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           Date of Decision: 21.09.2018    

 

M/s Dharampal & Company     …..Petitioner 

   versus  

Food Corporation of India and others                     …..Respondents 
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Present : Mr. Ranjit Singh Saini, Advocate, for the petitioner.  
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  Petitioner has approached this Court by filing the instant writ 

petition seeking the following main relief:. 
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2.   Admittedly, respondent No.2 invited e.tenders on 10.05.2018 

for appointment of contractor for handling and transportation of food grains 

and allied material etc. and road transport contractor for movement of food 

grains and allied materials by road for a period of two years commencing 

from 2018 to 2020. In pursuance, thereof, the petitioner submitted its               
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e.tender for appointment of handling and transport contractor at the centres 

of Kaithal, Pai, Pundri, Rajaund and Siwan. The technical bid of the 

petitioner was rejected, as such he stood disqualified and the tender was 

allotted to respondent No.3. The allotment of work contract in favour of 

respondent No.3 on the basis of the bid offered by him has been challenged 

by the petitioner mainly on the ground that the bid submitted by him was in 

violation of the terms and conditions of the tender notice. 

4.  In our considered opinion, the petitioner will have no locus to 

challenge the allotment of work contract to respondent No.3 inasmuch as 

once his technical bid was rejected and he was disqualified which was not 

challenged by him and allowed the same to attain finality, as such he was 

excluded from the consideration zone.  

5.  Once the petitioner lacks locus to challenge the allotment of 

work in favour of respondent No.3, there is no other option but to dismiss 

the writ petition. The petition accordingly stands dismissed.  
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Whether speaking/reasoned √Yes/No  
Whether reportable Yes/No√ 
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