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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

WRIT PETITION  NO.  3781   OF 2016

M/s. Aryama Infrastructures, Through its Prop. Lalendra Kumar Singh
-vs-

The City of Nagpur Municipal Corporation, Nagpur, through its Commissioner and others
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office notes, Office Memoranda of
Coram, appearances, Court's orders Court's or Judge's Orders.
or directions and Registrar's orders.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Mr.B.G.Kulkarni, counsel for the petitioner.
Mr. J.B.Kasat, counsel for the respondent Nos.1 and 2.
Mr. S.K.Sabahat, counsel for the respondent No.3. 

CORAM  : SMT. VASANTI    A    NAIK  &

 MRS. SWAPNA JOSHI,  JJ.

DATE     : 02.08.2016.

By this writ petition, the petitioner has challenged the tender

notice,  dated  29.06.2016,  published  by  the  Nagpur  Municipal

Corporation.  The  petitioner  has  sought  a  direction  against  the

Corporation to finalize the tender submitted by the petitioner and the

respondent No.3, that was opened on 28.06.2016. 

Shri  J.B.Kasat,  the  learned  counsel  for  the  respondent-

Corporation,  states  on instructions that the cause for  filing the writ

petition  has  been  rendered  infructuous,  as  the  process  initiated  in

pursuance of the tender notice, dated 29.06.2016 stands cancelled, as

responsive bids were not received, in pursuance of the said tender.  It is

stated that the second prayer of the petitioner also stands granted, as

the Corporation has called the petitioner and the respondent No.3 for

negotiations, in pursuance of the first tender notice and appropriate

decision would be taken, after negotiating with the petitioner and the

respondent No.3. 
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In view of the statements made on behalf of the respondent-

Nagpur  Municipal  Corporation,  we  find  that  the  grievance  of  the

petitioner, as made in this writ petition, would not survive.  

Hence, by accepting the statements made on behalf of the

respondent-Corporation, we dispose of the writ petition with no order

as to costs.  

     JUDGE         JUDGE

KHUNTE
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C E R T I F I C A T E

I certify that this Order uploaded is a true and correct copy of original signed Order.

Uploaded by : G.S.Khunte, Uploaded on : 03/08/2016
   P.A.to Hon'ble Judge


