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ITEM NO. 3(xvii)

Dev. of area around State Emporia Building at BKS Marg.


The council vide Reso. No. 3(XXIII) dated 24.05.02 approved the preliminary estimate amounting to Rs. 98,11,100/-.  With the approval of the Chairperson, applications for pre-qualifications of contractors for five important works were invited and 19 contractors were pre-qualified for these works.  After approval of the detailed estimate and NIT by the CE (C) tenders for this work was invited from pre-qualified contractors with date of sale and opening as 1.1.03 and 3-1-03 respectively.  12 pre-qualified contractors had applied for issue of tender documents and 12 numbers purchased the documents whereas 8 nos. contractor submitted their tenders.  The tender was opened on 3-1-03 and their comparative statement are as under :  

Estimated cost Rs. 87,95,762/-

Sr. No.  Agency

Tendered Amount

%age above/below

1. M/s K.B.G. Enterprises

Rs.    83, 10,978/-


5.51% below

2. M/s Amar const. Co.

Rs.    89,92,311/-


2.23% above

3. M/s Sai Const.


Rs.    85,31,817/-


3% below

4. M/s R.K. Sharma and Co.
Rs.    84,91,486/-


3.46% below

5. M/s M.Paul Bbuta

Rs. 1,06,30,295/-


20.86% above

6. M/s M.M. Const. Co.

Rs.    98,03,644/-


11.46% above

7. M/s Vadheras 


Rs.    86,85,280/-


1.26% Below

8. M/S A.K. Builders

Rs     82,47,747/-


6.23% below


From the comparative statement, it may be seen that M/s A.K.Builders have quoted the lowest rate which is 6.23% below the estimated cost of Rs, 87,95,762/-.  The tendered amount works out to Rs. 82,47,747/-.  The justification prepared by the department and checked by the planning on the prevailing market rates works out to be 4.64% above.  There is a difference of 10.87% between the justified rates and quoted rates of the contractor.  Accordingly, it was recommended that the work may be awarded to the lowest contractor at their quoted rates. Finance have concurred in the proposal to award the work to M/s A.K. Builders at their quoted rates and observed that the effort should be made for contribution of expenditure from CPWD for balance amount.  In this regard, it is stated that CPWD had refused to give the additional amount  since the improvement of this complex building is scheme work of NDMC.


The Chairperson has seen the case.

CE(C)’s  REMARKS :-
The case is placed before the council for consideration and approval for award of work to M/s A.K. Builders at their quoted rates with tendered amount of Rs, 82,47,747/- (Rs. Eighty two Lakhs Forty Seven Thousand  and Seven Hundred Forty Seven only) which works out to be 6.23% below the estimated cost.

COUNCIL’S DECISION

Resolved by the Council that the lowest tender of M/s A.K. Builders at their quoted amount of Rs.82,47,747/-, which works out to 6.23% below the estimated cost of Rs.87,95,762/-, is accorded.

ITEM NO. 3 (xviii)

INTRODUCTION OF UNIT AREA METHOD

The Deptt. of Urban Development, Govt. of NCT, Delhi vide its letters dated 5.12.2002 and 3.01.2003 has brought to our knowledge that the  Lt. Governor had constituted an expert committee under the chairmanship of Shri K. Dharmarajan  I.A.S. (Retd.) in July 2002 for making  recommendations on the modalities required for the introduction of the unit Area Method of property tax assessment in the M.C.D. Area. They are of the view that it would  be proper and just to have a uniform property tax system in the entire N.C.T. of Delhi.  They have suggested that the term of reference of above mentioned expert committee may be extended to cover N.D.M.C. also and wanted to know the views of N.D.M.C. on the above suggestions. We have already requested Urban Development Deptt., Govt. of N.C.T. Delhi  to send a copy of the interim/final report of Shri K. Dharmarajan Committee for the M.C.D., so that the Council is also apprised of the recommendations of the Committee.

Now vide their letter dated 9.1.2003 of Urban Development, Govt. of N.C.T. Delhi it has been informed that the Dharmarajan committee has so far submitted to the Govt. its interim report only. Pending its consideration by the council of Ministers, its contents are being treated as confidential. In view of this, they are unable to send a copy of the report at the stage. However they have sent a copy of the broad outline of the approach of the committee to the problem, as circulated at the press conference taken by Hon’ble CM on 7.01.2003 (copy enclosed, See page 99-115). It has been again emphasized in the latest letter that the term of the committee would expire with the submission of its final report by January end. So they require the decision of the Council for extension of the scope of the work of the Committee to N.D.M.C.                                                                                            

 Chairperson has also seen the case.

In view of the above, the case is laid before the Council for its decision whether we should wait for final report of the Committee in respect of M.C.D. on the introduction of Unit Area Method and its successful implementation or request Urban Development Deptt., Govt. of N.C.T., Delhi to extend the terms of the reference of the Committee to cover N.D.M.C. also.

COUNCIL’S DECISION

Resolved by the Council that NDMC should wait for final report of the Expert Committee in respect of MCD on the introduction of Unit Area Method and its successful implementation.

“It was further decided that pending implementation of the Report in MCD, the feasibility along with pros and cons of implementation of Unit Area Method may be explored in NDMC in order to have a uniform system of assessment for residents of Delhi.”

(SANJIV KUMAR)






(P.M. SINGH)

SECRETARY




                   CHAIRPERSON
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