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              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) No(s).16291/2011
(From the judgement and order dated 10/06/2011 in CM No.
 8753/2011 In WP(C) 4175/2011 of The HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT N.
DELHI)

M/S TONNJES EASTERN SECURITY TECH.P.LTD.                Petitioner(s)

                   VERSUS

GOVT.OF NCT OF DELHI & ORS.                        Respondent(s)
(With prayer for interim relief and office report)

Date: 23/06/2011    This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE P. SATHASIVAM
          HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE A.K. PATNAIK
                        (VACATION BENCH)

For Petitioner(s)      Mr. U.U. Lalit, Sr. Adv.
                       Mr. Prashant Kumar, Adv.
                       for M/S. Ap & J Chambers,Advs.

For Respondent(s)       Mr.   A Sharan, Sr. Adv.
rr.2                    Mr.   Rajat Navet, Adv.
                        Mr.   Rajnish Gautam, Adv.
                        Mr.   Pradeep K. Bakshi, Adv.

rrs.1,3 & 4             Mr. S Wasim A Qadri, Adv.
                        Ms. Saima Bakshi, Adv.
                        Mrs. Anil Katiyar, Adv.

             UPON hearing counsel the Court made the following
                                 O R D E R

                  Pursuant to our order dated 20th June,           2011,
           respondents 1 to 4 are represented by counsel.

                    Heard the parties.

                    On going through the material placed and after
           hearing counsel on either side, we are not inclined to
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                                  : 2 :

interfere with the impugned order of the High Court.
The special leave petition is dismissed accordingly.
However, considering the urgency and earlier direction
of this Court, we request the High Court to take up the
main writ petition, being No. 4175 of 2011 and dispose
of the same by end of July, 2011.                 Counsel appearing
for either party are agreeable for the same.                        It is
clarified that the respondents are permitted to process
the    tender,    but   final    decision      shall   be   taken    only
after disposal of the writ petition by the High Court.
For convenience of the parties and for completion of
pleadings,       let    the     matter    be    listed      before    the
appropriate bench of the High Court on 5th July, 2011.



      [ Charanjeet Kaur ]                      [ Savita Sainani ]
          Court Master                            Court Master


