$~54

*  IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI
+  W.P(C) 11399/2015
GDCL-EMITN Petitioner

Through: Mr Vivek Sibal, Ms Pooja M. Saigal and
Mr Jitender Ratta
Versus
DELHI JALBOARD&ORS .. Respondents
Through: Mr Siddhartha Nagpal for Mr Sumeet
Pushkarnafor DJB with Mr Anil Chaudhary
(E.E), DJB
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE BADAR DURREZ AHMED
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV SACHDEVA
ORDER
% 10.12.2015

CM No. 30016/2015 (exemption)

The exemption is alowed subject to all just exceptions.
W.P.(C) 11399/2015 and CM No. 30015/2015

The learned counsel for the petitioner has taken instructions and fairly states that
the price bid submitted by the petitioner is higher than the price bid of the L-1 bidder.

Therefore, even if the petitioner was found to be technically qualified, the petitioner
could not be awarded the subject tender. He further submits that the exact reasons for the
technical disqualification of the petitioner have not been communicated to the petitioner.
He further states that the said reasons may become an impediment for the petitioner in
other tenders issued by the respondent. The learned counsel for the respondent states that
the reason for disqualification shall be communicated to the petitioner within one week
from today. On such communication, it will be open to the petitioner to take recourse in
accordance with law. Insofar as the subject tender is concerned, the matter stands closed.
The writ petition stands disposed of.
BADAR DURREZ AHMED, J

SANJEEV SACHDEVA, J
DECEMBER 10, 2015/ SU
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