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Calcutta High Court
In the Circuit Bench at Jalpaiguri
Appellate Jurisdiction

W.P.A. 12068 of 2025

T.S. Admixture Projects
-versus
The State of West Bengal & Ors.

Mr. Partha Pratim Roy,
Ms. Paulami Chakraborty,
Mr. Samrat Chakraborty.
...For the Petitioner.

Mr. Suddhadev Adak,
Ms. Arpita Mondal.
... For the State.

Mr. Sunit Roy.
...For WBSEDCL.

1. Learned advocate appearing on behalf of
WBSEDCL, that is, the Tender Inviting Authority
submits, upon instruction that, as the petitioner does
not qualify either of the conditions mentioned in Clause
1(ii) (a) or (b), accordingly, the petitioner’s bid stood

cancelled.

2. Specific submission is that the petitioner is
not enlisted under rate contract with WBSEDCL which
is one of the eligibility criteria for participating in the

tender process.

3. Learned advocate representing the petitioner
asserts that the petitioner is an enlisted contractor.
However, nothing has been annexed to the writ petition
to suggest enlistment of the petitioner under rate

contract with WBSEDCL.

4. In view of such disputed question of fact, the

relief sought for by the petitioner cannot be allowed.



5. The writ petition fails and is hereby

dismissed.

6. Urgent certified photocopy of this order, if
applied for, be supplied to the parties expeditiously on

compliance of usual legal formalities.

( Amrita Sinha, J.)



