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The Applicant has approached the committee on the ground that their application
has been treated as non-responsive. lt is the Appticant,s case that by communication of
14'03'2016' the Applicant had received a communication from the Respondent asking
them to furnish the documents, which had not been furnished. According to the
Applicant' on 15'03'2016, they had furnished the documents and this was refrected in
their letter dated 01.04.2016.

The Respondent have filed their reply and pointed out that the Applicant neither
upfoaded the documents nor submittecJ documents, which are listed under sr.No. 1 to 7
of their reply date d 22'04'2016' lt is also pointed, out that considering that a' the three
tenderers had not submitted documents, ail the three tenderers were herd non-
responsive.

fn our opinion' there is no material before us to show that Applicant had uptoaded
his documents or had handed over the documents to the concerned offie.rq nr rha
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respondent' In these circumstances, we are clearly of the opinion that the Respondent
were right in tr.eating the bid

accordingly dismissed.

of the Applicant as non-responsive.
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