

M/s C Gopal
Reddy and Co

(i) For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3, ,
experience certificate
from the authority
could not be located

.Please identify the
page number and
clarify

(ii) For calculation of
Bid Capacity as per
Appendix 1A Annexure
VI value of “A”, “B” is
observed as “NIL” but
as per RFP Section 2

Clause 2.2.2.1
“Bidders who inter
alia meet the

minimum qualification
criteria will be
qualified only if their
available BID capacity
is more than the 50 %
of the  Estimated
Project Cost”. Please
Clarify

(iii) Project code “E”
could not be located.
Please Clarify

(iv) UDIN on ICAIl Portal
does not shaow the
turnover of last 5
years. Please clarify

(v) Audited Balance
sheet for FY 2018-19
could not be located.
Please Clarify

(vi) Audited Balance
sheet for FY 2017-18,
2016-17 Bifurcation of

i) The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

ii) The bidder clarifies that
due to clerical error the
value of “A”, “B" of
Appendix 1A Annexure VI
has been correctly
submitted.

iii) The bidder has submitted
Project code E.

(iv) The bidder has
submitted the UDIN
number which reflect
year wise breakup of
receivable value of the
civil work.

(v) The bidder has
submitted Audited
Balance sheet for FY
2018-19.

(vi) The bidder clarifies
that the “Direct Income is
generated from the Civil

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to |
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive.

T
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Gross  Supply  and
Service could not be
located. Please Clarify

(vil) The balance sheet

for FY 2019-20 could
not be located. If not
audited then
undertaking needs to
be submitted as per
RFP section 2 clause
2.2.2.8 (ii). Please
clarify

Engineering Construction
works/ Receipts”.

(vii) The bidder has
submitted the
undertaking regarding the
non submission of the
audited Balance Sheet of
FY 2019-20.

M/s SKV
Infratech Pvt.
Ltd.

(i)  Claimed net worth
in Appendix X is. 9.68
Cr. but as per Audited
Balance sheet of FY
2019-20 net worth is
8.19 Cr. Please clarify

The bidder clarifies “As per
audited Balance Sheet of
SKV Infractech Private
limited as on 31st March
2020, the company has taken
convertible debt/Long Term
Unsecured loans from
promoters/director of the
company amounting Rs.
1,48,39,339/- and the same
has been considered while
calculating the Net worth of
the company as it forms a
part of money in business by
promoters. And the
promoters/director can also
give a declaration that the
above said loans will not be
withdrawn without prior
approval of the board."

Further, the bidder has again
send the representation vide
email dated 05.01.2020
wherein, the bidder has
stated that in Companies
Act, 2013 there is a concept
of quasi Equity which
describes a form of capital
with debt - like properties
and equity like functionality.
Quasi equity is junior to any
loans so the amount of debt
is factor of consideration
when assessing the
attractiveness of the deal.

Thus the bidder has
resubmitted the net worth
inclusive of Quasi capital

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee. The
committee was
informed that Quasi
capital i.e. loan from
Director of the Firm,
cannot be considered
for the calculation of
the Net worth.
Accordingly, the Net
Worth excluding the
Quasi capital is 8.19 Cr
which is less than the
required Net Worth of
9.52 Cr as per RFP
section 2 clause
2.2.2.3 (i), Hence the
Committee considered
the bid as Technically
non-responsive.

i

v
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(ii) For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3,
experience certificate
from the authority
could not be located

(unsecured loans from the
Director only) which is Rs

9.

if)

68 Cr

The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

.Please identify the
page number and
clarify

9 M/s Overseas | A. M/s PBA | A. M/s PBA Infrastructure The reply submitted by
Infrastructure Infrastructure Ltd Ltd the bidder has been
Alliance : scrutinized by the
(INDIA) (i) UDIN on ICAl Portal | (i) The bidder has submitted | committee and found to
Private does not show the the UDIN number which be in order. Since the
Limited JV turnover of last 5 reflect year wise breakup | bidder is technically and
M/s PBA years. Please clarify of receivable value of the | financially eligible.
Infrastructure civil work. Hence the committee
Ltd decided to consider the

bid as Technically
responsive.

10 | M/s Niraj (i) Appendix X, Appendix | (i) The Bidder has | The reply submitted by
Cement XI could not be| submitted Appendix X, | the bidder has been
Structurals located. Please | Appendix X| as per RFP | scrutinized by the ‘
l.td Clarify. format. committee and found to

be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive.

11 M/s DNC (i) Reference number (i)  The bidder has The reply submitted by
Infrastructure from bank for provided reference number | the bidder has been
Private submission of cost of which reflects cost of bid. scrutinized by the
Limited committee and observed

Bid does not match
with our records.
Please clarify

For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3, ,
experience certificate
from the authority
could not be located
.Please identify the
page number and

(if)

ii) The bidder has submitted

the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

that the project
considered by the bidder
under single work for
category 1 & 3 does not
fulfil the RFP criteria as
the bidder has claimed
the project
“Improvements to
Basavakalyan-Raichur
State Highway-51 from
Km 32.85 to Km 115.00 |
(in selected reaches) in |
Gulbarga & Chitttapur |

o
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clarify

(iii)
does not
turnover of last 5
years. Please clarify

UDIN on ICAI Portal [iii) The bidder has submitted
show the |

the UDIN number which
reflect year wise breakup
of receivable value of the
civil work.

Taluka of Gulbarga Distt.
B) Improvements to
Bhalki-Chincholi State
Highway-75 from 57.60

to Km 92.20 (in selected
reaches) in Chincholi
Taluka of Gulbarga

Distt.” under category 3, |
However as per RFP
section 2 clause 2.2.2.5
(ifi) b (Ill) same is
considered under
category 4. Hence the
bidder does not have
single work under
category 1&3.

The committee
observed that the
Threshold Technical
Capacity of the firm is .
91.70 Cr but as per RFP |
section 7 (4), the
Threshold Technical
Capacity should be
95.185 Cr Since the
bidder does not fulfill
the required Threshold |
Technical Capacity, the f‘
committee has |
considered the bid as
Technically non
responsive, g

|

12 M/s AK (1) UDIN on ICAI Portal | (i) The bidder has submitted | The reply submitted by |
Shivhare does not show the the UDIN number which the bidder has been
Infrastructure turnover of last 5 reflect year wise breakup | scrutinized by the |
Pvt. Ltd. years. Please of receivable value of the | committee and found to |

clarify civil work. be in order. Since the |
bidder is technically and |
financially eligible. |
Hence the committee |
decided to consider the |
bid as Technically
responsive, '
13 | M/s Dev Yash () UDIN on ICAIl Portal | (i) The bidder has submitted

Projects and
Infrastructure
Pvt. Ltd.

does not show the
turnover of last 5
years. Please
clarify

the UDIN number which
reflect year wise breakup
of receivable value of the
civil work,

The reply submitted by
the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee and found to |
be in order, Since the j
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee :
decided to consider the |

e v
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bid as Technically
responsive.

14

M/s.Naagaam |
| ii Infratech

Private
Limited

(i)  For consideration
of single work under
category 1 & 3, ,
experience certificate
from the authority
could not be located
.Please identify the
page number and
clarify

(ii) Reference number
from bank for
submission of cost of
Bid could not be
located. Please clarify

(iii)  As per Audited
Balance sheet for FY
2019-20 Net worth is
6.50 Cr. but as per
Appendix X Net worth is
9.61 Cr. Please Clarify

)

The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

(ii) The bidder has provided

(i)

reference number which
reflects cost of bid.

The bidder clarifies “
As per CA certificate
dated 21.12.2020 the net
worth of the company as
on 31.03.2020 has been
arrived at Rs 9.61 Crore
where as per the query
raised by your Authority
that net worth as per
audited balance sheet is
Rs 6.50 .core. In the CA
certificate the unsecured
loan availed from the
Director of the company
to the tune of Rs. 3.11
Crore has been
considered as part of net
worth as the fund
provided by the director
to the company is non

interest  bearing  and
secondly, it has been
provided to the company
to meet its working
capital business
requirements and thirdly,
any  unsecured  loan

received by the company
from the director which
are non interest bearing
can be treated as quasi
capital and as part of net

The reply submitted by

the bidder has been
scrutinized by the
committee. The |
committee was informed
that Quasi capital i.e.
loan from Director of the
Firm, cannot be
considered for the

calculation of the Net
worth. Accordingly, the

Net Worth excluding the
Quasi capital is 6.50 Cr
which is less than the
required Net Worth of
9.52 Cr as per RFP
section 2 clause 2.2.2.3
(i). Hence the
Committee  considered
the bid as Technically
non-responsive.

WW/W@L
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woarth of the company as
the concerned fund has
been contributed by the
promoter of the company
only. Accordingly while
preparation of net worth
certificate by the CA on
21.12.2020 for
31.03.2020, he  has
considered the unsecured
loan from the director as
part of capital treating
as a quasi capital
contribution by  the
Director and accordingly
considering it as a part of
net  worth of the
company and accordingly
making the net worth of

the company to be
Rs.9.61 Crores as on
31.03.2020”
15 | M/s Yogi A, M/s Yogi A. M/s Yogi The reply submitted by
Construction | Construction Co. Construction Co. the bidder has been
Co. JV M/s scrutinized by the

LG Chaudhary

(i) Power of Attorney not

in RFP Format. Please
Clarify.

(i1) Statutory Certificate

for project code “D”
could not be located.
Please Clarify,

(ifi)For consideration of

single work under
category 1 & 3, ,
experience certificate
from the authority
could not be located
.Please identify the
page number and
clarify

B. M/s LG Chaudhary

(i) Power of Attorney
not in RFP Format.
Please Clarify.

(ii) Audited Balance

sheet for all Five

i) The bidder has submitted
POA as per RFP format.

ii) The bidder has submitted
Statutory Certificate for
project code “D".

iii) The bidder has submitted
the experience certificate
of single work under
category 1 & 3.

B. M/s LG Chaudhary
i) The bidder has submitted
POA as per RFP format.

ii) The bidder has submitted
Audited Balance sheet for

committee and found to
be in order. Since the
bidder is technically and
financially eligible.
Hence the committee
decided to consider the
bid as Technically
responsive,

/jtaﬂ/ o

/
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(iif)

years could not be
located. Please
Clarify.

For consideration of
single work under
category 1 & 3, ,
experience
certificate from the
authority could not
be located .Please
identify the page
number and clarify

all Five years.

iii) The bidder has submitted
the experience
certificate of single work
under category 1 & 3.

7.

8.

deliberation status of evaluation is as below.

The details of Technical Capacity, Financial Capacity and the Bid Capacity of the above bidders are as
Annexure -l

" The Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) in its 2™ meeting has discussed the evaluation and after

]

Sr. | Name of the Bidder Status No. of Projects
No. | held with NHIDCL |
1 | M/s Anusha Projects Private Limited Technically Responsive 1 - Mizoram |
2 M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive 0
3 M/s Fortune Group Technically Responsive 1 - Nagaland
4 M/s Ajwani Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive 0
i

5 M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Technically Non Responsive 0
6 M/s Coal Mines Associated Traders Pvt. Technically Responsive 0

Ltd. JV M/s AKMB Projects Pvt. Ltd.
7 M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co Technically Responsive 0
8 M/s SKV Infratech Pvt, Ltd. Technically Non Responsive 0
9 M/s Overseas Infrastructure Alliance Technically Responsive 1 - Nagaland

(INDIA) Private Limited JV M/s PBA

Infrastructure Ltd.
10 M/s Niraj Cement Structurals Ltd. Technically Responsive 1 - Meghalaya
11 M/s DNC Infrastructure Private Limited Technically Non Responsive 0
12 M/s AK Shivhare Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. Technically Responsive 0
13 M/s Dev Yash Projects and Infrastructure | Technically Responsive 0
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[ 14 ' M/s.Naagaamii Infratech Private Limited Technically Non Responsive 0

15 ' M/s Yogi Construction Co. JV M/s LG Technically Responsive 0
' Chaudhary
|

16 | M/sSatya Builders 0

Technically Non Responsive(as per
section 2 clause 2.1.14 (xiii) of the

- RFP)
17 M/S Asean Agencies Technically Responsive 0
18 M/s Kalyan Toll Infrastructure Limited Technically Responsive 0
19 M/s S S Builders Technically Responsive 0
9. The Technical Evaluation Committee (TEC) recommends to open the financial bid of the 14 technically

responsive bidders after the approval of Competent Authority.

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to chair.

Ajay Ahulwélia B. Shivptasad Bhaskar Mallick
(ED-I) (GM-Tech) Manager -Fin.
Chairman Member Member Member

ety
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Annexure - |

Lead Other Member
Minimum Member Share (at least
Technical | Similar work from| share (at] 20% of total
threshold | category 1 & 3 in a least 60 % threshold
Sr. ; capacity single complete| of total| capacity) i.e.
No. BidoerHame (Clause projects  (Clause-| threshold Rs. 19.04 Cr,
2.2.2.2 2.2.2.2(ii)) = Rs.| technical
(i)=Rs. 28.56 Cr. capacity)
95.16 Cr. i.e. Rs.
. 57.11Cr.
1 M/s Anusha Projects Private| 659.11Cr | Yes NA NA
Limited (Rs 102.87 Cr)
2 M7s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. | 280.80 Cr | Yes ( Rs 37.34 Cr) NA NA
3 M/s Fortune Group 412.24 Cr | Yes ( Rs 80.66 Cr) NA NA
4 M/s Ajwani Infrastructure Pvt. 593.68 Cr | Yes ( Rs204.41 Cr) | NA NA
Ltd.
5 M/s Divya Simarndhar 44,07 Cr | Yes (Rs 45.16 Cr) NA NA
Construction Pvt. Ltd.
) M/s Coal Mines Associated NA YES ( Rs 41.12 Cr) 108.53 Cr 90.48 Cr
Traders Pvt. Ltd. JV M/s AKMB
Projects Pvt. Ltd.
7 M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co 105.37 Cr | Yes ( Rs 53.68) Yes ( Rs Yes ( Rs 259.16
259.16 Cr) | Cn)
8 M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd. 137.79 Cr | Yes ( Rs 40.95 Cr) NA NA
9 M/s Overseas Infrastructure NA Yes ( Rs 259.16 Cr) | 319.89 Cr 370.52 Cr
Alliance (INDIA) Private Limited
JV M/s PBA Infrastructure Ltd
10 M/s Niraj Cement Structurals 276.99 Cr | Yes ( Rs 47.57 Cr) NA NA
Ltd
11 M/s DNC Infrastructure Private | 91.70 Cr Yes (Rs 0 Cr) NA NA
Limited
12 M7s AK Shivhare Infrastructure | 378.85 Cr | Yes ( Rs 63.19 Cr) NA NA
Pvt. Ltd.
13 M/s Dev Yash Projects and 210.22 Cr | Yes (Rs 34.38 Cr) NA NA
Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.
14 M/s.Naagaamii Infratech Private | 172.41 Cr | Yes (Rs 104.80 Cr) | NA NA

Limited
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(15 | M/s Yogi Construction Co. JV NA Yes ( Rs 39.78 Cr) 109.36 Cr 72.16 Cr
| M/s LG Chaudhary
16 J M/s Satya Builders Technically Non Responsive(as per section 2 clause 2.1.14 (xiii) of
the RFP)
17 M/S Asean Agencies 223.36 Cr | Yes ( Rs 87.93 Cr) NA NA
18 M/s Kalyan Toll Infrastructure 350.95 Cr | Yes ( Rs 30.59 Cr) NA NA
Limited
19 | M/s S S Builders 187.09 Cr | Yes (Rs 39.75 Cr) NA NA j
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Summary of Financial Evaluation

‘ | Whether
i ‘ - meeting
Sr | Equit Claimed Net Turnover (in the
Mo, | Bidder Name Role Details /0. Worth (in INR INR 28.56 Financial
' | g 9.5 Crores)  Crores) Threshold
1 Requireme
i nt
M/s Anusha Projects Private
T Limited SE 45.94 Cr 118.46 Cr Y
M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt.
| SE 2 34.98 Cr 146.06 Cr Y
tune Gre | . '
g, |Mwiarine Golp SE | 22.04 Cr 71.24 Cr Y
M/s Ajwani Infrastructure
4, Pvt. Ltd. SE i 119.02 Cr 262.04 Cr Y
M/s Divya Simandhar
5. Construction Pvt. Ltd. SE 22.28 Cr 66.73 Cr Y
M/s Coal Mines Associated Lead - 68.52 Lead- 80.61Cr
&, Traders Pvt. Ltd. JV M/s JV 51-49 Cr Other - 1251 Y
AKMB Projects Pvt. Ltd. Other- 5.84 Cr| Cr
M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co
7. SE - 2 29.19 Cr 47.00 Cr Y
M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd.
8. SE 8.19 Cr 59.53 Cr Y
M/s Overseas Infrastructure Lead - 144.25 Lead-261.19 Cr
9. Alliance (INDIA) Private Jv 60-40 Cr Other - 98.15 Y
Limited JV M/s PBA Other- 13.71) cr
M/s Niraj Cement
10 Structurals Ltd SE 155.07 Cr 120.79 Cr Y
M/s DNC Infrastructure
11 Private Limited SE 44,37 Cr 209.30 Cr Y
M/s AK Shivhare
12 Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. SE 54.09 Cr 176.08 Cr Y
M/s Dev Yash Projects and
13 Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd. SE 17.09 Cr 115.99 Cr Y
M/s.Naagaamii Infratech
14 Private Limited SE 6.50 Cr 55.95 Cr Y
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Summary of Financial Evaluation

J Whether
' |  meeting
S Equit Claimed Net Turnover (in the
N, | Bidder Name Role Details | H?:e di*ﬂ’ Worth (in INR INR 28.56 Financial
: g 9.5 Crores) | Crores) ' Threshold
' Requireme
nt
M/s Yogi Construction Co. Lead - 20.78
"7l Lead-138.66 Cr
qg | <Y is Ll Chandhany W 51-49 cF Other - 60.99 Y
Other- 18.38 C
¢
CF

M/s Satya Builders Technically Non Responsive(as per section 2 clause 2.1.14 (xiii) of the
16 RFP)

M/S Asean Agencies Y
17 SE 50.19 Cr 75.01 Cr

M/s Kalyan Toll Y
18 Infrastructure Limited SE 641.65 Cr 487.31 Cr

M/s S S Builders Y
19 SE 19.63 Cr 93.74 Cr '

¥
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Minimum Requirement of Bid Capacity = Rs. 95.185 Crore
Calculated / Assessed
Financial A
/ Whether
S Name of the (Annual AxN -
: Calendar Qualifying
No Applicant Year for | Updation TAnnuaI Turnover B X 2[;5 or Nof
which factor ] = N (Rs. | . ~
"A" has (Rs. Cr.) | Updation Cr.) (Rs.
b factor) Cr.)
gen Rs. Cr
claimed & T 2
1 | M/s Anusha
Projects Private| 5549 105 | 237.11 | 24897 | 1.5 |86 | 36891 ye
Limited 65 7
2 | M/s BKD
Infrastructure 333. | 419.7
2015 1.2 167.36 200.83 1 Y
Pvt. Ltd. >l a2 | o =
3 | M/s Fortune
Group 2019 1 12518 | 12518 | 1.5 | A2 | B4 ves
4 | M/s Ajwani
Infrastructure 382. | 951.1
2018 1.05 338.61 355.54 1.5 Yi
Pvt. Ltd. 11 7 =
5 | M/s Divya
Simandhar
Conshiustio 2014 1.2 g7.14 | 10457 | 15 | 306|313 ves
Pvt. Ltd.
6 | M/s Coal Mines
Associated
Traders Pvt.
Led. JV M/s
AKMB Projects
Pvt. Ltd.
M/s Coal Mines - )
Assaciated 2018 105 | 9372 | 3841 | 15 |18 184 Yes
77 5
Traders Pvt.
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Ltd.

M/s AKMB ;
Projects Pvt. 2019 1 34.58 34.58 15 | ag | 1248 Yes
Ltd. . 5
Total 303 -1 Yes
M/s C Gopal 515.3
7 Reddy and Co 2018 1.05 130.88 137.42 1.5 0 4' Yes
M/s SKV 2017 1.1 85 93.50 1,5 26.9 | 323.65 Yes
8 Infratech Pvt. 8
Ltd.
M/s Overseas
Infrastructure
Alliance (INDIA)
9 Private Limited
JV M/s PBA
Infrastructure
Ltd
M/s Overseas
Infrastructure 532
Alliance (INDIA) 2015 1.15 183.81 211.83 1.5 72' 259.96 Yes
Private Limited
M/s PBA
'L“t;"a“mcwr B 2015 1.2 108.77 | 13052 | 1.5 | 57 |432.47|  Yes
Total | 692.43
M/s Niraj
10 | Cement 2015 1.2 106.03 | 12724 | 15 | 3*3 130169  vYes
Structurals Ltd 2
M/s DNC
11 | Infrastructure 2018 1 6357 | 6357 | 15 | 0o |38 vyes
Private Limited 88
M/s AK Shivhare 2019 1 213.16 213.16 1.5 130. | 669.1 Yes
12| |nfrastructure 17 8
Pvt. Ltd.
M/s Dev Yash
Projects and
% | inFestructine 2015 115 | 12259 | 14098 | 1.5 ’gg" 39;"6 Yes
Pvt. Ltd.
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M/s.Naagaamii
Infratech

14 | private Limited | 2018 1.05 108.37 113.79 1.5 3 8 Yes
M/s Yogi
15 | Construction
Co. JVM/s LG
Chaudhary
W75 L6
Chaudhary | 161. | 528.2
2018 1.05 175.11 183.87 145 121 9 Yes
M/s Yogi ;
Construction
Co. 1542 | 216.6
2015 1.2 60.21 72.25 1.5 ' 9 6 Yes
1 744.9
' Total | 4 Yes
M/s Satya
16 | Builders
Technically Non Responsive(as per section 2 clause 2.1.14 (xiii) of the RFP)
M/S Asean
. 980. | 1638. Yes
17 Agenc]es 2019 1 698.33 698.33 1.5 39 35
M/s Kalyan Toll
18 | Infrastructure 2019 1 169.40 | 169.40 | 1.5 | 7.12 623'1 Yes
Limited
19 |M/s35Builders | 5005 120 | 101.84 | 12221 | 1.5 793'9 =
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National Highways & Infrastructure Development Corporation

Minutes of Meetings of Empowered Technical Bid Evaluation Committee (ETEC) for “Construction of 2 Laning with ;
Hard Shoulder of Peren - Dimapur section on NH - 129A from Design Km 126.775 to Km 146.208 (Length - 19.433 Km) in ?
the state of Nagaland on EPC mode (Pkg - Il) under NH(O) - TSP.” held at NHIDCL, New Delhi at 1100 Hrs on

29.12.2020

1. The bids for the subject work were invited and bids were received online on scheduled bid due date as
22.12.2020 at 1100 hrs.

2 Empowered Technical Bid Opening Committee (ETBC) met to open the technical Bids on 23.12.2020 at 1100 hrs.
The following bidders have submitted their bids online.

(i) M/s Anusha Projects Private Limited

(ii)  M/s BKD Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

(iti)  M/s Fortune Group

(iv)  M/s Ajwani Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

(v)  M/s Divya Simandhar Construction Pvt. Ltd.

(vi)  M/s Coal Mines Associated Traders Pvt. Ltd. JV M/s AKMB Projects Pvt. Ltd.
(vii) M/s C Gopal Reddy and Co

{viii) M/s SKV Infratech Pvt. Ltd.

(ix) M/s Overseas Infrastructure Alliance (INDIA) Private Limited JVY M/s PBA Infrastructure Ltd
(x)  M/s Niraj Cement Structurals L.td

(xi)  M/s DNC Infrastructure Private Limited

(xii) M/s S S Builders

(xiii) M/s Kalyan Toll Infrastructure Limited

(xiv) M/s AK Shivhare Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

(xv) M/s Dev Yash Projects and Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

(xvi) M/s M/s.Naagaamii Infratech Private Limited

(xvii) M/s M/s Satya Builders

(xviii) M/S Asean Agencies

{xix) M/s Yogi Construction Co. JV M/s LG Chaudhary

3. The Evaluation Committee in reference to RFP has considered the following Evaluation Criteria for estimated
project cost of Rs 190.37 Crore.
]

5r.No. | particulars Amount in Rs. Cr. |
1 Estimated Project Cost 190.37 |
2 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) as per clause| g5 1q

2227 ) !
3 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for Lead 57.11

Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i)
4 Minimum Threshold Technical Capacity required (For Category 1, 2, 3 & 4) for Other 19.04

Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) ‘
5 Minimum required amount of COMPLETED Eligible Projects in Category 1 and/or Category 3 28.56 E

from at least one similar work as per clause 2.2.2.2 (if)

For a project to qualify as a Eligible Project under Category 1&2 , the Capital Cost of the

6 project should be more than (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) (c) ) 9.52
Minimum required amount of self constructed project by the Bidder for a project to qualify one half of the
as a Eligible Project under Category 1&2 (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (i) (d)) J Project Cost of
7 eligible projects as
defined in clause
2.2.2.6 (i) (d).
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- For a project to qualify as a Eligible Project under Category 3&4 , the receipt / payments g.52

8 ! of the project should be more than (as per clause 2.2.2.6 (ii) )
9 | Minimum Financial capacity required as per clause 2.2.2.3 .52
!

| 10 Minimum Financial Capacity required for Lead Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 5.71
" Minimum Financial Capacity required for Other Member to fulfill as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 1.90
12 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required as per clause 2.2.2.3 (ii) 28.56
13 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required (For Lead Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) 17.13
14 Minimum Average Annual Turnover required (For Other Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) | 5.71
15 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For each Bidder) as per clause 2.2.2.1 95.185
16 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Lead Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i) | 57.111
17 Minimum Required Bid Capacity (For Other Member) as per clause 2.2.2.4 (i)  19.037
4, The Evaluation Committee during evaluation found that some of the data/information provided by the Bidders

are not adhering to the clauses given'in the RFP document, so it was proposed that the clarification may be sought from
the Bidders as per clause no 3.1.4 of the RFP to facilitate the evaluation process. Accordingly, the Empowered
Technical Evaluation Committee (ETEC) in its meeting has decided that the clarification as requested by the Technical

Division is to be sought from the respective bidders.

5. The details of bidders and the clarification to be sought are tabulated below:
[S.No [ Name  of the | Clarification to be sought
Bidder
1 M/s Anusha
Projects Private| (i) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
Limited
2 | M/s BKD (i) UDIN number on ICAl Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please
Infrastructure Pvt.| clarify :
Ltd.
3 M/s Fortune Group (i)  Appendix |A Annex-| could not be located. Please clarify. ‘
(i) DIN on ICAl Portal does not show net worth. Please Clarify :
|
4 M/s Ajwani !
Infrastructure Pvt. | (i) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, experience certificate from |
Ltd. the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and clarify. ‘
(i1) Appendix X, Appendix Xl could not be located. Please clarify
5 M/s Divya (i) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
Simandhar (i) As per Appendix Threshold Technical Capacity is 44.07 Cr but as per RFP Section 7
Construction Pvt. (4) Threshold Technical Capacity should be 95.185 Cr. Please Clarify
Ltd. (iif)  For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, experience certificate from
the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and clarify.
6 M/s Coal Mines A. M/s Coal Mines Associated Traders Pvt. Ltd. ‘
Associated Traders | (i) Reference number from bank for submission of cost of Bid does not match with our |
Pvt. Ltd. JV M/s records. Please clarify
AKMB Projects (i) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, experience certificate from |
Pvt. Ltd. the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and clarify. |
(iii) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify

Page 20f 4

gE T



(i)

|
| (i)
‘ the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and clarify.

B. M/s AKMB Projects Pvt, Ltd.

Reference number from bank for submission of cost of Bid does not match

with our records. Please clarify
For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, experience certificate from

(iii) Refer note number 11 of FY 2019-20 could not be located. Please clarify.

Projects and
Infrastructure Pvt.
Ltd.

7 M/s C Gopal (1) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, , experience certificate |
Reddy and Co from the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and |
clarify
(ii) For calculation of Bid Capacity as per Appendix 1A Annexure VI value of “A”, “B” is
observed as “NIL” but as per RFP Section 2 Clause 2.2.2.1 “Bidders who inter alia |
meet the minimum qualification criteria will be qualified only if their available
BID capacity is more than the 50 % of the Estimated Project Cost". Please Clarify
(i) Project code “E” could not be located. Please Clarify
(iv) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
(v) Audited Balance sheet for FY 2018-19 could not be located. Please Clarify
(vi) Audited Balance sheet for FY 2017-18, 2016-17 Bifurcation of Gross Supply and |
Service could not be located. Please Clarify ‘
(vii)The balance sheet for FY 2019-20 could not be located. If not audited then |
undertaking needs to be submitted as per RFP section 2 clause 2.2.2.8 (i1). !
Please clarify }'
8 M/s SKV Infratech (i) Claimed net worth in Appendix X is 9.68 Cr. but as per Audited Balance sheet 5
Pvt. Ltd. of FY 2019-20 net worth is 8.19 Cr. Please clarify ;
(if) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, experience certificate ;
from the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and |
clarify
9 M/s Overseas A. M/s PBA Infrastructure Ltd
Infrastructure (i) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
Alliance (INDIA)
Private Limited JV
M/s PBA |
Infrastructure Ltd }
|
10 M/s Niraj Cement (i) Appendix X, Appendix XI could not be located. Please Clarify. .
Structurals Ltd |
11 M/s DNC (i) Reference number from bank for submission of cost of Bid does not match with our
lnfrastrugtu_re records. Please clarify
Private Limited (i)  For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, , experience certificate
from the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and
clarify
(iii)  UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
12 M/s AK Shivhare (i) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify
Infrastructure Pvt.
Ltd.
J
13 M/s Dev Yash (i) UDIN on ICAI Portal does not show the turnover of last 5 years. Please clarify |

|
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| 14 | M/s ! (i) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, , experience certificate

M/s.Naagaamii from the authority could not be located .Please identify the page number and
' Infratech Private clarify
Limited (if) Reference number from bank for submission of cost of Bid could not be

; located. Please clarify
(ifi)  As per Audited Balance sheet for FY 2019-20 Net worth is 6.50 Cr. but as per
Appendix X Net worth is 9.61 Cr. Please Clarify

15 M/s Yogi A. M/s Yogi Construction Co.
| Construction Co. (i) Power of Attorney not in RFP Format. Please Clarify
JV M/s LG (i) Statutory Certificate for project code “D” could not be located. Please
Chaudhary Clarify

(it1) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, , experience
certificate from the authority could not be located .Please identify the |
page number and clarify -

B. M/s LG Chaudhary ,

(i) Power of Attorney not in RFP Format. Please Clarify. |

(if) Audited Balance sheet for all Five years could not be located. Please |
Clarify

(i) For consideration of single work under category 1 & 3, , experience |
certificate from the authority could not be located .Please identify the |
page number and clarify 1

6. The Empowered Technical Evaluation Committee (ETEC) decides to ask for the above tabulated clarification
after the approval of Competent Authority.

Meeting ended with vote of thanks to chair.

Bhaskar Mallick

Manager -Fin.
Member

Ajay Ahulwalia™ B. Shivigrasad
(ED-1) (GM-Tech)
Chairman Member
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