IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH

Civil Writ Petition No.26787 of 2015 (0&M)
DATE OF DECISION: 22.12.2015

Sita Ram
... .Petitioner
versus

State of Punjab and others
..... Respondents

CORAM:-  HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE S.J.VAZIFDAR, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA

Present: Mr. Amardeep Singh Maan, Advocate for the petitioner

S.J. VAZIFDAR, ACTINGCHIEF JUSTICE (Oral):

It is not possible at this stage to entertain the
grievance raised in this petition to the effect that the work

was not allotted to the petitioner.

2. The petitioner states that the work has not been
allotted to any party as yet. The petitioner has not invited our
attention to any communication rejecting the petitioner’s bid.
Annexure P/5 is only one of the bid documents. The petition does
not disclose the other documents which would be necessary for
the petitioner to establish that his bid was technically
qualified for the award of the contract. For instance, there is
nothing that indicates the average annual financial turnover
during the last three years to be at least Rs.50 lacs as
required by Clause 19.1 of the NIT. The petitioner ought, in the
first instance, to address a letter to the respondents seeking
clarification as to whether the bid is rejected or not. In the
event of such a letter being written, the respondents shall

respond forthwith. If the bid is rejected, the respondents shall
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state the reasons for the same. Liberty to the petitioner to

apply afresh thereafter.

3. The petition is accordingly disposed of.

(S.J. VAZIFDAR)
ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE

22.12.2015 (TEJINDER SINGH DHINDSA)
parkash* JUDGE
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