
Item No. 5-6 
 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF MANIPUR 
AT IMPHAL 

 
WP(C) No. 789 of 2025 with 
MC(WP(C) No. 727 of 2025 

 
DMRR Builder Pvt. Ltd. 

   …..Petitioner/s 
 

- Versus – 
 

  State of Manipur & 2 Ors. 
 .... Respondent/s 
 

BEFORE 

 HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A. GUNESHWAR SHARMA 
 

Order 
 

06.10.2025 

[1]   Heard Ms. Ayangleima, learned counsel for the petitioner 

and Mr. S. Niranjan, learned G.A. for the State respondent. 

[2]  When the matter was taken up on 03.10.2025, Mr. N. 

Jotendro, learned senior counsel, submits that he is filing Caveat on 

behalf of respondent No. 3 on the same day. However, as per the 

Registry noting, no Caveat has been filed and the petitioner has 

already furnished copy of the petition to the learned senior counsel. 

[3]  Since respondent No. 3 does not appear on Caveat, the 

matter is heard and considered on the available record. 

[4]  Issue notice. 

[5]  Mr. S. Niranjan, learned G.A., accepts notice on behalf of 

respondent Nos. 1 & 2. 

[6]  Petitioner is directed to take step to respondent No. 3 by 

speed post and dasti in addition and file affidavit of proof of service. 

[7]  Ms. Ayangleima, learned counsel for the petitioner, 

submits that the petitioner was earlier declared non-responsive in the 

technical bid. However, on clarification, the bid of the petitioner was 

declared as technically responsive.  



[8]  The respondent No. 3 who is one of the qualified bidders 

lodged a complaint against the petitioner about non-disclosure of the 

pending litigation against the petitioner and on the basis of the 

complaint lodged by respondent No. 3, the petitioner’s bid was 

cancelled without giving any show cause notice to the petitioner 

declared as technically non-responsive and respondent no. 3 is the 

only qualified bidder. 

[9]  Later on, the petitioner submits that respondent No. 3 

itself concealed three pending litigations against it in its bid. 

[10]  It is prayed that the minutes of the Technical Evaluation 

Committee dated 25.09.2025 and declaring respondent No. 3 as 

technically qualified be set aside. 

[11]  During the pendency of the present petition, status quo 

directed on 03.10.2025 shall be maintained till the next date. 

[12]  List this case on 14.11.2025. 

 

 

        JUDGE 

  Kh. Joshua Maring 
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