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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

   WRIT PETITION NO. 10035 OF 2024

M/s. Watergrace Products through Prop.
Chetan P. Bora … Petitioner

V/s.

State of Maharashtra and Ors. … Respondents
_______________________________________

Ms. Nikita K.Dharamshi i/b. C.K. Legal for the Petitioner
Mr.  K.B.  Dighe,  Addl.G.P.  with Ms.  G.R.  Raghuwanshi,  AGP and Ms.  R,A.
Salunkhe, AGP for Respondent No. 1 - State
Mr. S.S. Patwardhan for Respondent Nos. 2 to 4 

_______________________________________

CORAM   : ALOK ARADHE, CJ. AND
BHARATI DANGRE, J.

DATE       : 07th  MARCH 2025 

P.C. :

1. In this Petition, the Petitioner, inter-alia, has assailed the validity

of the impugned E-Tender Notice No. 02/2024-25 dated 12th February 2024,

for  collection,  transfer  and  transportation  of  the  Municipal  Solid  Waste

within their territorial limits.

2. During the pendency of the Petition, admittedly, in pursuance of

the notice inviting tender, the work order has been issued in favour of the

successful bidder viz. Konark Infrastructure Pvt.Ltd.  On 28th January 2025

and on 11th February 2025 also time was given to the Petitioner to implead
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the  successful  bidder.  However,  the  Petitioner  has  not  impleaded  the

successful bidder.

3. It  is  also  pertinent  to  note  that  the  Petitioner  has  not

participated in the current tender and therefore, does not have any locus to

challenge the Award of contract in favour of the third party.  [See Nilesh

Suresh Kshatriya vs. State of Maharashtra (2023(2) Mh.L.J. 63 )].

4. For the aforementioned reasons, we do not find any merit in the

Writ Petition.  The same is accordingly dismissed.

   ( BHARATI DANGRE, J. ) ( CHIEF JUSTICE )
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