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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).28015/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 13/09/2010 in WA No. 359/ 2010
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Date: 23/09/2011 This Petition was called on for hearing today.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the petitioner
and | earned counsel for the respondents, we notice that

after t he expiry of t he peri od of | ease grant ed in
favour of the petitioner, fresh tenders were invited in
respect of t he same area and t he petitioner al so
partici pated in t he t ender process and t he 6t h
respondent, being, the hi ghest bi dder was granted the
-2-
| ease. In such circunstances, it is not possible to
grant the prayer of the petitioner for extension of
period of his |ease.
Ther ef or e, we di spose of t he speci al | eave
petition with a direction to the first respondent to
pass appropriate orders in terns of t he i mpugned
judgnent as early as possible and at any rate within a
peri od of three nonths from today.

We nake it clear that the question of |aw raised



by the petitioner regarding the interpretation of Rule
9L of the Andhra Pradesh M nerals Concession Rules, 1966
is left open.
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