| TEM NO 31 COURT NO. 9 SECTION | X

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).5900/2004

(From the judgenent and order dated 20/01/2004 in WP No. 2942/2003 of The

H GH COURT OF JUDI CATURE AT BQOVBAY)

RAMCHANDRA MURARI LAL BHATTAD & ORS. Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF MAHARASHTRA & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)

W TH
SLP(C) NO. 23665 of 2004

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date: 24/04/2006 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTICE B. N. SRI KRl SHNA

HON BLE MR JUSTI CE TARUN CHATTERJEE

For Petitioner(s)

SLP( C) No. 5900/ 2004 M. R F. Narinman, Sr. Adv.
M. P.N Qupta, Adv.

MR. H. Devaraj an, Adv.



M. N V. Vimadal al , Adv.

SLP(C) NO. 23665/ 2004 Dr. A-M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.
M. P.N CQupta, Adv.
MR. H. Devarajan, Adv.

M. N V. Vimadal al , Adv.

For Respondent(s) M. T.R Andhyarujina, Sr. Adv.

M. A S. Bhasne, Adv.

M. Ravi ndra Keshavrao Adsure , Adv

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng

ORDER

These matters pertain to the construction of a Convention-cum Exhibition Cent
re and

conmer ci al conpl ex at Bandra  Kurl a, Munbai . The petitioner bef ore us is
t he unsuccessf ul

bi dder who has chal | enged t he action of t he Munbai Met ropol i tan Regi on D
evel opnent

Authority (MVRDA) cancelling all the bids at an wearlier stage. Despite the application ma
de by

the petitioner, we declined to grant injunction in the mtter. As a result, MVRD
A re-tendered

and we are i nf or med t hat t he hi ghest bid was by Rel i ance I ndustries Lim
ited, whi ch is said to

have been granted the contract and paid a sum Rs. 552 crores.

The petitioner desires to denonstrate to this Court (a) that the bid was cancell



ed by the

MVRDA, which had no jurisdiction to do so under the Act; and (b) that there was nala fides
in

cancelling all the bids as it was intended to engineer the re-tendering process to favour the
party

who has now succeeded. To denonstrate his bona fides, the petitioner’'s counsel stat
es that the

petitioner would not only match the bid of the presently successful party only for the Convent
i on

Centre, but that he would al so pay the amobunt at one go instead of paying it over a period of
time.

We are inforned t hat there is anot her party who is i nvol ved. M
r. R F. Nari man, t he

| earned senior counsel, states that the petitioner would nove an application to inplead that o
t her

party (Reliance Industries Limted).

Count er af fidavit be filed by 10rd July, 2006 and r ej oi nder, i
f any, by 17th  July, 2006.

Li st these matters on 25th July, 2006

(Raj esh Dham) (Radha R Bhati a)

Court Master Court Master



