1+ Municipal Corporation,
 through its €0

2. commissioner, Muni

silaspur,c*

| f 3. Mayor, Municipal €
/- 'Bilaspur, Chhatti
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: Respondents no. 1 and
' Agvocate,

© Shri rajesh Pandey léarned counsel for the intervenor.

Parties are heard,

-

By this petition the j

“Petitioner by Shri Manindra Shrivastava, AGVocats.

the relief that the respeﬁdénts1be_direCtéd to open the

tenders without further loss of time and take a décision

2 by Shir Sanjay K. Agarwal,

titioner has prayed for

4

in accordance with law.

eivil suit béfore the. éémpé

The respondénts present in the
‘Court opposeds the petition|
| Intervenor: abpears and says that he hid already filed a

Eent Court challenging the

on’various grounds, The

pendency af this petition

i

B N, U

process in which the tender?eare invitede

Tt is not in disputevbefore me that during the

its powers of superintendange vested;ain it under the
provisions of Municipal Cor%oration.hct has
respondents.no. -1 and 2 to ppen the. sai& tenders.
oﬁ the said directions the ?etitioner now submits that
* the petition virtually has. become infructuous and the
responﬂents in accordance wﬁth the . directions of the State

Government are duty-bound tp open . the tenderso

Shri Sanjay K. Agar%al;-le;:ned-cuunsel

e State. Gevernment exercising

directed the

In view
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 submits that as'thé-te

“is'féquire&'té’be~dene~

»

CRPRI-F5/31 1—172061—38,000.

the 'fegsrégéixt&abﬁ‘é

respondents no.

pespohdeﬁts

| .subjudice befae the Stat

Shri Pandey, learj:

n

because of the non—obser

‘1 and 2 ubmits that égainst'the'. e
issuéa‘by tﬁE
'have-made reFresenﬁationsute thejState.

According t

State Government the.

B

g_him_the‘?atter.is.étill
e. - EER )

4 counsel for the Intervenor W

¢ \
r‘procgss,of N.I.Tgﬁvitiated

vahtems of the mandatory Rules

at this:stage nothing is required to be done. 1n this

petition. ..

In view of the ord

requiring the respondent

‘objections” of 'the réspoh

to all the ténderers so
of fﬁ;Jona,ozzo;hen;par

back, . -

So long a& ‘the réprésentations are pending

considération ‘befad ™ the
not required to decide.

howewer, ‘made ‘ clear

in the matter,:

the mattef.on merits,

ler passed by the State Govte
s to open tenders nothing further

It is, however,

‘made cleare that the State Govt. while hearing the

ehts shall also issue notice

that orders against the interest

Ly are not passed behind their

i

‘this Court is

State :Govt,

It is,

tif thée State Govt. rejects

and

€h sdid order of rejection |

tenders ana pass furth‘r erders.

e reéspondents.

Ehen,in accordance
sth&mAr@~

JMD// 7

7‘/






