
 

THE HON’BLE SRI  JUSTI CE A.RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO 

 

W RI T PETI TI ON No .3 3 2 0 6  o f  2 0 1 7  

 

ORDER:  

 
  

 The pet it ioner claim s to be a Class I  cont ractor, having 

experience in perform ing cont ract  works since 1995.  While so, the 3 rd 

respondent  invited tenders for restorat ion of Ram asam udram  Tank, 

Venkatapur Village, Srirangapur Mandal, Jogulam ba Gadwal Dist r ict ,  

under Mission Kakat iya Phase I I I  Project .  The period for com plet ion of 

cont ract  work is six m onths.  Tender not ice was issued on 24.08.2017.  

The est im ated cont ract  value is Rs.1,56,97,652/ - .  The intending 

bidders were supposed to subm it  the bids through e-procurem ent  

plat form .  The last  date for downloading the bid docum ent  is 

08.09.2017 at  03: 00 PM, whereas the last  date for receipt  of bid was 

also on the sam e day at  05: 00 PM.  The validity of the bid period is 90 

days.  I t  appears that  the pet it ioner and the 4 th respondent  along with 

others subm it ted the tenders.  As per the bid docum ent , the technical 

bid opening date was 08.09.2017 and the pr ice bid opening date was 

12.09.2017 at  11: 00 AM.  But  it  appears that  the technical bid was 

opened on 27.09.2017 and the pr ice bid was opened on 29.09.2017.  

The pet it ioner was not  qualified though he becam e the lowest  

tenderer.  He ascertained the reasons and cam e to know that  he was 

disqualified on the ground that  he has not  uploaded the GST or CST 

Docum ent  and VAT Regist rat ion and Clearance cert ificate of the 

current  year.  He obtained the Clearance cert ificate from  the 

Com m ercial Tax Officer, Miryalguda, after having paid the tax up to 

July, 2016 and the said cert ificate was valid for a period of 12 m onths 

from  the date of issue.  Challenging the disqualificat ion of the 

pet it ioner, the present  writ  pet it ion is filed. 
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This Court , by order, dated 05.10.2017, granted status quo and 

perm it ted the learned Governm ent  Pleader to produce the record. The 

learned Governm ent  Pleader, after perusing the record, subm it ted that  

the other tenderers have subm it ted the VAT Cert ificate valid for the 

current  year, whereas the pet it ioner did not  subm it  the VAT 

Cert ificate, but  filed the VAT Cert ificate valid up to July, 2016 only.   

 

The learned counsel for the pet it ioner subm its that  the said 

cert ificate is valid for a period of 12 m onths and in view of the 

int roduct ion of GST, the pet it ioner need not  subm it  the VAT Cert ificate.  

But  t ill the int roduct ion of GST, the VAT Cert ificate was in force and 

the pet it ioner could have obtained the VAT Cert ificate as on the date of 

filing of the tender.  But  it  was not  done.  Now, the tendering authority 

felt  that  the pet it ioner did not  com ply with the term s and condit ions of 

the tender and disqualified his tender on the ground of non furnishing 

of the m andatory cert ificate.  I n such circum stances, this Court  cannot  

interfere with the decision taken by the tendering authority.  This 

Court  does not  see any ground to entertain the present  writ  pet it ion. 

 

 The writ  pet it ion is accordingly dism issed.  There shall be no 

order as to costs. 

 Miscellaneous pet it ions, if any, pending in this writ  pet it ion shall 

stand closed. 

 

_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  
A. RAMALI NGESW ARA RAO, J 

12 th October, 2017 
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