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ITEM NO.49                    COURT NO.1                     SECTION XIV

              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)....../2005

                                                          CC 3818/2005

(From the judgement and order dated 24/03/2005 in  CM No. 3546/2005 in

WP No. 4905/2005  of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

OIL & NATURAL GAS CORPN. LTD.                               Petitioner(s)

                        VERSUS

HYUNDAI HEVY INDUSTRIES LTD. & ORS.                         Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for permission and exemption and permission to place

additional documents on record and with prayer for interim relief and

office report )

Date: 04/04/2005  This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :

        HON’BLE  THE CHIEF JUSTICE

        HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE G.P. MATHUR



For Petitioner(s)          Mr. G E Vahanvati, SG

                           Mr. Mukul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.  

                           Mr. K.R. Sasiprabhu,Adv.

For Respondent(s)

    No. 1                  Dr. A M Singhvi, Sr. Adv.

                           Mr. Atul Sharma, Adv.

                           Mr. Dinesh Pradarshni, Adv.

                           Mr. Gunjan Malyava, Adv.

                           Ms. Geethanjali, Adv.

                           Mr. Munish Sharma, Adv.

                           Mr. Anand Srivastava, Adv.

                           Mr. M.A.Chinnasamy,Adv.

    Nos.2-3                Mr. Harish N Salve, Sr. Adv.

                           Mr. A V Sawant, Sr. Adv.

                           Mr. P H Parekh, Adv.

                           Ms. Poornima Sethi, Adv.

                           Mr. E R Kumar, Adv.

                           Mr. Rajat Mishra, Adv.

                           Mr. Shahrukh Kathawala, Adv. 

                           for M/s P.H. Parekh & Co. ,Advs.
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           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following

                               O R D E R 

            We have heard the learned Solicitor General for the

petitioner as also the learned senior counsel for respondent

No.1, present on caveat, the only party mainly interested in



contesting this petition.

            The   impugned   order   dated   24.3.2005,   which   was

passed   just   a   day   before   long   holidays,   directed   the

petitioner   herein   (respondent   No.   2   before   the   High   Court)

to remain restrained from allotting the contract in question

till   next   date   subject   to   the   petitioner   in   the   High   Court

(respondent  No. 1 before  us)  furnishing  a bank  guarantee  of

Rs.   20   crores   within   one   week.     The   matter   was   directed   to

come up for hearing on 5.4.2005.

            It   is   admitted   at   the   Bar   that   pursuant   to   the

order   of   the   High   Court   the   bank   guarantee   has   not   been

furnished  and, therefore,  the life  of the order  has come  to

an   end   on   1.4.2005,   the   date   on   which   the   time   of   one   week

as appointed by the High Court has expired.

            In   view   of   such   factual   position,   the   learned

Solicitor General seeks to withdraw the petition.

            The   special   leave   petition   is   dismissed   as



withdrawn.

            All other applications are also dismissed.

(D.P. WALIA)                                           (RADHA R. BHATIA)
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