BEFORE THE PROCUREMENT REDRESSAL COMMITTEE
BRIHANMUMBAI MUNICIPAL CORPORATION, MUMBAI

CASE No. 006/PRC/2016.

M/s. Sahil Enterprises .... Appellant.
Vi/s.
Municipal Corporation of Greater Mumbai. ....Respondent
QUORUM : 1. Hon’bleDr. Justice F.|. Rebello (Retd) Chairman
Chief Justice High Court of Allahabad
2. ShriB.P.Patil Member
3. Shri M.D. Pimple Member
ORDER

(Dated this 2"%Day of May, 2016)

The Applicant has approached the Committee on the ground that their application
has been treated as non-responsive. It is the Applicant’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 15.03.2018, they had furnished the documents and this was reflected in

their letter dated 01.04.2016.

The Respondent have filed their reply and pointed out that the Appiicant neither
uploaded the documents nor submitted documents, which are listed under Sr.No. 1 to 7
of their reply dated 22.04.2016. It is also pointed, out that considering that all the three
tenderers had not submitted documents, all the three tenderers were held non-

responsive.

In our opinion, there s no material before us to show that Applicant had uploaded

his documents or had handed over the documents to the concerned offirare ~f th.



respondent. In these circumstances, we are clearly of the opinion that the Respondent

were right in treating the bid of the Applicant as non-responsive. The application is

accordingly dismissed.

Hon’ble Dr. Justice F.I.Rebello (Retd.)
hairman,
Procurement Redressal Committee

Shri Bﬁatil

Member
Procurement Redressal Committee

Shri M.D.Pimple
Member
Procurement Redressal Committee



