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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).7882/2009

(From the judgement and order dated 17/03/2009 in         WPC No. 3098/2008
of The HIGH COURT OF CHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR)

DELTA CONSTRUCTION SYSTEMS LTD.                          Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

SOUTH EASTERN COAL FIELD LTD.& ORS.                      Respondent(s)

(With appln(s) for directions,early hearing,permission             to    file
additional documents and prayer for interim relief ))

Date: 31/08/2009    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE P. SATHASIVAM
          HON’BLE DR. JUSTICE B.S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s)    Mr. Uday U. Lalait, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr Prashant Kumar, Adv.
                     Ms. Triveni P., Adv.
                     Mr. Puneet Jain, Adv.
                     Mr. Chander Shekhar Ashri,Adv.

For Respondent(s)    Mr.    Gopal Subramaniam, SG
                     Mr.    Ajit Kumar Sinha, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr.    Ramesh Babu M.R., Adv.
                     Mr.    Ashwarya Sinha, Adv.
                     Mr.    K.N. Madhusoodanan, Adv.
                     Mr.    T.G. Narayanan Nair,Adv.

                     Mr.    Harish N. Salve, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr.    Mukul Rohatgi, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr.    Debal Banerjee, Sr. Adv.
                     Mr.    Prateek Jalan, Adv.
                     Mr.    Ravi Kapoor, Adv.
                     Ms.    Meenakshi Grover, Adv.
                     Mr.    Ankur S.Kulkarni ,Adv
                     Mr.    Nirnimesh Dube, Adv.
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           UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                               O R D E R

               Heard both sides.

               Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that the

petitioner’s bid was rejected solely on the ground that Highwall

Mining Equipment which the petitioner having for manufacturing was

not properly considered by the Committee.     Learned counsel for the

petitioner states that the petitioner had enough experience but the



Committee found that the machine which the petitioner sought to rely

was launched in 2007 only.     Learned counsel for the petitioner also

states that it was only modified version, this machine was already

functioning for the same purpose.    This bid was already finalized in

May, 2008 and successful parties had started work.            In view of

changed circumstances, we are not inclined to interfere with the

contract already granted to the respondents but we make it clear

that the non-selection of the petitioner will not be treated as a

ban for entering participation in future bids.

               The   special     leave   petition   is   disposed     of

accordingly.

         (R.K. Dhawan)                        (Veera Verma)
         Court Master                         Court Master


