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This petition for initiating the contempt

proceedings against the respondents has been filed

alleging willful, non-compliance of the disobedience of

the order of this Court dated 13th of December, 2021

passed in MAT 1247 of 2021.

The petitioner being aggrieved with the rejection of

the technical bid had approached the writ court by way

of WPA 17814 of 2021 and the learned Single Judge by

order dated 11th of November, 2021 had disposed of the

writ petition with a direction to the respondent

authorities to permit the petitioner to file a rectification
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application in consonance with the proforma attached

to the Notice Inviting Electronic Bid dated 28th of

October, 2021.  A further direction was issued that if

such a rectification is submitted, the respondent

authorities shall upon due scrutiny consider the same

as valid, subject to compliance with the formalities as

appearing from the NIT and its asnnexures.

Against this order, MAT 1247 of 2021 was

preferred by one of the aggrieved bidders and this Court

by order dated 13th of December, 2021 had dismissed

the same.

Submission of learned counsel for the petitioner is

that to bypass the order of this Court the respondent

authorities have done the revised evaluation of the

technical bid and rejected the technical bid of the

petitioner on 27th of December, 2021.  He has

submitted that the respondents have committed clear

contempt by making an attempt to bypass the order of

this Court.

Having examined the record and on perusal of the

orders passed by this Court, we are of the opinion that

there is no willful violation or non compliance of the

order of this Court at the instance of the respondents.

At the earlier stage the technical bid of the petitioner

was rejected on account of minor error by the petitioner

which was allowed to be corrected.  Therefore, the
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respondents are justified in doing the revised evaluation

of the technical bid.  The proceedings dated 27th of

December, 2021 reveal that the technical bid of the

petitioner has been rejected on account of certain

deficiency in terms of clauses 4.4(a)(i) and 4.4(a)(ii).

Hence, we do not find any ground to initiate the

contempt proceedings against the respondents.  The

contempt petition is dismissed, however, with liberty to

the petitioner to challenge the rejection of technical bid

in appropriate proceedings in accordance with law.

                                  (Prakash Shrivastava, C.J.)

                                    (Rajarshi Bharadwaj, J.)
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