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Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  relied  upon

Annexure.1,  order  dated  29.01.2026  drawn  from  the  office  of

respondent  No.5.  It  is  submitted  that  in  the  light  of  budget

pronouncement,  the  State  government  in-line  with  the  Central

Government  proposed  for  establishment  and  installation  of

ropeways  at  various  religious  and  tourist  places.  It  is  further

submitted that in view thereof, one of such locations was at Amber

Fort, Nahargarh Fort and the Jaigarh Fort - Ropeway project. 

Further, it  is  submitted that for the same, announcements

and  budget  allocations  were  also  made,  as  articulated  in  the

finance bill,  however,  eager to attain the said tender,  sans any

advertisement,  three  parties  approached  and  applied  with  the

respondents; namely the petitioner, the respondent No.4 and one

other  company.  It  is  submitted  that  in  the  prevailing

circumstances,  the  provisions  of  the  RTPP  Act  were  not  made

applicable,  albeit  the  said  project  falls  under  the  ambit  of
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‘procurement’  as defined under Section 2 (13) of the RTPP Act

2012.

It is next submitted that the minutes of the meeting dated

02.09.2025 (Annexure.2), are self-explanatory qua the fact that

the petitioner was working upon the establishment of the ropeway,

with a primary input of approximately Rs. Eighty Crores, and a

conscious mind that zilch or minimum disturbance to the forest

land,  flora  and  fauna.  However,  the  cost  as  projected  by  the

respondent No.4 i.e. one of the applicants qua the said project,

was approximately Rs. Three-fifty Crores with grave exploitation

of,  and  damage  to  the  forest  area,  yet,  adopting  a  biased,

prejudiced and for the reasons best known, the respondents have

granted  preliminary  approval  vide  Annexure.3,  order  dated

02.02.2026 to Respondent No.4.

Heard.

Issue notice.

Additionally, ‘dasti’ service is permitted.

List the matter on 19.05.2026.

In the meantime, effect of permission dated 02.02.2026 be

kept in abeyance till further order of the Court. 

(SAMEER JAIN),J
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