23  The GETE agan met an 4% January, 2006 when ABN-ANMRKO'S letter dt 3" January,
2006 in reply to the guedies raised was handed aver to the GETE (Annexurs-B). From thie
lelier it appedrs inter-se weightage ang marks © the sub-factors were finalized prior
as:liyim scoreson the offers, but there was no categerical assertion that this was finalized
before the exerasewas starled and kept sealed. W& are only pointing out that since these
- inter se welghtsigES Were not approved by the Government and kept s8aéd, the possibilly
: ﬂfﬁmm&é.\mﬁd during ﬁ:#mmaéwalmim‘lwmbe m’.;iadmz&
24 Witn all the papers made ausilable 10 the GETE. the need for seeking futthar

dﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁona fmn the E.C, was not felt. The:refure, they were not invited for any further

a suﬁﬁwdfm evaliiation procedure adapted by E.C.
31 1 Wa{iam}ﬁdnmmilfwmmmwpﬂpamwpmw the some. We also
did not make Aty attempt o 2 fresh.1schnical evaluztion of the bicss by, a5signing maﬂcs o
the sub-ciftenia And cub-fastons. Our atternpt was to assoss whether the E.f:. had aesigned
“mses and marks in & logical and transparent wanner to the sub-facters and whether
there has been any hias in favour of or acsinst any of the bidders while assigning marks.
For this we telied upon the RFP ané‘m:mamatwmm to the Note prepared for the
Cmnrmﬂa&a? Secretaries.
3.1.2 While examining ¢ assignment of marks 1o the various bidders we Kept in mind the
issues raised by the memibers of the Intar Ministanal Groun But we were not solely guided

by M;_' views. We aiso ‘examined in a dispassionatc way whether there was eny flaw o

v,

bias in 9%8 exemse authwss vl assigning marks W the xi-ffemnt consoriums,
Qur cbservaligns in this mater are briefly given as under- _
313 TheGlsbal Consuitants prepared ITREO! in January, 2004 which was approved by

MG in Februdry, 2904 but tﬁe appnintmei‘xt of the Glohal Cons?;_tmﬁu 'wés appm:d by



