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1) We are not inclined to interfere with the
order of His Lordship.

2) The writ Court could not have interfered
with the bidding process once it was over as it
was not within the domain of the writ Court to
decide whether the appellants should be
allowed to re-bid/bid afresh on account of any
technical glitch which the appellants may have
faced. Admittedly, the technical glitch, if at all,

was at the end of the appellants and not on the



part of the MSTC Ltd., that is, the platform
which held the process on behalf of the Port
Trust. His Lordship had rightly left it open to
the Port Trust to take a decision whether to
proceed on the bid received or not. The auction
was held in respect of a land belonging to the
Port Trust.

3) Mr. Basu, learned senior advocate
submits that a representation has been filed
before the port authorities by the appellants
and the same may be directed to be considered.
4)  As His Lordship has already held that it is
upto the Port Trust to decide the issue raised
by the appellants, it is for the Port Trust to
decide the fate of the bidding process in
accordance with law and inform the fate of
such decision to the respective parties. The
decision of the Port Trust will reach the parties
expeditiously. The question of hearing being
granted to the parties does not arise. The
representation is already before the Port Trust.

5) Accordingly, the appeal and the connected

application are disposed of.

(Shampa Sarkar, J.)

(Ajay Kumar Gupta, J.)



