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| opened. However, before the acceptt
_' money of Rs. 40_,000/— and securiw
- deposited a sum of Rs. 45,000/- as 1

- { contract work is being carried out !

1,900/, It is stated that there is nd

‘as regards forfeiture of the eary

- | deposit etc.

13.12.2001 :

Shri Prashant Jaiswa

petitioner.
* Shri Gautam Bhaduri for
" Heard. ‘ |

" The tenders were subm

learned counsel for the

[ae

the respOndenfs‘f

tted. The tender papers were .

hnce was communicated to the

: wrif’pe?iﬁoner,*he petitioner declih#d to accept any coniract aus a

result. of the said tender. The petitipner had deposited an earnest

ampunf-of Rs. 1,9007-. Tt is

stated by Shri J aiswal that su‘b'se:q]uen‘r'ly the ‘contract has been

allotted to a third person. The-

said 'cor_t'rmcfo‘r has already
the first ingtalment. Hence the

by the said third person. The

| pe_ﬂﬂoneb has apﬁroachedﬁl this Couft by"»'f'ili'ng_ the writ petition .
| under Article 226 of the Constitutibn of Tndia seeking a direction
| to be issued to the respondents to| refund the aforesaid earnest

j money'nf Rs. 40,000/~ together with the security amount of Rs.

condition in the tender notice

hest money and the security
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| State éurely attracts the app
Court under Ar-'i'ici‘ga“ 226 ‘Qf; ‘1'#
this Shri__GauTam Bhéduri' sub
contract. The remedy sought!
refund of the earnest mone;
depoéi‘l‘ea{_ by the writ petitione

work by sﬁbmiﬂ’ing tender pape

before this Court.

earnest money and security a

remedy from this Court in '_exe

LT .
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Shri Jaiswal sUvafs that this ki'nd"'of' an act of the

ication of exercise of power of this |
eHConsﬁTuﬁon. of India. As against
nits that the matter reiﬁfes,g /o a
for in this petition is as Eegar-ds

/ and also the security amount

r for the purpose off securing some-

s. It is stated by Shri Bhaduri that

the remedy clearly lies befpnf a competent civil Court and not

On perusal of the dverments of this petition and after
_ perus ﬁ‘f p

“under Article 226 of T_hé.: Constitutionm of India. In my view, ‘rhf-:

hearing counsel appearing for Both the sides, I am of the opinion

that the matter at issue hasj arisen out of a pure and simple

‘contract work. The remedy so:I)hT for is also as regards rg_aﬂind of

unt. In such a situation I-¢m not

inclined to hold that the writ petitioner is entitled to have a

—

rcise of extra ordinary jurisdictic<Hij

remedy lies before a competent guthority

In the _r'esu_ﬁ this pétition is rejected.
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