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COURT’S OR JUDGE’S ORDERS 

   WPMB No. 525 of 2024 
 

Hon ’b le Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i , A.C.J. 

Hon ’b le Viv ek  Bh ar t i  Sh ar m a, J.  
  

 Ms. Menka Tr ipathi,  Advocate for 

the pet it ioner. 

2. Mr. P.C. Bisht , Addit ional Chief 

Standing Counsel for  the State of 

Ut tarakhand/ respondent  no. 1. 

3. Mr. S.S. Chauhan, Advocate for 

respondent  nos. 2, 3, 4, 5 & 6. 

4. Pet it ioner is a Class-A Civil 

Cont ractor registered with Rural 

Engineer ing Service, I rr igat ion 

Departm ent  and Public Service 

Departm ent  of the State. 

5. By m eans of this wr it  pet it ion, 

pet it ioner has sought  the following 

reliefs: -  

 ( i)  issue a writ  order or direct ion in the 

nature of Cert iorari thereby quashing the 

bid/ not ice invit ing tender dated 26.10.2024 

having Tender I D 2024_CCUK_136938_1 

floated by the respondent  no.2 for work 

descript ion : MRL03-Dasaithal Agron Pokhri 

To Chaulikhulet  Chandikaghat  Motor Road 

Upgradat ion, Length 10.576 Km . Phase-

XVI I  as contained in Annexure No. I  to the 

writ  pet it ion. 

( ii)  I ssue writ , order or direct ion in the 

nature of cert iorari quashing the decision 

dated 08.08.2024/ document  whereby the 

pet it ioner was disqualified on the ground 

that  “Methodology is not  proper” , contained 

in Annexure No. 4 to the Writ  Pet it ion. 

( iii)  I ssue writ , order or direct ion in the 

nature of cert iorari quashing the resolut ion 

dated 27.09.2024 whereby a decision was 

taken to revoke the tender disqualifying all 
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the bidders, to the extent  it  disqualif ies the 

pet it ioner, contained in Annexure No. 7 to 

the Writ  Pet it ion. 

( iv)  I ssue writ , order or direct ion in the 

nature of m andamus comm anding the 

respondent  no. 2 and 3 to t reat  the 

pet it ioner as technically qualif ied and open 

the financial bid of the pet it ioner.”  

6. From  the pleadings m ade in the 

writ  pet it ion, it  t ranspires that  

pet it ioner subm it ted bid in response to 

Not ice I nvit ing Tender, issued by 

respondent  no. 2, on 02.03.2024 as 

am ended vide corr igendum  dated 

16.03.2024. Pet it ioner ’s bid was 

declared to be technically non-  

responsive on the ground that  

m ethodology indicated by him  in his 

technical bid was not  found to be 

proper.  

7. Pet it ioner m ade representat ion 

against  the said decision taken by 

Com petent  Author ity declar ing his 

technical bid to be non- responsive. His 

representat ion was rejected. 

8. Mr. S.S. Chauhan, learned 

counsel appearing for respondent  nos. 

2 to 6 subm its that  four bids, in total,  

were received in response to the 

aforesaid Not ice I nvit ing Tender, out  of 

which two were found to be 

technically qualif ied and rem aining 

two were declared as technically non-

responsive. He further subm its that  

pet it ioner f iled object ion against  the 

two bidders, who were found to be 

technically responsive, quest ioning 

their eligibility. The object ion 

subm it ted by pet it ioner, quest ioning 

eligibility of two bidders, who were 
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found to be technically responsive, 

was allowed and those two bidders 

were also declared to be technically 

non- responsive. Thus, there was not  a 

single bidder, who was m eet ing the 

requirem ent  of Not ice I nvit ing Tender. 

Therefore, the Com petent  Author ity 

decided to cancel the tender process 

init iated ear lier, and fresh tenders 

were invited, vide not ice dated 

26.10.2024. Thus, he subm its that  the 

writ  pet it ion is without  any cause of 

act ion and there is no illegality or 

infirm ity in the im pugned Not ice 

I nvit ing Tender, issued on 26.10.2024. 

9. We find substance in the said 

subm ission. Since the only four 

bidders had subm it ted bid in response 

to ear lier Not ice I nvit ing Tender and 

all the bidders are declared to be 

technically non- responsive, therefore, 

there is nothing wrong in the decision 

taken by Com petent  Author ity to 

init iate fresh tender process.  

10. Thus, there is no scope for 

interference in the m at ter. The writ  

pet it ion fails and is dism issed.   
 

 

( Viv ek  Bh ar t i  Sh ar m a, J.)  ( Man o j  Ku m ar  Tiw ar i ,  A.C.J.)  
            07.11.2024 

Navin 
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