Page No.# 1/3

GAHC010140452024
— II —
Hl 2N
-

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

Case No. : WP(C)/3537/2024

M/S BHARTIA INFRA PROJECTS LTD AND ANR
REP. BY ITS DIRECTOR RAMAWATAR BHARTIA HAVING OFFICE AT 201,
ROYAL ARCADE, DR. B BARUAH ROAD, ULUBARI, GUWAHATI-07, ASSAM

2: M/S GKC- BIPL (JV)
REP. BY RAMAWATAR BHARTIA AUTHORISED SIGNATORY HAVING
OFFICE AT 201

ROYAL ARCADE

DR. B BARUAH ROAD

ULUBARI

GUWAHATI-07

ASSAM.

THE PET. NOS 1 AND 2 HAVING OFFICE AT 201
ROYAL ARCADE

DR. B BARUAH ROAD

ULUBARI

P.O AND P.S- ULUBARI

GUWAHATI-07

ASSAM ARE REP. BY RAMAWATAR BHARTIA
AGED 84 YRS

S/O- LATE PANNALAL BHARTIA OF 201
ROYAL ARCADE

DR. B BARUAH ROAD

ULUBARI

GUWAHATI-07

ASSA

VERSUS
THE UNION OF INDIA AND 2 ORS

THROUGH THE SECRETARY , MINISTRY OF ROAD TRANSPORT AND
HIGHWAYS, TRANSPORT BHAWAN-1, PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI-



Date :

01

2:THE STATE OF MANIPUR
REP. BY THE SECRETARY/ COMMISIONER (WORKYS)

GOVT. OF MANIPUR

OLD SECRETARIAT COMPLEX
BABUPARA

IMPHAL WEST

MANIPUR

PIN-795001

3:THE PROJECT DIRECTOR CUM CHIEF ENGINEER
PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTATION UNIT (PIU)
EXTERNALLY AIDED PROJECTS (EAP)

PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT (PWD)
MANIPUR HAVING ITS OFFICE AT PWD COMPLEX
KHUYATHONG

P.O AND P.S- IMPHAL
IMPHAL WEST DISTRICT
MANIPU

For the Appellant(s) : Mr. N. J. Singh, Sr. Advocate

For the Respondent(s)

16.07.2024

: Mrs. P. Hazarika, Advocate

: Mrs. A. Gayan, CGC

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DEVASHIS BARUAH

ORDER
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Heard Mr. N. J. Singh, the learned Senior counsel assisted by Mrs. P.

Hazarika, the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Petitioners and

Mrs. A. Gayan, the learned CGC appearing on behalf of the Respondent

No.1.

2. Mr. N. J. Singh, the learned Senior counsel for the Petitioners upon
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instructions submits that as the representation dated 13.07.2024 is
presently pending before the authorities, he would not like to press the
instant writ petition. He however submits that in the event, the case of
the Petitioners is not considered on the basis of the representation, then

the Petitioners may be given the liberty to again approach this Court.

3. Taking into account the above, the instant writ petition stands closed

on withdrawal.

4. It is however observed that the withdrawal of the instant writ
petition shall not preclude the Petitioners to approach this Court if the

Petitioners are aggrieved by any decision of the Respondent Authorities.
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