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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASEUR(CHHATTIS

WRIT PETITION NOSFL3 oF 2001
—

s

~
Lo
rd

yjﬁégm Chandra Nahta

s/o Late Shri K.L.Nahta
aged 46 years,

proprietor Navkar Industries
presently residing at 201-A
MeP.Housing Board Complex
near Raipur Naka, besides
Govt Girls Collegey

VERSUS

-
S
ET

_ S y
ﬁ/n\/séte of Chhattisgarh
through Secrefary
Department of Public Works
Mantralayay, DKS Bhawan
Raipur (C.G)

MePeState Industries Corpn Ltd
through its Managing Director
Panchanan Bhawan, First Floor
Malviya Nagar,

‘Bhopal {MeP)s

Managery . -

Ma Pe State Industries Corpn Ltdy
Furniture Works Abhanpur &
Alljied Steel Furniture Works
Abhanpur, Raipur, A Unit of
M.PeState Industries Corpn Ltd
Bhopal (M.P).

Executive Engineer,
Public Works Depariment,
Division Noesl Katoeratalab
Raipur (C.G)

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITULION OF INDIA
FOR 'ISSUANCE OF WRIT IN THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS;CERT IOw

'RARI, PROHIBTTICN AND FOR. OTHER SUTPABLE WRIT OR WRILS

DIRECTION OR DIRECTIONS, ORDER OR' ORDERS,

i, ~ PARTICULARS OF THE PETITIONER

As per cause title above.

PARTICULARS OF THE RESPONDENTS

As per dguse title abovey
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Shri Mandindra Shﬂﬁvastava, counsel for the petitioner.
Shri Gautam 'Bha&lm“i, Government Advécate, for\ the

o

.~ heard. ..

case, material on record 4

State.

With the consent

Counsel for the pet;

have been made, goods

bt the parties the Tmatter is finally

tioner submits that though supplies

have been delivered, but payment

thereof has not been makie He further submits that earlier

while disposing of W.P.N
stmilar Qfdcrs have been.
be also granted in this pe

Having considered

the parties and without 4

in the opinion of this Coy

b.71/ 2002, 72/2002 and 73/2002 |
Passed and prays that 'sjimiiar" reliefs
titidn.-

the facts and circumstances of the
nd having heard ieé;rned couﬁsél for
nteﬁng into the merits of the cése,

irt, it would be jﬁét and proper that

the petitioner to file a detailed representation aléng\r\fith a

copy of the petition befdre respondent no.3 and 4. and on
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: _ such rpﬁr-vggﬂf,qﬁmw is hmﬂcr made, 1‘F‘QEOﬂdPﬂTq 1’!0 3 and 4
shall consider and decide it in accordance with law as early
- ) as possible, preferably |[within six weeks from the date, of
production /receipt of representation. On éxamina‘tioﬁ, if it is
| found that the petitiojper is entitled to Eéccipt of such
payment, necessary acti )1 be taken.
It is made clear that 110n-comp]iance of the order shall
be v1ewed serious.
ThlS pet1t1011 is dlstposed of with the d1rect1on afcn esaid.
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