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IN THE HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND 
 AT NAINITAL 

 
 

 

 
 

HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE SRI MANOJ KUMAR GUPTA 
AND 

              HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE SUBHASH UPADHYAY 
 
 

 
 
 

WRIT PETITION (M/B) NO. 528 OF 2026 
 

 
19TH JUNE, 2026 

 
 
M/s Bhatt and Thapliyal Engineeringa  ……      Petitioner 
   
  
Versus  
 
 
Uttarakhand Rural Road Development 
Agency and others         ……   Respondents 
 

 
 
 

 

  Counsel for the petitioner   : Mr. Yash Bisht, learned counsel  
    
  Counsel for the respondents :   Mr. S.S. Chauhan, learned counsel  
   

   
  
   

The Court made the following: 
 

 

 

JUDGMENT: (per Sri Manoj Kumar Gupta, C.J.)  
      

 

1)  The present writ petition has been filed praying for 

the following reliefs : 

“(a) Issue a writ, order or direction in the nature of certiorari 

quashing the impugned order / bid evaluation report 

dated 01.06.2026 issued by Bid Evaluation Committee 

(Annexure No. 2, page No. 20 to 30) inasmuch as order 

declare the petitioner’s otherwise technically responsive 

bid as “as not  to be technically qualified” and order 

dated 12.06.2026 (Annexure No. 3, page No. 31 to 33) 
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passed by Tender Technical Committee whereby 

representation dated 06.06.2026 (Annexure No. 10, 

page No. 102 to 103) of the petitioner has been 

rejected. 

(b) Issue a writ, order or direction in the nature of 

mandamus commanding the respondents No. 1, 2 and 3 

to declare the technical bid of the petitioner as 

responsive / technically qualified and to open and 

process the part II i.e. financial bid of the petitioner; 

(c) Issue a writ, order or direction in the nature of 

mandamus commanding the respondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 

to award the contract to the petitioner if it is found L1 

(lowest bidder); 

(d) Issue a writ, order or direction in the nature of 

mandamus commanding the respondent Nos. 1, 2 and 3 

to reject the bid of respondent Nos. 4 and 5.” 

 

2)  Learned counsel for the petitioner at the very outset 

prays for withdrawal of the writ petition.  

3)   Accordingly, writ petition is dismissed as withdrawn.  

4)  Pending application(s), if any, also stand disposed 

of.  

                            _______________________ 
  MANOJ KUMAR GUPTA, C.J.  

 

 
               
 
                                                  _________________ 

SUBHASH UPADHYAY, J.        

Dt: 19th JUNE, 2026 
Negi 
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