\ 2027 I N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4518 COF 2008
(Arising out of S.L.P.(C No.8750/2007)

Ms. Suprene Industries Ltd. ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
Ms. Ranisati Pipe Industries & Os. ... Respondent ( s)
ORDER

Leave granted.

Havi ng heard | earned counsel on both sides and having
examined in detail each of the documents relevant to the case

M . Jha, |earned counsel appearing for respondent No.1l-Ms.
Rani sati Pipe Industries (original wit petitioner in the High Court)
states, on instructions, that he would like to withdraw the origina
Wit Petition No.1046/2006 filed in the H gh Court of Jharkhand at
Ranchi .

In view of the above statenent nade by the | earned counsel
t he i npugned judgnent of the Division Bench as well as the judgnent
of the learned Single Judge stands set aside as the original Wit
Petition stands disnissed as w t hdrawn.

Accordingly, with the dismi ssal of the original Wit Petition
No. 1046/ 2006, the status quo ante as preval ent on
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the date of filing of the said Wit Petition shall stand restored.

At this stage, we are required to state that since we are
directing restoration of status quo ante, it needs to be nentioned that a
concl uded contract awar ded in favour of t he appel | ant st ood
term nated after they had supplied approximately three | akh netres of
PVC Pipes out of the total quantity of nine |lakh nmetres. The Court’s
intervention took place at the stage of execution of the contract. Since
we are restoring status quo ante, we are directing the appellant herein
to supply the the balance quantity under the contract within thirty days

from today. Secondly, we are also directing the State to accept the



bal ance quantity accordingly. This Order is being passed because the
Appel I ant had supplied 300000 (approx.) out of 900000 Metres of PVC
Pi pes.

At this stage, Shri B.B.Singh, |earned counsel appearing for
State of Jharkhand, states that he has received instructions fromthe
Secretary, Water Resources Departnent, that the State supports the
i mpugned judgnment of the Division Bench of the H gh Court, vide
letter dated 21st April, 2008. Further, M. Singh points out that he
has no instructions with regard to the bal ance quantity which is
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required to be supplied under the contract. We find no reason to
accept the statenment of the Secretary for two reasons. All throughout
the litigation the State has filed affidavits supporting the decision
inviting tender as well as the terns and conditions of N.I.T. Even with
regard to the rate at which the offer is nade by the appellant, the State
has supported the rate submtted by the appellant. Even before us in
the S.L.P., affidavits have been filed to that effect. Secondly, in this
case, original Wit Petition was filed by respondent No.1 who, as
stat ed herei nabove, has sought our permission to withdraw the Wit
Petition. In the circunstances, there is no question of the State now
submitting vide sonme letter that they are supporting the inmpugned
j udgnent .

Cvil Appeal is, accordingly, disposed of with no order as to

costs.

................... J.
(S. H KAPADI A)

(B. SUDERSHAN REDDY)
New Del hi ,
July 17, 2008.
IN THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

SPECI AL LEAVE PETI TION (C) NO 8524 OF 2007

Ms. Farners Tractors ... Appel | ant (s)



Ver sus

State of Jharkhand & Os. ... Respondent (s)
ORDER

In view of our order passed today in the case of Ms. Suprene
Industries Ltd. Vs. Ms. Ranisati Pipe Industries & Ors., Cvil Appeal
arising out of S.L.P.(C No.8750/2007, nothing survives in this
Petition filed by Ms. Farners Tractors. The reason is that
petitioners-Ms. Farmers Tractors were intervenors in the Hi gh Court.
They had opposed the original Wit Petition filed by respondent No.5
herein-M s. Rani sati Pipe Industries. Since the original Wit Petition
sands di smissed as wi thdrawn, nothing survives in this Special Leave
Petition and the same is, accordingly, disnissed as infructuous.

No orders as to costs.

................... J.
(S. H. KAPADI A)

................... J.
(B. SUDERSHAN REDDY)

New Del hi ,

July 17, 2008.

| TEM NO 1 COURT NO 6 SECTI ON XVI |

SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No(s).8524/2007

(From the judgenent and order dated 30/03/2007 in LPA No.173/2006
of the H GH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI)

M S FARMERS TRACTORS Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
STATE OF JHARKHAND & ORS. Respondent ( s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief and office report)
(FOR FI NAL DI SPOSAL)

WTH S. L. P. (C NO 8750 of 2007

(Wth appln.(s) for exenption and urgi ng addl. grounds and
permi ssion to file additional documents and permission to file
lengthy list of dates and c/delay in filing rejoinder affidavit
and with prayer for interimrelief and office report)

Date: 17/07/2008 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE S. H KAPAD A
HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE B. SUDERSHAN REDDY



For Petitioner(s) M. R F. Nariman, Sr.Adv.
M. Shyam Di van, Sr. Adv.
M. Raj shekhar Rao, Adv.
M. Senthil Jagadeesan, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. MP.Jha, Adv.
M . Harshvardhan Jha, Adv.
M. Ram Ekbal Roy, Adv.
M. B.B. Singh, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

In S.L.P.(C No.8750/2007
Leave granted.
The Appeal is disposed of, in ternms of the signed order, with

no order as to costs.
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In S.L.P.(C No.8524/2007
Speci al Leave Petition is dismssed in terns of the signed

order. No order as to costs.

(N.  ANNAPURNA) (MADHU SAXENA)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER

(Two separate signed orders are placed on the file)



