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 ITEM NO.49                    COURT NO.11                     SECTION XVI

               S U P R E M E   C O U R T   O F   I N D I A

                            RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

                       

 Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5176/2005

(From the judgment and order dated 02/02/2005 in MAT No. 93/2005  

 of The HIGH COURT OF CALCUTTA)

 DRIPLEX WATER ENGINEERING LTD. & ANR.                       Petitioner(s)

                         VERSUS

 DURGAPUR PROJECTS LTD. & ANR.                               Respondent(s)

(With prayer for interim relief)

 Date: 14/03/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

 CORAM :

         HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE D.M. DHARMADHIKARI

         HON’BLE  MR. JUSTICE B.N. SRIKRISHNA

 For Petitioner(s)    Mr. Gopal Subramanium, Sr.Adv.

                      Mr. Pramod Dayal,Adv.

 For Respondent(s)    Mr. VR. Reddy, Sr.Adv.

                      Mr. H.K. Puri,Adv.

                                    Mr. Ujjwal Banerjee, Adv.

                                    Mr. SK. Puri, Adv.

                                    Mr. Shiv Gupta, Adv.

                                    Mr. Bhaskar Mitra, Adv.



                                    Mr. Vijay M. Chauhan, Adv.

                                    Mrs. Priya Puri, Adv.

                                    Mr. L. Nageshwar Rao, Sr.Adv.

                                    Mr. Rana Mukherjee, Adv.

                                    Mr. Siddharth Gautam, Adv.

                      Mr. Goodwill Indeevar ,Adv.

         UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                             O R D E R 

                   This petition has been filed against an interlocutory order granting stay i
n the pending
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   writ petition.  We decline to interfere.  The Special Leave Petition is dismissed.

                We, however, make it clear that any observations  or tentative conclusion  rec
orded by

   the Division  Bench  or earlier recorded  in deciding  matter of stay or interim directions
  by  single

   Judge shall  not prejudice either of the parties in finally  deciding  the writ petition  b
y the learned

   single Judge. 

                Looking   to   the   nature   of   the   dispute   involved,   the   learned  
 single   Judge   shall   make

   endeavour to decide the writ petition as expeditiously as possible.

          (S. Thapar)                                    (Phoolan Wati Arora)                 
  

        PS to Registrar                         Court Master


