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WPC No. 2182 of 2015
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For Respondent/State Shri P. K. Bhaduri, GA

1.

Honb'le Justice Shri Prashant Kumar Mishra

Order On Board By

08/12/2015

With the consent of the learned counsel for the parties, the matter is

heard finally.

This petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India has been
preferred for issuance of direction to the respondents to make payment
of the undisputed amount towards rent of the tent materials provided
by the petitioner to the Department of Excise, Government of

Chhattisgarh at Kanker.



Nirala

It is argued that there being no dispute that the petitioner has supplied
the tent material or about the amount to be paid to the petitioner,
therefore, the writ petition may be disposed of directing the
respondents to decide the petitioner's representation for payment of
the undisputed amount. Learned counsel would refer to the order
passed by the Coordinate Bench in WPC No0.1393/2015 (Om Sai

Traders & Tent House v. State of Chhhattisgarh and others).

In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of with a direction
that in the event, the petitioner prefers a representation before the
respondent No.3 within a period of 15 days from today, the said
respondent shall consider and decide the petitioner's representation for
making payment of the undisputed amount, at the earliest, preferably
within a period of 2 months from the date of submission of

representation.

If for any reason, the petitioner is not found entitled to the payment, the
respondent No.3 shall pass a reasoned order, against which the
petitioner would be at liberty to take recourse to law as may be

available and permissible.
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