Page No.# 1/3

GAHCO010074782018
— [ ] I —
H| a0
- -
[

THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT

(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH)

Case No. : WP(C)/2348/2018

VORTEX ENGINEERING JOINT VENTURE WITH HARSHA ELECTRICALS
AND MANARANJAN BRAHMA

REP. BY SHRI UMESH CHANDRA BORO, POWER OF ATTORNEY HOLDER
OF TH EJOINT VENTURE (JV), HAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE AT
GROUND FLOOR,RAJ APARTMENT, 3, J .B. ROAD,

GUWAHATI -781003,

P.S. CHANDMARLI,

DIST. KAMRUP (METRO), ASSAM

VERSUS

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 4 ORS.

REP. BY THE COMMISSIONER AND SECRETARY, TO THE GOVT. OF ASSAM,
POWER DEPARTMENT,

DISPUR, GUWAHATI - 781006.

2:ASSAM POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY LIMITED
REP. BY ITS MANAGING DIRECTOR

BIJULEE BHAWAN

PALTAN BAZAR

GUWAHATI - 781001

ASSAM

3:THE CHIEF GENERAL MANAGER

(PROJECT PLANNING AND DESIGN)

ASSAM

POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY LTD.
GUWAHATI -01
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ASSAM
4. THE TENDER PURCHASE COMMITTEE-I
REP. BY CHAIRMAN OF TPC - CUM MANAGING DIRECTOR

ASSAM

POWER DISTRIBUTION COMPANY LTD.
GUWAHATI -01

ASSAM

5:M/S U K ENTERPRISE JV

WITH M/S TATRARI ELECTRICALS AND TRADERS
HAVING ITS REGISTERED OFFICE AT DR. R.P. ROAD
GANSHGURI

GUWAHATI - 781006

For the Petitioner(s) : Mr. M. Dewan, Advocate
For the Respondent(s) : Mr. B. Choudhury SC, APDCL.
BEFORE

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DEVASHIS BARUAH

ORDER
Date : 09.01.2024

1. Mr. B. Choudhury, the learned Standing counsel appearing on behalf of the
APDCL has placed before this Court a communication issued by the Chief
General Manager (PP&D), APDCL to the effect that the tender which have been
assailed in the instant proceedings i.e. for execution of the work of
“Construction of New 33 KV line from 132/33 KV Gopigaon, Bilasipara, GSS to
33/11 KV Sapatgram SS & 11 KV extension line for Sapatgram 11 KV Town
Feeder upto Nandipara (Package-II) would be withdrawn and fresh tender
would be issued. The said communication which was placed before this Court is

kept on record and marked with the letter “X".
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2. Mr. M. Dewan, the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Petitioners
submitted that in view of the decision so taken by the APDCL Authorities to
cancel the earlier tender process and to float a fresh tender process, he would
not like to press the instant writ petition. Accordingly, the instant writ petition
therefore stands closed in view of the communication kept on record and
marked with the letter “X".

3. In view of the withdrawal of the instant writ petition, the Respondents are

given the liberty to float a fresh tender in respect to the above mentioned work.

4. Interim order passed earlier stands vacated.

JUDGE

Comparing Assistant



