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Agenda 1:

Approval to L1 Bidder for the procurement of AMC Support for RHEL Operating
System (OS) in the BIDW Project of MGSTD.
JC, EIU, briefed the PIC that,

1. In the 75" PIC meeting held on 12/07/2023, PIC approved the procurement of AMC of BIDW
Project for HP hardware, EMS software, Data protector Software & RHEL operating system by
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following due tendering process for the period of six months from the date of work order at 2
cost of Rs.39,47,805/- (Rupees Thirty nine lakh forty seven thousand eight hundred five only)
plus GST applicable thereon. (HP AMC Rs. 30,38,750/- + RHEL AMC Rs. 9,09,055/-)

2. As per the Memorandum received from Finance department vide letter HHI® [ABH-233 /9.55.
WE/BV-R  f3A1® Q¥.00.3033 this office had initiated the Tendering process on GeM portal by
giving 14 days’ time as per section 4.4.3 of Industries GR dated 01/12/2016. Accordingly AMC
procurement of HP and RHEL as per bidding process on GeM portal was initiated on 21st July
2023. The closing date of submitting tender on GeM portal was 04th Aug 2023 at 8:00 pm.

3. With the due permission of the chair and all the members Tender Committee, the technical bid
for RHEL OS was opened on 07.08.2023 as per the GeM portal process in front of Tender
Committee on GeM portal. Three bidders from each bid had submitted the tender proposal.

4. Documents submitted by the bidders were downloaded for validation of Pre-Qualification
process as per the RFP (Request for Proposal) uploaded by EIU Department.

5. Three bids were received on GeM portal for RHEL from their authorized partners as
mentioned below.

AMC Bids for RHEL and Associated Components

i‘; Seller Name Offt;[:ciul:em
1 CYBERNET IT PRIVATE LIMITED RHEL

2 POLESTAR CONSULTING PRIVATE LIMITED RHEL

3 REDIUS INFOSECURITY PRIVATE LIMITED RHEL

3. All the documents shared by the participating bidders for maintenance contract were
downloaded and Hon. Chair of Tender Committee had instructed for the technical
evaluation. On the basis of the submissions, technical evaluation of all 3 bidders were
carried out and all of them were qualified.

4. The committee then proceeded with financial bid opening of submitted bids on 14"
August 2023. The following table shows the financial values of all the bids.

Sr. Amount (Rs.)
idder Name : Bid Rank
No B (Including GST)
| |POLESTAR CONSULTING PRIVATE LIMITED 11,76,015/- L1
|9 a1
2 | CYBERNET IT PRIVATE LIMITED 1240915/ L2
3 REDIUS INFOSECURITY PRIVATE LIMITED 12,90,857/- L3

5 The L1 bidder M/s. Polestar Consulting Private Limited as indicated on the GeM Portal
had quoted Rs.11,76,015/- (Net Rs. 9,96,623/-+Tax Rs. 1,79,392/-) which is above the
PIC approved price of Rs.10,72,685/- (Net Rs. 9,09,055/-+Tax Rs. 1,63,630/-) but within
10% of the cost estimation.

6. The committee was of the view that the Price submitted by L1 bidder is acceptable citing
the following clause in the Revised Manual of Office Procedures for Procurement by the
Government Depariments, Reference no: Government Resolution no. Bha.kha.sa-2014/

Pra. Kra. 82/Section-IIl/Industry—4, Dated ] December, 2016:-
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“Clause 3.1.2.1 Cost Estimation-

"“The procurement process revolves around the estimated cost and the subsequent price
discovery. Correct estiniation of price is vital for determining and establishing the
reasonability of offers received from the suppliers. It is therefore, important that the
rates/are worked out in a realistic, objective and professional manner. It is emphasized

| variation between the estimated cost and discovered cost.

that there cannot be substantia
A purchaser can consider to accepl the price if estimated cost and actual price has a

difference of - (20) % and + (10) %. However, if the difference between estimated cost

and actual cost is more, then purchase depariment will have to re-tender. Even though
hould get the approval of one

the difference exists, the concerned purchase department s.
stage higher level authority.”

« Committee has recommended the selection of following bidder as L1 bidder for RHEL OS

AMC.

L1 Bidder - _ Ll value Net Value Tax
e | (neludingtaxes) | o

Polestar Consulting Private Limited | Rs.11,76,015 /-

RS, 9.96,623/- | Rs.1,79,392-

Hence, the following proposal was submitted by MGSTD, with approval of Commissioner of

State Tax, for the approval of PIC.

Proposal for consideration of PIC:
Hence it was requested to PIC that approval may be granted for the selection of L1 bidder M/s.
Polestar Consulting Private Limited for providing AMC of RHEL operating system for the period of
six months at cost of Rs.9,96,622/- (Nine lakh ninety six thousand six hundred twenty two only)

plus GST applicable thereon.

Decision of the PIC:
PIC approved the selection of L1 bidder M/s. Polestar Consulting Private Limited for providing AMC

of RHEL operating system to MGSTD for six months from the date of work order at cost of
Rs.9,96,622/- (Nine lakh Ninety six thousand six hundred twenty two only) plus GST applicable.
The PIC directed that Work Order may be given to the L1 bidder for a period as per the

requirement of MGSTD, subject to the maximum period of six months from the date of work

order.

Agenda 2:
Approval to L1 Bidder for the procurcment of AMC support for HP hardware and

software to MGSTD for a period of six months.

JC, EIU, briefed the PIC that,

1. The AMC procurement of HP as per bidding process on GeM portal was initiated on 21st
July 2023 and on 07-08-2023, the Tender Committee noticed the technical error on GeM.
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The error could not be resolved till 30-08-2023, therefore it was decided to re-tender the
AMC bid for HP,

2. Again selection of vendor for HP AMC was initiated by uploading the RFP on GeM portal
vide Bid No GEM/2023/B/3894080 on 30.08.2023. Bid was opened on 14™ Sept 2023. There
were 3 bidders participated in the bid.

;’; Bidder Name Offered Item Make
1 |Orient Technologies Private Limited HP
2 |Dynacons Systems and Solutions Ltd. HP
HP

| 3 |Green Apple Smart Infra & Networks Private Ltd

. 3. The bid submitted by M/s. Green Apple Smart Infra & Networks Private Ltd. was
disqualified by Tender Committee in the meeting dated 27-09-2023, and then proceeded with
opening financial bids on 27-09-2023. Following was the summary of commercial bids

received.

' J Amount (Rs.) Amount (Rs.) | .

|Sr.No| Bidder Name '| Bid Rank
j f (Excluding GST) | (Including GST)

[r_ 1 Orient Technologies Private Limited 30,26,000/- 35,70,680/- L1
T2 | Dynacons Systems and Solutions Ltd. |  30,46,000/- 35,94,280/- L2

4. The L1 bidder M/s. Orient Technologies Private Limited as indicated on the GeM Portal
had quoted Rs. 35,70,680/- (Net Rs. 30,26,000/-+Tax Rs. 5,44,680/-) which is Rs.12,750/-

below the PIC approved price of Rs. 30,38,750/- (excluding GST).

. 5. The Tender Committee was of the view that the Price submitted by L1 bidder is
acceptable citing the following clause in the Revised Manual of Office Procedures for

Procurement by the Government Departments, Reference no: Government Resolution no.
Bha kha.sa-2014/ Pra. Kra. 82/Section-11l/Industry—4, Dated | December, 2016:-

Clause 4.4.3.1 Extension for the tender period:
If following situation arises while implementing the tender process, the steps

mentioned below should be taken:
a) If three or more tenders technically qualified, the purchase department can go

ahead.
b) If two tenders become technically qualified, the actual purchase price and the

estimated price decided carlier has a difference of (-) 20 % to (+) 10 %, the

B\ Iy |
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purchasing department has liberty fo accept the same. If such price do not come under
the price band then there should be re -tender.

¢) If no tender is received or a single tender technically qualifies, then there should be
retender. For a tender value of below Rs. Ten (10) lakhs, only one time extension

should be given.”

o As two bidders were technically qualified and actual purchase price and the estimated
price decided has a difference of (-) 20 % to (+) 10 %, hence the Tender Committee
recommended the following bidder as L1 for HP Server AMC procurement.

LI Bidder i e i L Tivalug (Excluding taxes)
Orient Technologies Private Limited Rs. 30,26,000 /-

Hence, the following proposal was submitted by MGSTD, with approval of Commissioner of
State Tax, for the approval of PIC.

Proposal for consideration of PIC:

It was requested to PIC that approval may be granted for the selection of L1 bidder M/s.
Orient Technologies Private Limited for providing AMC of HP hardware, EMS software, Data
protector Software for the period of six months at a cost of Rs. 30,26,000 /-(Rupees thirty lakh

twenty six thousand only) plus GST applicable thereon.

Decision of the PIC:

PIC approved the selection of L1 bidder M/s. Orient Technologies Private Limited for providing
AMC of HP hardware, EMS software, Data protector Software to MGSTD for six months from
the date of work order at cost of Rs. 30,26,000/-(Rupees Thirty lakh twenty six thousand only)
plus GST applicable thereon. The PIC directed that Work Order may be given to the L1 bidder

for a period as per the requirement of MGSTD, subject to the maximum period of six months

from the date of work order,

Agenda 3:
Urgent  Deployment of IT Resources for two months as  per

New DIT GR dated 05-10-2023:

JC, EIU, briefed the PIC that,

1. The 40" PIC meeting held on 6™ July 2019 had selected PricewaterhouseCoopers Pvt.
Ltd, as system integrator for the Business Intelligence Data Warehouse (BIDW) project
of Economic Intelligence Unit (EIU), Maharashtra Goods & Service Tax Department for

the period of 19 months from 1% August 2019 extended from time to time till 19-09-2023.
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2. Due to aging hardware and to improve scalability of the applications, department was
Jooking to migrate 10 years old infrastructure to cloud environment.

3. Now, MGSTD is in the process of on-boarding Cloud service provider for providing
cloud services. The cloud migration for BIDW and GST Prime systems is planned to be
carried out within a period of two month.

4. This cloud migration shall be done with support of System Integrator PwC
(PricewaterhouseCoopers Pvt. Ltd).

5. At present only four PwC resources are approved for BIDW Project as mentioned in

following table.
6. These resources are now mapped with the roles as per new DIT GR as under.

Table - 1
. Man Montl:l Total Cost
Sr. Type of Man- Rates{Excluding ;
Resource Role (Excluding
No. Consultant | months taxes) as per DIT
Taxes) Rs.
GRin Rs,
1 System and Operating Senior 3
System Administrator Consultant months 3,(4,000 9,90,000
5 Technical Senior Rumionths
Architect(ETL/BIDW) Consultant 3,44,000 9,90,000
Dkabiase obmss) 2 months
atabase (Sybase
3 Adrinistrator Consultant 3,44,000 §,80,000
i 000
4 SAS Administrator Associate | ¥ months 2,44, 4,90,000
Consultant
Total 3¢,00,000/-
. 7. It was informed to PIC that urgent deployment of four Resources for BIDW IT project of

MGSTD for the period of two months from 20.09.2023 to 19.11.2023 can be done as per
DIT GR dated 05.10.2023 as per clause VII of DIT GR as under:

“Vii. In case of urgent requirements-
In case of urgent requirements, the department may directly select any of the empanelied
consultancy firms after finalizing the scope of work. However, the maximum period of such

engagement shall not exceed u period of 2 months.”

Hence, the following proposal was submitted by MGSTD, with approval of Commissioner of

State Tax, for the approval of PIC.
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Proposal for consideration of PIC:

It was requested to PIC that Administrative and Financial approval may be granted for procuring
services of four resources (as shown in Table—1 above) of existing System Integrator(SI) of
BIDW project i.e. M/s. PricewaterhouseCoopers Pvt. Ltd. for period from 20.09.2023 to
19.11.2023 at a total cost of Rs. 28,00,000/- plus applicable taxes thereon.

Decision of the PIC:
PIC approved the procurement of services of four resources (as shown in Table—1 above) of

existing System Integrator (SI) i.e. M/s. PricewaterhouseCoopers Pvt. Ltd. for BIDW project of
MGSTD for the period from 20.09.2023 to 19.11.2023 at a total cost of Rs. 28,00,000/- plus
applicable taxes thereon, on urgent basis as per the clause VII of DIT GR dated 05.10.2023 from

the list of Empanelment of Firms.

Agenda 4 :
Financial approval to M/s. Mascom Electronics Pvt Ltd as L-1 bidder for
procurement of 518 qty. printers to MGSTD.

J.C. Mahavikas, briefed the PIC that,

1. 73" PIC held on 26™ April 2023 granted administrative approval for the procurement of
518 Qty. new Printers for MGSTD at estimated cost of Rs.1,24,58,418/- (Rs. One Crore
Twenty Four Lakhs Fifty Eight Thousand Four Hundred Eighteen Only) (Excl. GST) and
GST applicable as under:-

Table—-2

Sr. Type of Printer | Qua ntity Cost per Total Cost of | Total Cost of

no Printer Printer Printer
(Excl. GST) (Excl. GST) (Incl. GST)

A B C D E (C*D) F (E+18%
GST)

1 opandd o 518 24051/~ | 1,724,58,418/- | 1,47,00,933

Mono Laser Printer G

As per PIC approval, MGSTD had published the bid for procurement of 518 gty printers, Bid
No: GEM/2023/B/3448970 on GeM portal on 18/05/2023.

2. Commercial bid received:-
After completing technical evaluation commercial bids of all eligible bidders are opened.

Following is the Summary of commercial bids received.

Mol
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Table-3

Sr. Bidder Name Unit Price (Rs.) Amount (Rs.) Bid
No. (Including GST) | (Including GST) | Rank
1 Mascom Electronics Pvt Lid 28,100/- 1,45,55,800/- | LI
2 KIM Group System Solution 29,205/- 1,51,28,190/- | L2
3 Solutions Computers System 30,600/- 1,58,50,800/- | L3
4 Classic Computers 32,400/- 1,67,83,200/- | L4
5 Rohra Computer Products Pvt. 35,000/- 1,81,30,000/- | LS5
Ltd.
6 Yakshini Micro Systems 35,485/- 1,83,81,230/- | L6

M/s. Mascom Electronics Pvt Ltd was seen as the L1 bidder on the GeM Portal.

3. Negotiation:-

Not satisfied with the price, MGSTD decided to negotiate with the bidder. After negotiation,
L1 bidder quoted price of Rs. 27,140/~ (including GST) per printer. Tender Committee
decided to accept the negotiated price submitted by the L1 bidder as Rs.27,140/- per printer
which aggregated to Rs.1,40,58,520/- which was Rs.6,42,413/- i.c., 4.37 % below the amount
of administrative approval of Rs. 1,47,00,933/- (incl. GST) for 518 printers.

Table -4
L-1 bid Price Summary
Unit Unit Differenc
Sr. Particulars Quantit Price Price Total Total e from
No. : y (Incl (Exel | (Incl.GST) | (Exel. GST) | PIC price
GST) GST)
Amount of 28380/~ | 24,051~ | 1,47,00933/- | 1,24,58,418/-
1 | administrative
approved Price
2 | GeM L1 Price syg | 28,100~ | 23,814/~ | 14555800/~ | 1.23,35424/- -0.99%
3 | 1% Negotiation 27,140/ | 23,000 | 1,40,58,520/- | 1,19,14,000- |  -437%

Hence, the following proposal was submitted by MGSTD with the approval of Commissioner
of State Tax for the approval of PIC.

Proposal for consideration of PIC :

Hence, it is requested to PIC that approval may be granted for the selection of L1 bidder M/s.
Mascom Electronics Pvt Ltd for procurement of 518 qty. printers at the cost of
Rs.1,19,14,000/- (One Crore Nineteen Lakh Fourleen Thousand only) (excl. GST) and GST

applicable.
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Decision of the P1C:

PIC approved the sclection of L1 bidder M/s. Mascom Electronics Pvt. Ltd for procurement
of 518 qty. printers at the cost of Rs.1,19,14,000/- (Onc Crore Nineteen Lakh Fourteen
Thousand only) (excl. GST) and GST applicable. The PIC directed that the work order may
be given to L1 vendor by MGSTD.

Agenda 5

Administrative and financial approval for procurement, installation and
commissioning of network switches and accessories including AMC at new building, GST
Bhavan, Pune,

J.C. Mahavikas, bricfed the PIC that,

It is informed that, Maharashtra Goods and Service Tax department (MGSTD) has
awarded contract of construction of new administrative building near the old office building
at Yerwada, Pune office location to Maharashtra State Road Development Cooperation
(MSRDC). In order to bring the new building in current MGSTD network, there is a
requirement of establishing IT network connectivity in the new building by installing network
switches at every floor and server room as required.

The supply of network switches is in the scope of MSRDC. MSRDC is of the view
that the new model of switches are costlier and will take 3 to 6 months for procurement and
financial approval is needed. So, there may be delay in procurement.

So, MSRDC requested MGSTD to procure these switches through their existing IT
FMS Sl i.e., Orient Technologies as they will be managing these switches for the next 5 years.

2. Requirement:-

In view of the above, MGSTD (Mahavikas) requested M/s. Orient Technology Pvt
Ltd to submit the proposal for supply, installation, commissioning and maintenance of IT
network switches and accessories under change control mechanism for new building at Pune
office. Accordingly Orient has submitted required commercial proposal for procurement,
installation and commissioning of network switches and accessories including AMC
alongwith rental proposal for the time being till the new switches are procured.

3. Details of Commercials:-

The commercial proposal received from M/s. Orient Technology is as below as per vetting
report of PMC:-

Table -5
l Sr. Description Total Project Total Project
,_No. cost (Excl. GST) cost (Incl. GST)
| Capex cost of procurement of 48 port 1,91,15,590/- 2,25,56,396/-
switches installation, commissioning and
\ AMC
l 2 Handling Charges @10% of Hardware, 18,31,559/- 21,61,240/-
License and AMC cost
| 3 | Rental One Time Setup Charges cost 7,00,000/- 8,26,000/-
4 Monthly Rental Charges for 6 months i.e. 18,30,000/- 21,59,400/-
‘ delivery lead time (between 90 to 180 days
_ Total cost ! . 2,34,77,149/- 2,77,03,036/-

Mol
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The proposal is further submitted before change control board for approval as per
provision of RFP. Change Control Board in meeting dated 04/10/2023 approved the propo§a|
for procurement, installation and commissioning of network switches and accessories
including AMC and rental charges for six months at new building, GST Bhavan, Pune from
Orient Technology Pvt Ltd.

Hence, following proposal was submitted by MGSTD with the approval of CST for
the approval of P1C.

Proposal for consideration of PIC:
A. It is requested to grant administrative and financial approval for

i) Procurement, installation and commissioning of 48 port L-2 switches and Accessories
including

AMC and

ii) Monthly rental charges upto six months at actuals at the cost of Rs.2,34,77,149/(Excl.
GST) and GST applicable.

B. To grant approval for the procurement, installation and commissioning of network
switches and accessories including AMC and rental charges for six months at new
building, GST Bhavan, Pune from Orient Technology Pvt Ltd.

Decision of the PIC:

PIC deferred the proposal directing MGSTD to submit the particular clause in the
RFP/agreement which allows to grant the work directly to M/s. Orient Technology Pvt Ltd.

Agenda 6 :

Consideration of the Recommendations of Coforge Negotiation Committee to be
forwarded to HPC for approval.

J.C. Mahavikas, briefed the PIC that,

. NIT Technologies Ltd. was selected as the System Integrator for complete automation
project named-“Total Solution for e-Governance in the Department of Sales Tax,
Mzharashtra” as L1 bidder in HPC meeting dated 25/08/2014, and accordingly the contract
was signed between Department and NIIT Technologies Ltd on 30/09/2014.

2. The total value of contract signed is (TCV) of Rs.155,29,98,970/-. The TCV is divided in
Milestone payment (40%) and QGR payment (60% in five years after full go live). Total
Milestone payment of Rs.62,11,99,588/- was divided equally in four Milestones- M1 to M4 of
Rs.15,52,99,897/- per milestone and total QGR payment of Rs.93,17,99,382/- is divided in 20
QGR spread over 5 years after full go live.

3. As per the RFP timelines, the project was lo be delivered till 20th Aug. 2015 for 26 modules.
Timelines given for go live of Project were not adhered. So NIIT requested for phased Go-
live approach of the project. Further due to the delay in the project and the nation-wide rollout
of GST, some of the 26 modules became obsolete and hence had to be de-scoped from the
project.

4. SINIIT Technology has rolled out certain modules from May 2016 and department started to
use the modules as and when developed and made available. But NII'T Technology Ltd. was
paid for only first two milestones. Remaining two milestones and QGR were not paid, due to

%
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ii.
iii.

iv.

vi.

vii.

viii.

non-adherence of deliverables. As per RFP, QGR payments starts only after full go live of

project.

So, NIIT Technology Ltd had made submissions to the department detailing the heavy
expenses incurred by them in running the project and requested for partial QGR support. In
view of the above, department approached the PIC and HPC and designed an approach for
payments to NIIT Technology Ltd by way of compensation prior to full Go-live and also

designed additional penalties for further delays.

As per approvals and directives received from PIC and HPC (122™ and 134'™), department
has-

Signed Contract Addendum dt. 18/02/2019 with NIIT Technology Ltd. as per 122M HPC
approval.

However, the Compensation payments were kept out of that Contract Addendum.

Paid compensation for the period 01/06/2016 to 30/09/2018 in accordance with modules
completed and put to use at Rs.7,10,84,772/- (net) and withheld 15 % amount at
Rs.1,25,44,371/- (net) for want of clarification of applicability of SLA penalties for
compensation amount.

From the payment of Milestone-M3 and M4 (Rs.31,05,99,792/—), 24.86% amount at
Rs.7,72,15,108/- is reduced and SLA penalty levied at Rs.6,83,31,955/- on the basis of full
milestone payment (Rs.62,1 1,99,588/-). In addition, additional penalty levied at
Rs.1,49,38,488/- for delay.

Thus, total amount at Rs.16,04,85,551/- reduced and remaining amount paid at
Rs.15,01,14,241/- (net) to Coforge for M3 and M4.

QGR pay out to NIIT of Rs.93,17,99,382/- is reduced by an amount calculated in proportion
to the work that was de-scoped from the base automation project based on a pro rata work
completion methodology i.e., 24.86% of total QGR i.e.Rs.23,16,45, 326/-.

Further from reduced QGR value, NDR de-scoped amount is deducted at Rs.7,88,62,500/-
and revised QGR value considered at Rs.62,12,91,556/-, for processing the payments of QGR.
No compensation for the period 01/10/2018 to 30/10/2019 was made (till full go live and start

of QGR as per RFP provision as approved by HPC).

The project was eventually made live by NIIT Technology Ltd, on 01/11/2019. Invoices
raised by NIIT Technology Ltd, were attended by MGSTD & disposed by way of making
payments as per approved guidelines mentioned or received through RFP, PIC and HPC and

approvals of payment committees.

The name of the SI M/s. NIIT Technology Ltd. is changed to M/s. Coforge Ltd. and approval
for the same is received from Finance Department as per letter dated 30/08/2021.

Since Coforge didn’t agree to above mentioned decisions and actions taken by department
and reduction in payments, contested it through their various letters mentioning disagreement.
Coforge through various letters and emails, requested MGSTD to invoke formal negotiation,
failing which they informed that they have to invoke arbitration clause 21 of RFP (Clause

15.1 of MSA) as mentioned below through Notice dated-15/03/2021.

Clause 21 of RFP :-

“Arbitration and Dispute Resolution”:-

\. The Department and the SI shall make every effort to resolve amicably by direct informal
negotiations, any dispute or difference whatsoever arising between the parties to the
Agreement out of or relating (o the construction, meaning, scope, operation or effect of
the Agreement or validity of the breach thereof.

2. If, after thirty (30) days from the commencement of such direct informal negotiations, the
Department and the SI are not able to resolve amicably a Contract dispute, either party
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may require that the dispute he referred for resolution to the formal mechanism such as
the provisions of Arbitration and Conciliation Act, 1996 or any statutory modification or
re-enactment thereof.

10. 153% HPC dated 11/08/2022 decided as:- “HPC considered the above proposal of MGSTD
and directed Commissioner of State Tax , MGSTD 1o proceed as per terms and conditions of
the contract ™.

11. Hence, Commissioner of State Tax, MGSTD constituted Negotiation Committee as per order
dated 13/10/2022, for consideration of contentions / disputes raised by Coforge. Negotiation
Committee order dated 13/10/2022 was further modified on 22/12/2022 and 11/07/2023.

12. Negotiation committee held meetings with representatives of Coforge on 23/01/2023 and
27/07/2023 and discussed all the issues raised by Coforge representatives. The discussion and
decision taken by Negotiation Committee are mentioned as follows:-

1. Non-payment of Rs.17,99,74,335/- towards wrongly deduction made from the Invoices relating to
M3 and M4,
(a) Reduction in value of M3 and M4 (24.86%) -at Rs.7,72,15,108/ (Excluding GST / VAT / Service
tax):-
i. The 122™ HPC meeting dated 08/06/2018, has approved the de-scoping of 240 man-months
of efforts equaled to 15.84% of the total efforts. It is also directed by HPC that the Milestone
M3 and M4 was to be paid out as per the work completion basis.
ii. The SI has accepted the HPC decisions by signing contract addendum dated 18th February
2019.
iii. The 134th HPC dt.22/07/2019, approved additional de-scoping equal to 9.02%. Thus, total of
the de-scoping constitutes to 24.86% of total efforts.
iv. Coforge has not accepted the reduction.
v. It was noted by committee that SI has accepted reduction by signing contract addendum,
hence this claim of payment is not tenable.

(b) Penalty on M3 and M4 - at Rs.6,83,31,954/-(Excluding Taxes ):-

i, Penalty for M3 and M4 are levied as per the service levels defined for Roll out of Project.

ii. The Penalty for M3 (Rs.2,48,47,984) has been levied for parameters:-

» Development and coding, * Testing and UAT
Penalty for M4 (Rs.4,34,83,971) has been levied for parameters:-
» Application training * Handholding support * Commissioning and Go-live.

iii. This total SLA penalty as per RFP is at Rs.6,83,31,954/- for M3 and M4 and was levied on
Total Milestone Values which is 40% of TCV at Rs.62,11,99,588/-

iv. As the SLA Penalty is levied on Total Milestone values of TCV of Rs.62,11,99,588/-, in
which the reduction made for de-scoping at 24.86% as mentioned in above point 2(A) at
Rs.7,72,15,108/- also gets included.

v. It is submitted by Coforge that 24.86% reduction as per HPC decision results in reduction in
pay-out as per TCV and penalty should be levied on amount which is not actually paid to
Coforge due to scope reduction as per HPC directions.

vi. In view of above, Coforge requested that the penalty needs to be levied on reduced TCV at
Rs.54,39,84,480/-, so that the penalty amount will be Rs.5,98,38,293/- less by Rs.84,93,662/-

of previously levied penalty.
vii. The request of Coforge to levy penalty on the revised/reduced pay out for milestone payment

is found acceptable. Hence Committee decided to recommend it to HPC.
M"\’U—._"Q___"/_L______
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(¢) Additional Penaltics on M3 and Md nt Rs. 1,49,38,488/-(Excluding Taxes ):-

iii.

1.

—

il

iii.

iv.

Vi

vil,

—

- It is discussed and noted by committee members that th

} iti i ision in 122nd HPC meeting as per the work
The additional penalty has been levied as per decision in .
completion mc{hodulugy on a base value of work pending from the value of Milestone M3
and M4,

i, There is inordinate delay for rolling out various modules for which MGSTD compelled to

invoke penalty clauses. ; SE

1t was noted by committee that S has accepted reduction by signing conlragt addepdum, and
additional penalties arc levied as per the approvals of 122" HPC for delay in project, hence
this claim of payment is not tenable.

(d) GST loss on above deduction at Rs.1,85,66,213/-:-

It is brought to the notice of representatives of Coforge that the requested amounts as per
invoices raised are not fully payable to Coforge, hence full amount of taxes involved (_VAT,
Services Tax and GST levied) therein can’t be paid. Only the tax amount corresponding to
additional payout if any, may be payable. Hence, committee decided to recommend HPC to

consider taxes at Rs.10,22,328/- corresponding to additional payout recommended at
Rs.84,93,662/- as mentioned in 2 (B).

Reduction of 24.86% in QGR value at Rs.23,16,45,326/-(Excluding GST) and GST thereon at
Rs.3,81,67,220/-and correction of calculation error due to deduction of NDR de-scoping after
reduction of 24,.86% in QGR value,

. In 122" HPC dt. 08/06/2018, it was decided to pay full QGR and SI to provide support &

maintenance for GST.

During later development, department opted for model 2 approach for GST implementation
which resulted in no support and maintenance requirement for GST from the SI.

The 122™ HPC approved 15.82 % reduction and 134th HPC approved 9.02 % reduction,
totalling 24.86% reduction, so the request is not acceptable to revert the reduction as approved
by HPC.

134th HPC approved reduction in TCV due to NDR de-scoping at Rs.7.88 cr.

- Coforge has pointed out that Department has first made reduction on pro-rata basis from QGR

Value at 24.86 % and then reduced de-scoped NDR value at Rs.7,88,62,500/-. This has
resulted in more reduction. It is submitted by Coforge that first NDR de-scoped value to be
reduced and then from balance QGR value pro-rata reduction should be made. The request is
found acceptable. This will result in overall less reduction at Rs.1,96,05,217/- from total
QGR value.

As the requested amounts as per invoices are not payable to Coforge, GST involved therein
can’t be paid. Only the tax amount corresponding to additional payout at Rs.1,96,05,217/- will
be payable which comes at Rs.35,28,939/-. The actual pay-out will be determined after
considering applicable SLA to the corresponding quarter.

Table of calculation of deduction of NDR de-scoping after the 24.86% reduction from QGR is
reflected 134" HPC decision. So, Committee decided to recommend correction in calculation

by way of prior deduction of NDR de-scoping and consider 24.86% QGR reduction
thereafter,

- Compensation Payment for the

i period 01/10/2018 to 31/10/2019 at Rs.12,96,70,903/ (including

As per RFP, QGR to be paid after full go live.

is demand of compensation is beyond

the contractual obligations. But, since the department has utilized the services and also HPC

. d ]
in 122" and 134™ meetings !‘ms already approved compensation on two earlier instances, and
Coforge has already been paid, the committee taken this issue for discussion.

Since compensation was granted twice (01/06/2016 to 31/03/2018 and 01/04/2018 to

30/09/2018), SI requested to compensate for idi i i i
. s providing services from 01/10/201
Le. 31/10/2019 (commencement of full QGR). : b L
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iv. The Compensation Payments and its pay-out formula were approved in the 122™ HPC to
provide support payments to Coforge for services provided to MGSTD till full Go-Live. After
Go-live QGR payments would be made.

v. During 122" HPC meeting, ST has given timelines of 30/09/2018 for completion of all
modules and Go-Live. HPC has recommended additional penalties for delay of Go-Live
timelines. However, SI defaulted timeline and project full Go-live did not happen till Nov
2019. So, department sought clarification on the compensation pay out from HPC. The
department has levied the additional penaltics for delayed roll out after 30/09/2018 till Go-
Live as per HPC directions. The HPC in its 134th meeting, approved the compensation till
30/09/2018 only.

vi. Since Coforge has provided services during the period 01/10/2018 to 31/10/2019, Coforge has
requested compensation payment for the period 01/10/2018 to 31/10/2019. Coforge has also
referred in its various letters that there was delay on part of MGSTD to provide certain
requirements.

vii, As per the formula mentioned in clause (iv), the compensation comes to Rs.12,77,47,805/-
(Net Rs.10,82.60,852/- & GST at Rs.1,94,86,953/-) as per vetting report of PMC.

viii. MGSTD refused to agree for 100% compensation as delay in project is not only due to
department but it also on part of SI.

ix. Having regard to above mentioned points, there was no agreement on for payment of full
compensation.

x. Hence, negotiation committee after due deliberations, recommended consideration of 75 % of
the compensation instead of 100% amount.

IV. Pending payment of Rs.1,48,02,247/- (Rupees One Crore Forty-Eight Lakh Two Thousand Two
Hundred and Forty Seven Only) being the amount withheld by MGSTD from the payments
made towards compensation paid for the period 01/06/2016 to 30/09/2018 at Rs.1,48,02,247/-
including GST

i. Department has paid compensation against the three invoices raised for pericd 01/06/2016 to
30/09/2018 net at Rs.7,10,84,771/- as per approval of HPC and withheld 15 % net amount at
Rs.1,25,44,371/- for the clarification of SLA applicability. GST on withheld amount is at
Rs.22,57,987/-.

ii.. RFP provides for SLA only after Go-Live and Compensation pay-out is not part of contract or
contract addendum. Hence, it can be considered and is payable for the period prior to go live
date.

iii. So, Negotiation Committee recommended to HPC for release of withheld amount of 15 % and
GST thereon.

V. Additional compensation of at Rs.34,72,45,224/-(Rupees Thirty-Four Crore Seventy-
Two Lakh Forty Five Thousand Two Hundred and Twenty Four Only) plus applicable
GST against the extended AMCs and product replacements and/ or renewals due to
extended support beyond 2020 as claimed as on 28/12/2020 in the Additional Claim
Letter, which is subject to further increase based on the requirements of the project.

The issue was discussed and Committee informed Coforge representatives that the issue is out
of contract and it is not tenable. Coforge representatives agreed that they are foregoing this
claim and they will not claim any amount in future on this issue from MGSTD.

13. After discussion of all issues with representatives of Coforge, mentioned from time to time in
different letters, the mutually agreed payment between negotiation committee &
representatives of Coforge subject to approval by HPC is summarized in below table:-

%
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Table-6

Summary of all issues and amount considered by Negotiation Committee

Amount
Aot considered & Amount not
Sr. " B rteilon demanded by recommended considered by
B ssuc descrip Coloiee by Negotiation
& Negotiation Committee
Committee
== S R 3 4 5
Reduction in value of M3 and M4
1(n) (24.86%) - (Excluding Taxes) 7,72,15,108/- 0 7,72,15,108/
| Penalty on M3 and M4
L1 6,83,31,954/- 84,93,662/- 5,98,38,292/-
(Excluding Taxcs)
i Additional Penalties on M3 and M4 | :
1(e) « (Excluding Taxes) 1,49,38,488/- 0 1,49,38,488/-
1(d) GST payable on above deduction 1,85,66,213/- 10,22,328/- 1,75,43,885/
24.86% Reduction in QGR value
{(Excluding GST) & correction of
I1 (a) calculation error due to deduction 23,16,45,326/- 1,96,05,217/- 21,20,40,109/-
of NDR de-scoping after reduction
of 24.86% in QGR value.
| 11 (b) GST payable on above I1(a) 3,81,67,220/- 35,28,939/- 3,46,38,280/-
|
I Compensation Payment for the
| 111 (a) period 01/10/2018 to 31/10/2019
| (excluding GST) 10,98,90,596/- 8,11,95,639/- 2,86,94,957/-
|
! GST payable on Compensation
| I (b) Payment for the period 01/10/2018
| 10 31/10/2019 1,97,80,307/- 1,46,15,215/- 51,65,092/-
| Withheld payment from
| IV () compensation paid for period
‘ 01/06/2016 to 30/09/20138 1,25,44,371/- 1,25,44,371/- 0
} (excluding GST)
‘r GST on withheld payment from
| IV (b) compensation paid for period 22,57,876/- 22,57,987/- 0
01/06/2016 to 30/09/2018
i Additional compensation against
| v the extended AMCs and product 14,72,45,224/- 0 34,72,45224/-

replacements and/ or renewals duc
to extended support beyond 2020.

TOTAL NET AMOUNT

86,18,11,067/-

12,18,38,889/-

73,99,72,178/-

|

TOTAL TAXES (VAT/GST)

7.87,71,616/-

2,14,24,469/-

5,73,47,257/-

GROSS TOTAL

94,05,82,683/-

14,32,63,358/-

79,73,19,435/-

Hence, following proposals were submitted by MGSTD with the approval of Commissioner

of State Tax for the consideration of PIC to be forwarded to HPC for approval.
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Proposal for consideration of PIC:

1.

According approval to Minutes of Meeting of Direct Informal Negotiation Committee
dated 23/07/2023.

Approval for levy of SLA penalty of M3 and M4 milestone on revised payouts.

(Net Rs.84,93,662/-+ Taxes Rs.10,22,328/- Total Rs.95,15,990/-).
Correction of calculation error due to deduction of NDR de-scoping after reduction of
24.86% in QGR value and allowing to deduct NDR de-scoped amount first.

(Net Rs.1,96,05,217/-+ Taxes Rs.35,28,939/- Total Rs.2,31,34,156/-).
Recommend the compensation payment request of Coforge to HPC for the period
01/10/2018 to 31/10/2019. (Net Rs.8,11,95,639/- + Taxes Rs.1,46,15,215/- Total
Rs.9,58,10,854/-).
Confirmation that the SLA penalty is not applicable to compensation payment. (Net
Rs.1,25,44,371/- +Taxes Rs.22,57,987/- Total Rs.1,48,02,358/-).
To Permit MGSTD to make above payments including taxes thereon after due
verification by payment committee at actuals within the limits approved by HPC.

Decision of the PIC:

PIC

1.

2.

has decided ,

To forward the proposal of Negotiation Committee, as submitted by Commissioner of
State Tax, to the HPC for approval.

To recommend to the HPC for approval of a total payment of Rs.14,32,63,358/- to
Coforge Ltd as the final settlement amount of negotiation under various items as
mentioned in Column (4) of the Table 6 above, subject to the undertaking by Coforge
Ltd that they will not raise any further claims on these issues in the future.

Agenda 7 :
Administrative and Financial approval for Creation and Maintenance of
Maharashtra Sales Tax Tribunal (MSTT) website.

Registrar of MSTT briefed the PIC that,

Hon’ble Bombay High Court vide order dated 19.04.2023 in Writ Petition No.
655/2023 directed MSTT to create dedicated website. It was suggested by
Central Project Coordinator of the Hon’ble Bombay High Court to assign the
work of creation of dedicated website for MSTT to NIC as per requirements of
MSTT for customization of eQJ Courts web application.

After discussions with NIC, it agreed to develop MSTT website and submitted
project proposal on 31.07.2023. The objective of NIC project proposal is to
customize the eQJ Courts web application as per the requirements of the
MSTT with the help of outsourced manpower.

According to Project Proposal, NIC asked MSTT to make following

arrangements: -

i, MSTT to hire four technical manpower resources through empanelled
agency.

ii. Security audit through NIC/Cert-in empaneled agency.
iii.Cloud hosting infrastructure (One databasc VM and One Web VM) in

government authorized cloud service environment.
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iv. Formation of project monitoring and implementation team and assigning of
one nodal officer from the Department to help in monitoring of software
implementation.

v. Computing infrastructure in
Developers.

PMU including logistics arrangements for

4. Required manpower for website development is as under : -

Table-7 Required manpower for website development

Sr. Designation of Minimum Minimum No. of Duration |
No. manpower with skill Experience Qualification manpowe
set (Years) r
required
1 Database 3-5 B.Tech/B.E. in 1 One year
Administrator IT, EE or
(PostgreSQL) Equivalent/ MCA
2 Sr. Software 3-5 B.Tech/B.E. in 3 One year
Developer (Web IT, EE or
developer, net core, Equivalent/MCA
HTML, CSS,
JavaScript, PHP,
angular python,
Django)

5. Four technical manpower resources will be hired for website development as
per the DIT (MH) General Administration Department Government
Resolution No, Matansa 2022/Pra Kra- 47/Se-2/39, dated 27.09.2022 for the
period of 12 months and two manpower réesources for maintenance of website
for the further period of 36 months. After hiring manpower resources by
following proper procedure, MSTT will hand over the same to NIC to initiate
the development of the project.

Table-8 Proposed Cost for hiring technical manpower

Type of No. of Resources Number of Man- Rates Cost including GST
Manpower months includin
g GST
During Post During Post During Post
Developm | Develop | Develop | Develop Developm | Developm
ent ment ment ment ent ent
Database
Aidatieeat 1 1 12 16 1,11,10/9 13,33,306/ | 39,99,91%/
or 3} 3 F
Sr.
Software 3 [ 12 36 1,67,50/7 60,30,248/ | 60,30,248/
Developer A 2 2
Subtotal 73,63,554i’ 1,00,30,;2
Total Amount 1,73,93,719/-
Net Amount 1,47,40,440/-
GST Amount 26,53,279/-

%
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6. Requirement of cloud hosting infrastructurc along with commercial estimates is as

below : -
Table -9 Proposed Cost for Cloud Hosting Infrastructure
Category Item Details Quanti | Monthly | Durat | Deployme Year | Year 2 Year 3
ty Costs fon nt Period
Cosls
Appl. Server— | VM [ 2vCPU, 3GM 1 4,261/- 9 38,349/- 51,132/ 51,132/- 51,132/-
Production RAM, 50 GB
HDD, Windows
Appl. Server— | VM | 2vCPU, 8GM 1 4,261/- 12 51,132/- 51,132/- 51,132/- 51,132/-
UAT/Develop RAM, 50 GB
ment HDD, Windows
Database VM | Postgres SQL. as 1 51,408/- 9 462,672 | 6,16,896/- | 6,16,896/- | 6,16,896/
Server- a Scrvice for
Production VM
Database VM | Postgres SQL as 1 51,408/- 12 6,16,896/- | 6,16,896/- | 6,16,896/- | 6,16,896/-
Server- a Service for
UAT/Develop VM
ment
Addl. Storage GB 1000 2,500/- 12 15,000/- 30,000/~ 30,000/- 30,000/-
Backup 4 3,200/- 12 1,53,600/- 1,53,600- | 1,53,600/- | 1,53,600/-
Agent-Backup
management
| and
| monitoring,
| backup
| restoration
Public IP 1 1,500 12 13,500/- 18,000/~ 18,000/- 18,000/-
VPNasa 1 250 12 2,250/- 2,250/- 2,250/- 2,250/-
Service
Bandwidth— | Mbps 1 10,500 12 1,26,000/- | 1,26,000/~ | 1,26,000/- | 1,26,000/-
10
Firewallas A | Mbps 3,200 12 38,400/~ 38,400/- 38,400/- 38,400/-
Service
Total 15,17,799/ | 17,04,306/- | 17,04,306/ | 17,04,306/-
Net Amount 66,30,717/-
GST Amount 11,93,529/-
Total Amount 78,24,246/-

7. Expenditure for Security Audit and Computing Infrastructure etc. is as below

Table -10 Proposed Cost for Security Audit and Computing Infrastructure etc.

Sr. No. Component Net Amount Aﬁi:ﬂ t Total Amount
1 Security Audit 15,00,000/- 2,70,000/- 17,70,000/-
2 SMS gateway 5000 SMS per month 1,92,000/- 34,560/- 2,26,560/-
3 Workstations 4,50,000/- 81,000/- 5,31,000/-
Total | 21,42,000/- 3,85,560 25,27,560
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8. Total cost for website development is summarized as below :-

Table -11
Sr. ? 2 | Net GST Total
No. Description Amount Amount Amount
1 Hiring of Technical manpower 1 ,47,40,44}) 26.53.279/- | 1,73.93,719/-
resources -
2 Cloud hosting infrastructure 66,30,717/- 11,93,529/- 78,24,246/-
3 | Securltyaudit, computing 21,42,000/- | 3,85,560/-| 25,27,560/-
infrastructure
4 5% Buffer amount 11,75,658/- 2,11,618/- 13,87,276/-
5 | Total 24688815 | 44,43,986/- | 29132,801/-

9. Hence, following proposal was submitted by Registrar, MSTT with the
approval of President, MSTT for approval of PIC.

10. DIT representative, present in the meeting mentioned that DIT will be able to
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make available SMS gateway free of cost, to MSTT.

Proposal for consideration of PIC:

Administrative and financial approval of Rs. 2,46,88,815/- (Rupees Two Crore
Thousand Eight Hundred Fifteen only)
licable for creation and maintenance of

Forty Six Lakh Eighty Eight
(excluding GST) and. GST app

dedicated MSTT website.

Decision of the PIC:

PIC granted administrative
2,46,88,815/- (Rupees Two

and financial approval at the cost of Rs.
Crore Forty Six Lakh Eighty Eight Thousand

Eight Hundred Fifteen only) (excluding GST) and GST applicable for creation
and maintenance of dedicated MSTT website with following conditions:-

i. Approval for expenses of cloud hosting infrastructure is allowed till the
State Data Centre of the Government of Maharashtra is ready for hosting.

ii. Since the Honourable High court has emphasized the importance of
creating the website for the benefit of the litigants, the possibility of

daily orders, judgments, etc. in the First

incorporating the case status,
Appeal cases as part of the same website may also b

e explored. This will

allow the litigants to get the entire information on First and Second
Appeals from the same website under VAT and Allied Acts (Excluding

GST).
iii. In addition,
through DIT.

|
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e gl EoRT @ 81 9oy, T SWi 048 BIUFR T S
AT, (00)(0R(s) BINFIR SRRATTI, (00) (03) HIITHTAIE W, (048-
030-%), 98 EIUHETENS wd a1 SERmard] faxia T9 2029-303 =T
ST SFRTATA MTvATR A=<l WET BRI I 3.

7q 3% (Mobile Application EBPMS ¥8), WX (State GST Application
frgeide, T Prasides dom, Te-s e frafe Pl 3@ Ao,
ol T ARH a1 G wonesta RiagREY sffele Tiffa FRORTd ¥ 0%4-
2032 T7 R gufear "1 A, 2023 T IO €19 e el TR A
Tiafs @d ' g a9 2033-30%3 A1 faxf auiHed Sil-y, W
SERTE 048 FNFR § SW UG, (00)(0]19) PIUFTR ATRATII,
(00)(O)E UGG W, (R048-030-), 9 MBI Td Al
SeEsiEr Sueel JEFEA AFRvas Fadl J&T HRA a9
TS, ST T HINFIR, T4 A fiw 3¢/0¢/033 =T U,
T4 st RIFgRE) sif<iedRar To-9 AA3edT M/s AKS Information
Technology Services Pvt. Ltd., I CERT-IN URfpd ARHgT Fo
o T rETd AURT @F TEHT BUY 39,88,£00/- (BRINEI) T
2033-30%% T fog auiFed wrrelt e Si-y, Wer SR o4y
EISTTY g ST T2, (00)(0R19) BINFIR JTRRATIAT, (00)(0)R VBTN
@d, (Roug-o30-%), 9 WUEENG wH A RfEds Stad
RTAIA AFTfAuaT ST IR R AR (. T 1) Al AT
yeq sHergoTaU AR AT |IaR B 3Te.

Jfereiar fofa:

“Rr=7 (Mobile Application EBPMS T8), UTH (State GST Application ¥E)
e i Prafe fid 39 dao, Bt 7 Al 3. wd s R
affEIe -9 IMSedT M/s AKS Information Technology Services Pvt. Ltd.,

gl
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mCERT-mmmﬂﬁﬁwmam@maﬂw
T 29,98,£00/~ (GRIGER) WS HHH s aaTaull |t fadie
qq_ﬂ.?o??ﬂ&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁ&?ﬁwaﬁmqﬁ?ﬁmm
%o+, RFP/Contract/Work Order =] e Rl T HRUATd Al

2ugrd A 3B
Agenda-11:
e R () PRI Td W0, fifer 7 TR TR .
ST feya ®ITOr) T Weed sEaui afrefier g YeswaTo A faes:
q. R 92-19-3033 RIO7 STSTIT Thed AFGauTgu! AfFT=T 64 =
Yoia AU AT GeM UICHER WREl FRUAT GEIGHATY TAND T
ATl feeh B
Table-12
H.H. | IS ATTITE | (A Al 7 TR g ATG T
T () I (29d)
q TS (HP) ¥ 93,000/~ 30,2%,000/-
Q e (HP) (Laser) QW 20,000/~ y,§0,000/-
3 T4 (HP) 90 39,400/~ 3,94,000/-
TRl T 3¢,8%,000/-

Y we} RN ATl A HP SO g T 3@ g 99
IOTE g 9o T Thd GeM e aaed wxe FRuard=r ffaer feie
¢-¢-2033 XS TG HRUATT el BT Tex fafder A arerae
T 9¢-¢-3033 Sl GUNT 3.00 FTSITA Bl

ez PIfeT ufriera SIThIERAr 93 T ShTHBNIdl 93 PRI
FeurT SiefieT BT wer PR ditye ffagEt (Technical Bid)
B BT e e @R Al d9@ f&HE §-R-033
M.WWWWWWEWWW3%W
uTH B3 AR, UTF ffererie anfdd e (Financial Bid) SHSUAT
ST TR, GeM NEHFIN HAANIUR TIRTE FETSHATI e,

Al Ul

PIC (85 2T f&. 90-90-33 =1 yadid gfag Page 23 of 25




Table -13 00
aifes 391 9 HITOT- $3

o, %, | MagTeR a1 | e | fmaft | g mem A HHAN
Eal TR | droretardt TS
BT Ao fHad
(o

q M/s. Nexus Pride It Solutions LLP ¥ ¥R,yo0 33,3R,000 L9

2 Corponeeds Enterprises ¥3 ¢9,800 3%,39,800 L2

3 Neumann Infocom Pvt. Ltd. £} 23,849 3¢,%4,48 L3

¥ Rohra Computer Products Pvt. ¥3 | 9,08,400 8Y,94,000 Ly

Ltd.
UTable -14
hAx-90 7T
'ST.EF. fafagerM™ 71e e | fHad 90 T EHE PRAT TS | HHANT
- R | wrvara S i

| @) | o
|
‘ M/s. Emerging Solutions 90 | 3W,¢¢¢ 2,8¢,4¢0 L9
[ 2 M/s. Nexus Pride It Solutions LLP 90 [ 30,850 3,0%,500 L2
r
: 3 Rohra Computer Products Pvt. 90 | 39,]Y40 3,942,400 L3
- Ltd.

TR $2 77 35 37 a7 W0 EREIBRT . 169 UISS ! Alogar<
TATHYY. (M/s. Nexus Pride It Solutions LLP.) T+ WIER Hoyesl UY 33,3%,000/- (AT
I AN FRE TRV BR Ha) AT fhAcirdl fifde saean fdsert e
AT (L-1) TH! 3TL.

qo T THAY WSS A, AT [T (M/s. Emerging Solutions) Ji¥l |G
PSS BT 2,0¢,¢ L0/~ (FENT TIY T BTE JFATETN TR 333 B3 Ham)) geraaT
fbwe= fAfdeT =™ (L-1) SR 8.
3. I A g eRiedE eRddn erivd guid
Prrgfre g Fram 8.9.3.9 Aefles (@) TETowHT 3,

«dr fbar caman orftre et diffeesear T ovear @eR TRE s 3@

eyl
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Table -15

o | qumle | emamam A | Woe oA aMd | GeM W aE Sod! | W 8 Y AHI
R e TR | g A (L-9) @oT | BREE!

w

beeall TRl
B & 0
q | W ~ R w7l 30,38,000/- 11 33,3%,000/- (+)90.82%

; (1HP) -
| e =T 4 A 26¢,c00- | (-}qq.‘sm%‘
e Jli=ots

R : ERE A RaN s o,

mwmmmmmﬁwﬁwﬁ (L-9) TR BXU
HHIT ST,
GIECIEIRLEE
. UG (¥R ) e A= (L-q)ﬁ.wmmﬁmwﬁ
1 PR TERIGS e HYUIRI T 33,38,000/- X1 A fal.
2. T (qo 1) e P (L-9) 3. gAfehT Wiegert a1 FRTeRTEET
) RO TR R,0¢, Lo/ - e HeR] .
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