IN THE HIGH COURm OF JUETCHTURE AT BTLﬁSPUR ( C*G¢)

HePWHO ZﬁuaOF 2001

'BETWEEN
i/S paradise Detective security Force,Bllaspur through
Proprietor shri H.L.Tripathi s/o Ramrasile.Tripathi, .
aged about 35 years, r/o Nayspara, Klrtl Nagar, P.S.
Tar Banar, District Bllaupur.

PETITIONER

D
1. Department of TeTecommunmcatlon, through _
' General b anngerg Raipur Area, Palpur (C.G,) :

2e Divisional Engi neer(Phones}

O/u T&lECOM,DlStrlCt Manager,B11aspur ;'

3. . aJ Inqustrlal Security Serv;ces, through

- Harbhajan Slﬂgh
: Bl1awpur,_

RES?ONDENTS

WRLT ?MzITION UuDug.AquCLhS 226/227 OP mH“ CONSTI“UEZOH
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| 1’ tenders the tender of sucoessful hrdder was aooepted and agreement was
1 ',_e:_recuted_be_tween. respondent Nq 3 and the Deparhnent on 30“' January, N
r ,' | Learned counsel for respondents 1&2 submrts that the tender was |
R — -only for the’ year 2001 and’the wsrk has already been executed and the
R petrtloner hrmself partrcrpated in tllle fresh tender.and. work was allotted to :
: respondent No 3 - Therefore, thl"- wnt petrtron 1tself does not survnre for L
| the reason that the work has already been executed SR
S : 1 In the crroumstances since the work order haqL‘,ready been |ssued -
' I R to respondent No. 3 and the work has already been executed the reliefs |
| sought by the petrtroner cannot be granted Therefore this cause of o
_ "action. does not sumve Ho__‘ , ',r if the petrtroner has any grievance
: _-"j_:-agamst the work order rssued respondent No 3 he rs at llberty to o
'-pursue such remedy whrch is avar ble to hrm under the Iaw '
Wrth the above observatron the petrtron stands drsposed of.
Consequently. M. (W )P No 36!2003 also stands drsposed of
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