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Sharayu Khot.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO. 6624 OF 2016

Devendra Powertech ...Petitioner
Versus
The Maharashtra State Electricity ...Respondents

Transmission Co. Ltd. & Ors.

Mr. Anoop U. Patil, for the Petitioner.

Mr. Abhijeet A. Joshi, for the Respondents No. 1 and 2.

CORAM : A.A. SAYED &
R.I. CHAGLA, JJ.

DATE : 5 April 2019

ORDER :

1. The Petitioner has challenged the order declaring
the Respondent No. 2 is not qualified to participate in the tender

process. The Petitioner has also challenged the work orders
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dated 12th May 2016 and 16th May 2016 issued to Respondent
No. 3 pursuant to the tender Notice dated 18th December 2015

issued by the Respondent No. 2.

2. Learned Counsel for the Petitioner states that he has

no instructions.

3. Learned Counsel for the Respondent Nos. 1 and 2
has pointed out that after tender was awarded, the entire work

has been completed by Respondent No. 3.

4. In the circumstances, it appears to us that the
Petitioner is no more interested in prosecuting the Petition. Even
otherwise, we find that this is not a fit case to exercise the
extraordinary writ jurisdiction of this Court. The Petition is

accordingly dismissed. No costs.

[R.I. CHAGLA, J.] [A.A. SAYED, J.]
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