| TEM No. MM 5 & Court No. 1 SECTI ON XV

| TEM No. M\ 6

SUPREME COURT OF I NDI A

RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

Item No. MMA5

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.13655/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/07/2005 in DBCSA 01528/ 05

of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR BENCH, JAI PUR)

SUBHASH PRQIECT & MARKETI NG LTD. Petiti oner
(s)
VERSUS
PROJECT DI RECTOR, R U.1.D. PRQIECT & ORS Respondent

(s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

and |tem No. MV 6

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (G vil) No.13650/2005

(From the judgenent and order dated 08/07/2005 in DBCSA 1529/ 05

of The H GH COURT OF RAJASTHAN AT JAI PUR BENCH, JAI PUR)

GAMVON | NDI A LTD. Petitioner

(s)

VERSUS



PROJECT DI RECTOR, R U.1.D. PRQIECT & ORS Respondent

(s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 13/07/2005 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. K. BALASUBRAMANYAN

For Petitioner (s) M. Uday U Lalit, Sr. Adv.
M. Prasenjit Keswani, Adv.
M. Meenakshi Grover, Adv.
M. Prashant Kunar, Adv.
For Respondent (s)/
Caveat or (s) M. Mikul Rohtagi, Sr. Adv.

M. Ansar Ahmad Chaudhary, Adv.

UPON bei ng nmentioned by the counsel the Court made the foll ow ng

ORDER

Taken on Boar d.

| ssue noti ce.



The | ear ned counsel for the respondents, pr esent on

caveat, takes notice.

Heard the | earned senior counsel for the parties.

It is stated by t he | ear ned seni or counsel for t he
respondent s t hat t he processi ng of techni cal bi ds is Iikely
to t ake at | east t wo weeks and t he sanction of t he Asi an
Devel opnent Bank shal | have to be obt ai ned at every st age,
i nasnuch as t he pr oj ect is ADB  ai ded proj ect. It is al so
poi nt ed out by t he | ear ned seni or counsel t hat when t he

i mpugned order dat ed 8.7.2005 canme to be passed by the

Di vi sion Bench, detailed judgnent of the |earned Single Judge

was not avai |l abl e bef ore t he Di vi si on Bench whi ch is now
avail abl e and t he samnme shal | be filed bef ore t he Di vi si on
Bench. Furt her, t he | ear ned seni or counsel for t he

respondents has no obj ecti on and r at her concedes to t he

matter as to grant of interimrelief being heard and exam ned

af resh by t he Di vi si on Bench in t he I'i ght of t he detail ed

j udgnent of t he | ear ned Singl e Judge. He al so submits t hat



till t he mat t er is heard af resh by t he Di vi si on Bench, t he

respondent s will not t ake any step to t he prej udi ce of t he

petitioners herein.

In view of t hat st and very fairly t aken by t he

| ear ned seni or counsel for t he respondents, we are not

i nclined to entertain t hese petitions. They be treated as

di sposed of.

However , we request t he Di vi si on Bench of t he Hi gh

Court to t ake up t he matters for heari ng expedi tiously soon

on the judgnent of t he | ear ned Si ngl e Judge bei ng filed

before the Division Bench

(D.P. WALI A) (RADHA R BHATI A)

COURT MASTER COURT MASTER



