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The grievance of the petitioners in this batch of cases was with

regard to the failure of the Hyderabad Metropolitan Water Supply and

Sewerage Board to abide by G.O.Ms.No.66, Irrigation & CAD (Reforms)

Department, dated 20.04.2015 and its consequent action in insisting

upon a technical bid separately.

Interim orders were granted in all the cases directing the

authorities to receive and process the tender of the petitioner in each of

these cases.  This Court however stayed finalization of the tenders.

It is represented on behalf of Sri T. Sudhakar Reddy, learned

standing counsel for the Hyderabad Metropolitan Water Supply and

Sewerage Board, that a decision has been taken by the Managing

Director of the Board to proceed in the matter in accordance with

G.O.Ms.No.66 dated 20.04.2015 as the entire process has come to a

stand still owing to the interim orders staying the finalization. 

A copy of the proceedings bearing No.HMWSSB/MD/Tender

Procedures/2015-16/51 dated 08.02.2016 issued by the Managing

Director of the Board is placed on record, reflecting the decision taken by

the Board to proceed with implementation of G.O.Ms.No.66 dated

20.04.2015 in toto and the instructions given to the tender inviting

authorities of the Board to adopt G.O.Ms.No.66 dated 20.04.2015 read

with G.O.Ms.No.94 dated 01.07.2003 along with its amendments during

the tender process.

In the light of the aforestated developments, Sri R. Sushanth

Reddy, learned counsel for the petitioners in most of the cases and Miss



Purnasree, learned counsel representing Sri Vedula Srinivas, learned

counsel for the petitioners in the other writ petitions, state that the cause

in this batch of cases no longer survives for consideration on merits. 

The writ petitions are accordingly closed.  Interim stay of

finalization of tenders shall stand vacated.  Pending miscellaneous

petitions in all the cases, if any, shall also stand closed in the light of this

final order.  No order as to costs.

Sri Vedula Srinivas, learned counsel, however made a mention

after the order was dictated and stated that some of his clients could not

submit their bids and prayed that the Board may be directed to receive

the same at this stage.  Sri T. Sudhakar Reddy, learned standing

counsel, however contested this prayer and asserted that some of the

cases were filed after expiry of the bid due date.  If that be so, those who

approached this Court belatedly would not be entitled to seek relief at this

stage by virtue of the similar interim orders granted in their favour.  The

Board shall therefore receive the bids, if not already received, of those

bidders who approached this Court before expiry of the relevant bid due

date and consider their bids also in the tender process.
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