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IN   THE   HIGH   COURT   OF   MADHYA   PRADESH  
AT JABALPUR  

BEFORE  

HON'BLE SHRI JUSTICE GURPAL SINGH AHLUWALIA  

ON THE 8th OF MAY, 2024  

WRIT PETITION No. 11371 of 2024 

BETWEEN:-  

SHRI MATADEEN TIWARI S/O 
LATE M.D.TIWARI, AGED 
ABOUT 51 YEARS, 
OCCUPATION: BUSINESS 
HOUSE NO.04, WARD NO.18 
ISHAN NAGAR CHHATARPUR 
(MADHYA PRADESH)  

.....PETITIONER 

(BY SHRI ANOOP NAIR – SENIOR ADVOCATE WITH MS.AKASHMI TRIVEDI - 
ADVOCATE)  

AND  

1.  MP STATE CIVIL 
SUPPLIES CORPORATION 
THROUGH ITS MANAGING 
DIRECTOR 3RD FLOOR, 
1ST WING, PARYAVAS 
BHAVAN, JAIN ROAD, 
ARERA HILLS BHOPAL 
(MADHYA PRADESH)  

2.  THE MANAGING 
DIRECTOR MP STATE 
CIVIL SUPPLIES 
CORPORATION 3RD 
FLOOR 1ST WING 
PARYAVAS BHAVAN JAIN 
ROAD ARERA HILLS 
462011 (MADHYA 
PRADESH)  

3.  DISTRICT MANAGER MP 
STATE CIVIL SUPPLIES 
CORPORATION MIG C-67 
VIVEKANAND COLONY 
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OPPOSITE MIG C-67 
VIVEKANAND COLONY 
OPPOSITE NALANDA 
CHILDREN ACADEMY 
DAMOH (MADHYA 
PRADESH)  

.....RESPONDENTS 

 (NONE)  

 
This petition coming on for admission this day, the court passed the 

following:  

ORDER  

1. This petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India has been filed 

seeking the following reliefs : 

I) Call for entire records pertaining to the case. 
II) issue a writ in the nature of Certiorari to quash the impugned 

order dated 15.4.2024, annexure P/1. 
III) Grant cost of petition. 
IV) Grant any other relief as deemed fit and proper in the facts 

and circumstances of the case. 
 

2. It is submitted by Counsel for the petitioner that by impugned order dated 

15.4.2024 passed by the District Manager, Damoh, M.P. State Civil 

Supplies Corporation Limited, the contract granted to the petitioner for 

transportation of grains has been rejected. However, in the light of 

agreement, only the Managing Director is the competent authority to cancel 

the contract. It is further submitted that before cancelling the agreement, no 

show cause notice was issued to the petitioner. 

3. So far as competency of the District Manager is concerned, the relevant part 

of the agreement which has been filed as annexure P/5 reads as under :- 

Hkkjr 'kklu ;k jkT; 'kklu }kjk tkjh uhfr funsZ'k / fl)karksa ds vuq:i 
ifjogu dk;Z esa dk;Z djus dh n'kk fLFkfr, njksa ds fu/kkZj.k vkfn esa ifjorZu 
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gksrk gS rFkk ,sls vkns'kksa ds vuqlkj ,tsalh dks dk;Z djus gsrq ck/; gksuk iM+rk 
gS rks ifjogu dh fufonk / vuqca/k dks mä vk/kkj ij lekIr djus dk vf/kdkj 
çca/kd lapkyd dks gksxk tks ifjogudjrk dks ekU; gksxk 
 

4. From the plain reading of the agreement, it is clear that the Managing 

Director can cancel the contract in case of the transporter fails to execute 

the contract in the light of the changed rates, whereas, in the present case, 

the contract has not been terminated on such ground. The impugned order 

has been passed on the ground that the petitioner has not produced the 

documents, as mentioned in clause 18.2.2 and 18.2.4 of the tender 

document.  

5. Counsel for the petitioner fairly conceded that he has not filed any 

document to show that the aforesaid documents were ever submitted by the 

petitioner, therefore, he seeks permission of this Court to withdraw this 

petition with liberty to file a fresh petition along with the documents to 

show that the documents, as mentioned in clause 18.2.2 and 18.2.4 of the 

tender document were filed. 

6. With aforesaid liberty, the petition is dismissed as withdrawn. 

     (G.S. AHLUWALIA) 

JUDGE  

HS  
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