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01. 19.05.11 |Present : Mr. B. sharma, Sr.Advocate with Mr.Bhala N.
Sharma, Advocate for the petitioner,
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Mr. J. B. Pradhan, Addl . Advocate General with Mr.
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Mr. B. Sharma, learned Senlor Advocate, appearing
C_"\rl
"n d on behalf of the petitioner, submits that the present work
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which is valued at Rs, 15 crores would be executable by a
contractor of Grade IA. He further submits that on
enguiry from the petitioner, he is informed that he
belongs to the category IIB and not eligible to bid for the
contract even if the work was to be re-tendered. As

such, Mr. B. Sharma seeks permission to withdraw the

Writ Petition.

The submission being fair and reasonable and also
in accardance with the legal position, the permission
sought for is granted and the Writ Petition stands

dismizssed as withdrawn.
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