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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

WRIT PETITION NO.7373 OF 2014
[Dinesh s/o Ghanshyamdas Bhutada .vs. The Union of India and others]

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Shri Rohit Joshi, Advocate for respondent no.4.
 ..........

CORAM :  SMT. VASANTI   A   NAIK  AND
          MRS. SWAPNA  JOSHI, JJ.

DATED  :  DECEMBER 14, 2016.

By this  writ  petition,  the  petitioner  has  challenged  the 

pre-qualification  conditions  in  the  tender  notice,  dated 

20.11.2014, as bad in law.

It appears, on a perusal of the writ petition, that though a 

notice  was  issued  to  the  respondents  by  the  order,  dated 

26.12.2014,  no  interim  order  was  passed  in  favour  of  the 

petitioner  on  the  said  date  or  even  thereafter.   The  contract 

period, as per the tender notice, appears to be two years till the 

completion of  the supply of  the material.   It  appears that  the 

cause  for  filing  the  writ  petition  must  have  been  rendered 

infructuous due to passage of time.  The petitioner is free to take 

recourse to an appropriate remedy available in law, if so advised.

The writ petition is disposed of with no order as to costs. 

The points raised in the petition are kept open.

JUDGE JUDGE

Gulande, PA


